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ADVERTISEMENT. 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES-<Han8Ard'b).' 

"Hansard's  Parliamentary  Debates  consists  of  two  Series: 
'^e^first,  in  Forty-one  Volumes,  trommencin?  with  the  year  1803,  and  ending 
at  ^e  period  of  the  Death  of  George  the  I'hird :  the  sec<mdy  commettcilig  #itS 
the  Accession  of  his  late  Majesty,  George  the  Fonrth,  the  totnpletioh  of 
whose  reign  (with  the  exception  of  the  prorogation  by  his  sfttcessor)  non- 
dnd^  the  Twenty-fifth  Volume  of  that  Series. — ^The  Third  Sierie9,  ntow  ih 
progress  by  publication  of  this  (the  Fifth)  Volume,  commienced  With  the 
present  Reign,  William  IV. 

**  To  the  fidelity  and  strict  impartiahty  with  which  it  has  bieen  tondttuHed, 
testimony  of  the  most  flattering  description  has  been  bonke  by  ne^y 
every  one  of  our  great  Public  Men,  and  by  all  our  mostdistingtifetked  Literary 
Journals.  In  the  thirty-eighth  dumber  of  the  QuelrtieTti  ftefvi^  Wfil  be 
found  aa  elaborate  article,  written  by  the  late  Mr.  CA*vi!it5,  t/ti  Blr. 
Brougham's  Education  Committee  antf  the  Refbrtn  of  ChaHW  Abum^. 
Having,  in  the  course  t)f  it,  occasion  to  refer  to  the  Debates  in  r^liaiMht 
on  the  Renewal  of  the  War  in  1815,  and  to  those  on  the  State  t>f  the  CoVknt^ 
in  1816  and  1817,  that  eminent  man  took  occasion  to  pmonounce  Hav^aRI)^ 
Parliamektart  Debates  to  be  "  a  Record,  wkickf  for  fidelity  j  fitlneU^ 
arid  despatch,  has  certainly  never  been  eqitalled.^ 

"  Neither  has  the  Edinburgh  Review  withheld  its  meed  of  approbation. 
*  We  cannot,'  it  sa3rs,  speaking  of  this  Work,  and  of  its  companion,  The 
Parliamektart  History  of  Englakd; — *  we  cannot  quote  this  careftil 
and  judicious  Collection  without  bearing  testimony  to  its  singular  merits. 
It  deserves,  as  well  as  the  New  Edition  of  the  State  Trials,  undertaken 
by  the  same 'Proprietors,  to  be  numbered  among  the  most  useftil  and  best 
conducted  Works  of  late  years.  Both  are  indispensable  parts  of  all  Collec- 
tions of  English  History.*  This  latter  panegyric  came,  like  the  former, 
from  the  pen  of  one  of  the  most  distinguished  men  of  the  day» 

*'  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  add,  that  a  Work  which  has  been  thus  spoken 
of,  and  which,  in  consequence,  has  found  its  way  into  most  of  the  great 
public  and  private  Libraries,  not  only  of  the  United  Empire,  but  of  Europe 
and  America,  will  continue  to  be  conducted  with  that  fidelity  and  perse- 
verance which  a  reception  so  flattering  is  calculated  to  produce.  As  a  book  of 
Parliamentary-historical  Reference  it  will  continue  to  be, '  indispensable.* 

**  In  addition  to  the  Debates  of  both  Houses,  the  Work  contains  an  in- 
valuable coUection  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  consisting  of  many  hundred 
Reports,  Estimates,  Returns,  Protests,  Petitions,  Treaties,  Conventions,  Lists 
of  Divisions,  &c.  &c. ;  together  with  a  regular  Series,  for  the  last  twenty- 
five  years,  of  Accounts  relative  to  the  Finances  and  to  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  of  the  United  Kingdom.  These  documents  are  eRsct  copies  of 
those  laid  before  Parliament.  They  are  to  be  met  with  in  no  other  publica* 
tion,  and  will  be  found  eminently  convenient  and  useful  to  the  Reader :  to 
whom,  indeed,  if  his  attention  be  at  all  turned  to  subjects  of  Politkal 
Economy,  they  are  essentially  necessary.  By  aid  of  the  Iwdex  hereafter 
announced,  and  in  which  considerable  prog^resa  is  made,  they  will  be  capable 
of  instant  reference* 

**  Finding  that  others  have  taken  to  themselves  some  m^it  by  the 
adoption  of  an  original  feature  of  this  Work,  Mr.  Hansard  has  been  induced  to 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

resume  it ;  and  to  give,  in  a  condensed  form,  the  minor  proceedings  of  each 
day,  under  the  head  of  *  minutes,'  wherever  they  can  be  of  use,  regarding 
the  time  of  publication,  either  as  matter  of  immediate  information  to  the  parties 
interested,  or  of  future  reference. 

"  The  Paper  and  the  Printing,  in  consequence  of  the  recently-invented 
machVery  in  their  respective  departments,  will  be  found  to  have  been  much 
improved ;  and  no  expense  or  labour  will  be  spared  to  render  the  Work 
deserving  of  that  increasing  patronage  which  it  has,  for  so  many  years,  enjoyed." 

The  Volume  usually  consists  of  about  forty-five  sheets  royal  octavo, 
large  page  of  double  column,  in  type  similar  to  that  of  this  Advertisement. 
To  the  Volumes  of  the  Session  are  affixed,  a  copious  Table  of  Contents 
containing  List  of  Matters  debated  upon  in  either  House — Alphabetical  Lists 
of  Members  who  have  spoken  upon  any  subject. — An  official  Roll  of  the  House 
of  Peers;  and  a  List  of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  distinguish- 
ing  the  place  for  which  each  sat  in  that  Session  ;  and  a  List  of  all  places  re- 
turning Members,  with  the  names  of  those  Members  ; — such  Lists  will  be 
continued  for  every  future  session. 

The  Volumes  have  been  published  at  £L  II5.  6d.  boards ;  or  £1.  I5s, 
half  bound,  russia,  fully  lettered  ;  the  Price  (from  Volume  22,)  is  reduced  to 
£L  IO5.  boards,  £1.  135.  half  bound.  The  Sessions  have  varied  in  quan- 
tity, making  sometimes  two,  sometimes  three  Volumes.  For  the  Session 
1830,  from  the  extraordinary  length  and  importance  of  the  Debates,  a 
fourth  Volume  was  unavoidable;  although  in  1831,  to  comprize  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  in  the  third  Volume,  and  avoid  a  fourth,  an  additional 
part  at  10s.  was  added,  making  that  Volume  £2.  The  work  is,  for  conveni- 
ence of  current  reference,  published  in  Parts,  Five  being  calculated  to  make 
a  Volume,  at  6s.  each. 

A  very  small  number  of  perfect  Sets,  viz.  from  the  year  1803 
to  the  Death  of  George  III.,  Forty-one  Volumes ;  and  (Second  Series) 
commencing  with  the  Accession  of  his  late  Majesty  George  the  IVth,  and 
continued  to  the  9th  year  of  his  reign,  1828,  in  Nineteen  Volumes,  re- 
main on  hand  :  notwithstanding  which,  as  the  purchaser  of  so  large  a  Work 
must  necessarily  be  at  a  considerable  sacrifice  of  expense,  the  Proprietor  is 
willing  to  dispose  of  a  certain  number,  in  complete  Sets  of  Sixty  Volumes, 
at  a  discount  of  30  per  cent  from  the  publishing  prices^  if  taken  within  this 
year. 
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INDEX  OF  READY  REFERENCE 

To  the  recorded  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  both  Houses,  from  the  earliest 
Period  to  the  present  Time :  being  an  Analytical  Index  :— I.  to  The  Parlia- 
mentary History  of  England,  from  the  earliest  Period  to  the  Year  1803. 
II.  to  The  Parliamentary  Debates,  from  the  Year  1803  to  1830.  With 
an  Index  containing  the  Name  of  every  Member  who  took  a  part  in 
the  said  Debates  and  Proceedings.  In  Two  Volumes.  The  Second  Volume 
(for  the  Debates  Sixty-two  Volumes)  will  be  ^rst  published,  and  as  one 
half  of  the  Work  is  already  printed  oft',  this  very  essential  Volume 
will  certainly  appear  in  the  course  of  a  few  months. 
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Parliamentary  Debates 

During  the  First  Session  of  the  Tenth  Parliament  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 

appointed  to  meet  at  Westminster^ 

14M  June,  1831, 

in  the  Second  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM  THE  FOURTH. 

deronH  Volttine  ot  tit  %t^on. 


HOUSE     OF    lords, 
Tuesday,  July  19,  1831. 

MiNcnrss.]  Bilb.  Read  a  second  time;  the  Assessed  Taxes 
Composition,  and  the  Militia  Ballot  Suspension. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Eij>on,  £h>m  Protestant 
Magistrates  of  Galway,  to  extend  the  Elective  Franchise 
to  Catholics ;  another  Petition  of  the  same  character  was 
presented  fmia  the  Protestants  of  Ncwtownsmith.  By  the 
Earl  of  CALBDoif,  Arom  the  Parish  of  Aghadoo,  for  the 
Grant  tar  Education  (Ireland)  to  be  continued. 

Privilege— CASE  of  mr.  long 

WELLESLEY.]  The  Lord  Chancellor 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
to  a  subject,  which  he  ought,  perhaps, 
before  to  have  brought  under  their  notice 
— he  alluded  to  a  matter  which  was  of  the 
highest  importance,  as  being  connected, 
not  only  with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  but  with  the  judicial  powers 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  which  was  the 
highest  Court  of  Judicature  in  the  king- 
dom. He  thought  himself  called  upon  to 
make  a  statement  to  their  Lordships  on  the 
subject,  although  he  was  not  aware  that 
he  should  have  to  recommend  to  their 
Lordships  to  take  any  steps  in  conse- 
quence of  that  statement.  Their  Lord- 
ships might  remember,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  Session  before  last,  an  appeal  from 
an  order  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  came 
before  their  Lordships,  and,  after  a  so- 
lemn and  deliberate  hearing,  the  order 
of  the  Court  below  had  been  affirmed  by 
the  judgment  of  their  Lordships.    The 

v6l.  V.  {232} 


order  was  to  this  effect — that  the  children 
of  Mr.  Long  Welleslcy  should  be  taken 
from  under  his  care  and  custody,  and  dis- 
posed of  according  to  the  direction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery;  and  Mr.  Wellesley  was 
prohibited,  under  any  pretence  whatever, 
to  remove  the  children  from  under  the  care 
of  those  to  whose  charge  they  were  com- 
mitted  by   the  Court.      Mr.  Wellesley's 
daughter  was  placed  under  the  charge  of 
her  aunts,  the  Misses  Long,  and  from  that 
charge  Mr.  Wellesley  was  prohibited  by 
the  order  from  removing  her.    That  order 
had  been  affirmed  by  the  unanimous  judg- 
ment of  their  Lordships,   and  therefore 
had  the  sanction  of,  and  became  the  order 
of  the  House.     But  notwithstanding  this, 
Mr.  Wellesley,  in  contempt  of  the  order 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  order  of 
that  House,  had,  a  few  days  ago,  proceeded 
to  the  house  of  the  Misses  Long,  and  by 
force  and  fraud  had  got  possession  of  the 
person  of  the  child,  and  taken  her  away 
from  the  custody  of  her  aunts.    Admission 
had  been  procured  to  the  house  in  the 
absence  of  Miss  Long,  under  the  fraudu- 
lent pretence  of  a  message  from  that  lady's 
solicitor,  and  this  was  the  fraud  employed.  ^ 
The  force  was,  that  Mr.  Wellesley  had  ^ 
taken  along  with  him  four  persons,  armed  , 
with  constable's  batons,  which  these  per-  » 
sons  exhibited  as  their  authority  to  tliose  ' 
who  attempted  to  prevent  the  abstraction,  i 
and  Mr.  Wellesley  committed  what  was  in  C 
law  an  assault,  by  shaking  his  fist  at  the  v 
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servants  of  the  Misses  Long,  and  by  those 
combined  means  of  fraud,  of  assault, 
and  other  force,  he  succeeded  in  carrying 
away  the  infant.  On  information  being 
given  to  him,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  of  what 
had  taken  place,  he  had  sent  his  officer  to 
bring  the  cnild  and  Mr.  Wellesley  before 
him.  The  child  could  not  be  found,  but 
Mr.  Wellesley  had  attended,  and  confessed 
the  fraud,  the  force,  and  the  assault,  in 
direct  contempt  of  the  order  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  sanctioned  and  confirmed 
by  that  House.  And  he  added,  that  he 
had  got  possession  of  the  person  of  the 
child,  and  that  he  would  not  give  her  up ; 
and  he  further  added,  to  make  the  con- 
tempt more  flagrant,  that  he  had  removed 
the  child  beyond  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Court.  He  had  immediately  ordered  Mr. 
Wellesley  into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms,  and  if  he  had  hesitated  to  do  so, 
he  should  have  been  unworthy  to  hold  the 
office  with  which  he  was  intrusted,  and 
he  should  deserve  to  be  impeached  for 
having  been  guilty  of  a  high  misdemea- 
nour. If  a  pretence  of  privilege  were  to 
be  set  up  as  a  defence  to  conduct  like  this 
— if  all  the  Members  of  this  an'd  of  the 
other  House  were  to  be  exempt  from 
punishment  when  they  acted  in  such  a 
manner — and  were  to  be  permitted  to  set 
themselves  above  the  law ;  and  if  the  law 
makers  were  thus  to  set  the  example  of 
being  law  breakers,  instead  of  being  the 
guardians  and  support  of  the  law,  then  it 
would  be  better  that  all  Common  and 
Statute  Law  should  be  abolished  at  once. 
There  was  an  exemption  in  favour  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  as  to  process 
against  their  bodies  in  respect  of  payment 
of  money,  or  matters  merely  civil.  But  this 
commitment  for  contempt  was  not  a  pro- 
cess, but  a  punishment.  A  punishment 
for  a  wrong,  done  in  a  wrong  manner ;  and 
here  Mr.  Wellesley,  although  he  might, 
perhaps,  have  been  actuated  by  an  amiable 
feeling,  had  not  only  done  wrong,  but 
had  done  that  wrong  in  a  most  unworthy 
manner.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had 
immediately  ordered  that  Mr.  Wellesley 
should  be  committed  to  prison — not  for 
his  refusal  to  give  up  the  child,  but  for 
what  he  had  before  done — for  his  having, 
by  fraud  and  force,  got  possession  of  the 
person  of  the  child,  in  direct  contempt  of 
the  order  and  prohibition  of  the  Court. 
It  was  to  punish  him  for  that  which  was 
not  punishable  in  any  other  way.  He 
niight,  it  was  true,   be   indicted  for  the 


assault,  but  for  the  contempt  of  the  Court 
he  could  be  punished  in  no  other  way  than 
by  the  Court  itself.  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment did,  as  he  had  said  before,  enjoy  ex- 
emption from  arrest  on  civil  process  ;  but 
he  had  yet  to  learn,  from  some  one  who 
might  look  only  at  some  pretended  law  of 
Parliament,  and  who  might  know  nothing 
about  t!ic  law  of  Westminster  Hail,  that 
privilege  was  a  protection  from  punish- 
ment for  contempt  of  Court — even  the 
highest  in  the  kingdom.  If  it  were  to  be 
held  that  the  orders  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery might  be  set  at  defiance  under  a  pre- 
tence of  privilege,  the  consequence  would 
be,  that  no  Member  of  Parliament  could 
be  brought  into  a  Court  of  Justice  as  a 
witness  to  give  evidence,  and  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliamtnt  might  walk  into  a  Court 
of  Justice,  and  interrupt  the  proceedings 
of  the  Court  by  a  long,  abusive,  and  in- 
flammatory speech,  and  the  Court  could 
have  no  remedy  by  his  removal  unless  he 
committed  an  actual  breach  of  the  peace, 
which  he  could  easily  avoid.  Such  a  doc- 
trine he  had  never  beard  set  up  before, 
and  he  trusted  ho  never  should  hear  it  set 
up  again,  for  he  hoped  that  the  wisdom 
of  the  Lords  and  Commons  would  promptly 
and  decidedly  abjure  all  pretensions  to  so 
odious  and  pernicious  an  exemption.  He 
had  thought  it  his  duty,  under  these  oir- 
cumstances,  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  this  subject  at  this  time,  but  he  did 
not  mean  for  the  present  to  recommend 
any  ulterior  proceeding. 

Court  of  Exchequer  (Scotland.)] 
The  Lord  C^ance/^r  reminded  their  Lord- 
ships, that  he  had  given  notice,  some  days 
ago,  of  his  intention  to  lay  before  their 
Lordships,  on  this  day,  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in 
Scotland,  and  for  substituting  some  other 
mode  for  the  discharge  of  its  duties.  He 
then  rose  to  fulfil  that  notice,  though  he 
would  abstain  from  entering  into  any  par- 
ticular statement  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  at  present,  and  content  himself  with 
movine,  that  it  be  read  a  first  time,  and 
printed.  It  was  probably  known  to  their 
Lordships,  that  at  the  Uqion  between 
England  and  Scotland,  a  provision  was 
made,  by  treaty,  that  a  Court  of  Exche- 
quer should  be  appointed  in  Scotland, 
after  the  model  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  England.  This  Court  was  accordingly 
afterwards  established  by  a  Statute  of  the 
9th  of  Anne,  by  which   its  powers  apd 
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4«liet  were  defined.  But  the  judicial 
powers  of  this  Gouit  were  not  in  all  respects 
assimilated  to  tho#e  of  the  English  Court 
of  Exchequer,  which  was  competent,  by 
a  fictkm  of  law,  to  take  cognicance  of  all 
ciTileauses^  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas.  The  »Scotch 
Court  of  Exchequer  concerned  itself  with 
no  processes,  either  civil  or  criminal,  ex- 
cept with  such  civil  processes  as  were  con- 
nected with  the  revenue  of  the  Crown. 
On  inquiry  it  had  been  found,  that  this 
Court  had  exceedingly  little  business  to 
do — indeed,  next  to  none.  In  the  course 
of  three  months  out  of  the  six  months  of 
which  the  Session  consisted,  it  had  hap- 
pened that  only  one  defended  cause  had 
come  before  the  Court,  and  it  was  manifest 
that  the  whole  of  the  business  might  be 
easily  dotte  by  one  Baron  sitting  for  only 
One  day  in  each  week  during  the  time  that 
the  Session  lasted,  to  consequence  of 
this,  it  had  oce«rred  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  that  th6 country  might  be  relieved 
from  the  burthen  of  this  Court  in  its  pre- 
sent shape,  in  which  it  consisted  of  a 
Chief  Baron  and  four  Puisne  Barons;  and 
in  this  he  need  not  say,  that  he  concurred^ 
having  himself  taken  some  steps  towards 
an  endeavour  to  get  the  same  object 
effected  while  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
other  Houie.  As  the  law  stood  at  present, 
the  Chief  Baron  was  entitled  to  retire  on 
an  allowance  at  the  end  of  6fteen  years' 
service,  and  the  other  Barons  had  the 
same  privilege.  The  present  Chief  Baron 
had  sefved  only  three  years  ;  but  one  of 
the  other  Barons  had  served  eleven  years, 
and  another  nine  years.  But  in  order  to 
induce  the  Barons  to  retire,  it  was  proposed 
that  the  Act,  called  the  Pension  Act, 
should  be  modified,  and  a  certain  provision 
made  for  those  retiring  before  the  expir- 
ation of  their  regular  time  of  retiring,  or 
their  becoming  afilicted  wi%h  any  in6rmity. 
And  in  case  they  should  not  retire,  the 
plan  was,  that  cm  the  Barons  died,  their 
places  sliould  not  be  filled  up,  leaving  the 
duties  to  be  performed  by  the  remainder^ 
until  only  one  should  be  left,  who  could 
easily  perform  the  whole  of  the  duty,  as 
he  had  before  stated.  And  then,  when 
the  last  should  die  ofTi  it  was  proposed,  that 
the  duty  should  be  performed  by  a  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  not  being  also  a 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Justiciary.  There 
were  seven  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
who  were  not  Judges  of  the  Justiciary 
Court,  and  one  of  them  could  well  sit  in 


the  Court  of  Exchequer  on  the  Mondays 
during  the  Session,  which  were  the  days 
on  which  the  Justiciary  Court  sat,  during 
the  sitting  of  which  there  was  no  sitting  in 
the  Court  of  Session.  One  of  the  duties  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  was  the  expedit- 
ing Crown  Charters,  and  that  was  a  duty 
for  which  a  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Session 
was  peculiarly  well  fitted.  An  officer  of 
the  Exchequer  Court,  who  held  his  place 
for  life,  was  perfectly  well  qualified  to 
audit  the  public  accounts ;  and  another 
ofilcer,  with  a  small  salary,  would  answer 
the  pur|K>se  of  assisting  the  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Session  in  such  duties  as  he 
would  have  to  perform.  The  details  would 
be  more  particularly  considered  hereafter. 
In  the  meantime  he  moved,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  first  time  and  printed. 
Ordered  accordingly. 

Mr.  Michael  Storks.]     The  Lord 
Chartc^Uor  begged  pardon  of  the  House 
for  troubling  them  again  on  a  subject  with 
respect  to  which  he  had  no  motion  to  sub- 
mit ;  but  he  was  induced  to  do  so,  from  a 
desire  of  doing  justice  to  an  individual 
who  had  felt  himself  aggrieved  by  some- 
thing which   had   fallen   from   him   (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  and  another  noble  Lord, 
in  the  course  of  a  debate  which  took  place 
in  their  Lordships'  House  some  evenings 
ago.     As  the  party  could  take  no  legal 
notice  of  what  took  place  in  Debate,  he 
could  have  no  remedy  by  petition,  or  in 
any  other  way  than  by  a  statement  in  the 
House.     In  what  he  had  said,  however, 
he  had  rather  vindicated  Mr.  Storks.     He  ^ 
knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Storks,  and  spoke 
without  prejudice  or  bias,   either  for  or 
against.     He  had  understood,  that  the  in- 
sertion of  the  name  of  Mr.Storks  in  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  had  been  suspended, 
in  consequence  of  a  prosecution  for  per-  | 
jury  being  pending  against  him.     Of  this; 
charge  Mr.  Storks  had  been  triumphantly 
acquitted  ;  and  then  a  noble  Earl  (Hare«{ 
wood)  had  called  him  to  task  in  the  House,! 
for  intending  to  restore  Mr.  Storks  to  the: 
situation,  without  notice  to  him  as  I^rd-| 
lieutenant.     He  had  answered  the  noblci 
Earl,  that  he  had  found  his  name  in  the 
list  of  chose  recommended  by  the  noblr 
Earl ;  and  that  when  the  objection  to  hi^ 
was  once  removed,  he  had  no  idea,  thst 
even  on  the  rule  on  which  he  had  actecjK    ' 
of  appointing  only  those  recommended  t^    ■ 
the  Lord-lieutenant,  he  was  at  all  calUV    ' 
upon  to  consult  his  Lordship,  who  had  £ ' 
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ready  recommended.  But  then  it  was 
said,  that  Mr.  Storks  had  sent  a  letter  to 
the  Foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury,  on  the 
subject  of  the  prosecution ;  and  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  had  admitted,  that  this 
Mras  wrong,  and  he  still  said  so ;  but  at 
the  same  time,  if  he  had  been  in  Mr. 
Storks's  situation,  he  certainly  should  have 
felt  a  strong  temptation  to  have  acted  as 
Mr.  Storks  had  done,  although  he  hoped 
he  should  have  been  able  to  resist  it.  Sup- 
posing he  had  discarded  a  servant  for 
breach  of  trust  and  cheating,  and  that 
servant  had  threatened  to  accuse  him  of 
some  crime — perhaps  of  the  foulest  that 
could  be  imputed  to  man — unless  he  gave 
him  1,000/.  The  servant  might  go  before 
the  Grand  Jury  who  could  know  no- 
thing of  the  circumstances,  and  having 
made  a  prima  fade  case,  the  bill  would 
be  found,  as  a  matter  of  course ;  and 
thus  he  might  lie  under  the  foulest  im- 
putation for  six  months,  before  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  vindicating  himself.  There 
would  be  a  strong  temptation,  in  such 
a  case,  to  give  the  Grand  Jury  some  no- 
tion of  the  real  merits.  This  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Storks,  against  whom  the  pro- 
secution was  instituted  by  a  discarded  ser- 
vant, in  order  to  force  him  to  pay  1 ,000/. 
by  way  of  compromise  relative  to  a  Chan- 
cery suit  which  had  taken  place  about 
thirty  years  before.  He  had  said,  that  the 
application  to  the  Grand  Jury  would  have 
been  worse,  if  Mr.  Storks  had  been  a  pro- 
fessional gentleman.  It  so  happened,  that 
one  of  Mr.  Storks's  sons  had  written  to 
one  of  the  Jury,  and  had  sent  him  a  slip 
of  paper,  with  questions  to  be  put  to  the 
prosecutor ;  and  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
bad  said,  that  this  was  extremely  wrong  in 
the  son,  who  was  an  attorney.  But  he 
now  found,  that  the  son  who  sent  the 
questions  was  not  the  attorney,  but  a 
coal-merchant.  This  was  what  came  of 
speaking  of  people  in  their  absence.  Now, 
he  had  looked  at  the  letter  sent  to  him  by 
Ills  noble  predecessor,  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  suspension  of  Mr.  Storks ;  and  he  was 
confirmed  in  his  recollection,  that  the  main 
-^ause  was  alleged  to  be  the  pendency  of 
he  prosecution  for  perjury,  and  not  the 
•ircumstance  of  writing  to  the  Grand  Jury. 
le  understood,  that  the  noble  Earl  himself 
ad  admitted,  that  Mr.  Storks  had,  on  one 
ccasion,  been  extremely  serviceable  in 
ringing  back  to  peace  and  good  order  a 
•*ry  populous  district,  which  had  previ- 
isly  been  in  a  state  of  disturbance. 


The  Earl  odiarewood  disclaimed  all  hos- 
tility to  Mr.  Storks,  with  whom  he  was  not 
personally  acquainted ;  but  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  the  subject;  and  he  now  ask- 
ed the  Lord  Chancellor,  whether  he  in- 
tended to  include  Mr.  Storks  in  the  Com- 
mission, or  not? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  answered,  as  he 
should  have  done  at  first,  that  that  de- 
pended on  his  own  good  pleasure.  He 
had  followed  the  rule,  not  to  appoint  any, 
except  such  as  were  recommended  by  the 
Lord-lieutenant ;  but  that  was  not  on 
account  of  the  Lord-lieutenant,  but  merely 
a  measure  of  precaution  which  the  Lord 
Chancellor  prescribed  to  himself.  He 
might,  if  he  thought  proper,  appoint,  with- 
out recommendation  by  the  Lord-lieute- 
nant, although,  by  so  doing,  he  should 
take  a  double  responsibility  on  himself. 
So  a  Minister  might  recommend  to  his 
Majesty  to  appoint  a  Judge,  without  con- 
sulting the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  have  no  reason  to  com- 
plain, but  then  the  Minister  would  be 
entirely  responsible.  In  the  present  in- 
stance, however,  he  had  found  the  name 
of  Mr.  Storks  in  the  list  of  those  recom- 
mended by  the  noble  Earl,  who  ought, 
more  justly,  to  have  found  fault  with  his 
predecessor  who  had  suspended  him,  than 
with  him-(the  Lord  Chancellor),  supposing 
he  should  restore  him.  Once  more  he 
begged  leave  to  say,  that  this  was  a  most  in- 
convenient mode  of  appointing  magistrates, 
to  make  their  appointment  the  subject  of 
discussions  in  either  House  of  Parliament, 
while  it  was  still  under  the  consideration 
of  a  highly  responsible  member  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive a  more  inconvenient  mode  for  the 
exercise  of  that  delicate  and  most  respon- 
sible trust.  It  was  usual  for  the  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  in  appointing  a  Judge,  to 
consult  with  the  Chancellor,  and  to  take 
his  advice  respecting  the  person  to  be 
raised  to  the  Bench.  But  it  was  not  to  be 
maintained,  that  the  Chancellor  had  a  right 
to  bring  the  Minister  over  the  coals  in 
their  Lordships*  House,  whenever  he  should 
suppose,  that  the  Minister  did  not  intend 
to  make  the  appointment  at  his  suggestion. 
The  case  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  taking  the 
Chancellor  to  task,  on  such  a  supposition, 
was  exactly  parallel.  There  was  no 
shadow  of  foundation  for  the  assertion, 
that  the  restoration  of  Mr.  Storks  to  the 
Commission  would  have  taken  place  but 
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for  the  noble  EarFs  having  called  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the  subject. 
It  was  no  such  thing.  His  reappointment 
had  been  stopped  before  it  had  been  al- 
luded to  in  that  House,  in  consequence  of 
the  letter  addressed  to  him  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  by  the  noble  Earl  himself,  and 
by  another  private  communication. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  was  of  opinion, 
that  the  subject  ought  not  to  have  been 
brought  forward  in  the  absence  of  his 
noble  and  learned  friend,  Lord  Lyndhurst. 
As  it  had  been  stated,  that  the  interference 
with  the  Grand  Jury  had  been  attempted, 
not  by  Mr.  Storks  the  attorney,  but  his  bro- 
ther, Mr.Storks  the  coal-merchant,  hecould 
assure  their  Lordships  that  he  had  seen  alet- 
ter  from  Mr.  Justice  Bayley,  in  which  that 
learned  Judge  said,  that  Mr.  Storks  the 
attorney,  did  put  into  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  Grand  Jury  a  written  list  of  questions 
to  be  asked  by  that  Juror  to  one  of  the 
witnesses.  Fie  thought  that,  under  such 
circumstances, his  noble  friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst) was  justified  in  removing  Mr.  Storks 
from  the  Commission. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  he 
had  carefully  abstained  from  saying  a 
word  against  what  had  been  done  by 
his  noble  and  learned  friend,  in  conse- 
quence of  his  absence ;  but  though  the 
presence  of  his  noble  and  learned  friend 
would  be  desirable,  it  was  rather  too  much 
to  expect  that  his  absence  should  prevent 
a  subject  of  this  kind  from  being  noticed. 
In  consequence  of  the  privileged  Debates 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  and  the  unpri- 
vileged communication  of  those  Debates 
to  the  utmost  ends  of  the  earth,  was  it  to 
be  expected  that  a  gentleman  and  his 
family,  who  felt  themselves  ill-used  by 
what  had  taken  place  in  the  course  of 
those  Debates,  should  abstain  from  endea- 
vouring to  set  themselves  right  with  the 
House  and  the  public,  because  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  one  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  ?  As  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bayley,  it  was  quite  impossible  but 
the  learned  Judge  must  have  had  it  at  se- 
cond hand.  He  could  not  possibly  know 
the  fact  of  his  own  knowledge.  Now  Mr. 
Storks  had  written  a  letter,  stating  that  it 
was  not  his  son, the  attorney,  who  had  sent 
the  letter  up  to  the  Grand  Jury,  but  that  it 
was  his  son,  the  coal-merchant ;  and  if 
there  were  no  foundation  for  that  state- 
ment, this  Mr.  Storks  must  be  the  bold- 
est and  most  aadacious,  and  withal  the 
most  foolish  person  in  the  world ,  to  put 


forward  such  a  statement.  Yet  the  noble 
Lords  who  had  cheered  the  assertion  that 
it  was  the  attorney  son,  and  not  the  mer- 
chant son,  who  had  sent  the  letter  up  to 
the  Grand  Jury,  no  doubt,  conceived 
themselves  better  qualified  to  determine 
which  brother  was  the  merchant,  and 
which  the  attorney,  than  the  mother  who 
had  borne  them,  the  father  who  had  be- 
gotten them,  and  the  relatives  who  had 
known  them  ever  since  their  childhood ; 
and  they  were,  no  doubt,  ready  to  divide 
for  the  motion,  if  it  should  be  made,  that 
it  was  the  attorney  son,  and  not  the  mer- 
chant son,  who  had  sent  the  letter  up  to 
the  Grand  Jury.  [The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  here  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
which  had  been  written  by  Mr.  Storks,  the 
attorney,  in  which  he  stated,  that  he  had 
had  no  communication  with  the  Grand 
Jury,  on  the  occasion  alluded  to,  by  letter 
or  otherwise,  either  directly  or  indirectly  ; 
that  he  was  in  London  at  the  time,  and 
that  he  knew  nothing  of  his  father  having 
written  to  the  Grand  Jury,  until  he  had 
returned  home.  He  further  stated,  that 
his  brother,  who  had  a  communication 
with  the  Grand  Jury,  was  not  an  attorney, 
but  a  coal  merchant,  and  that  the  ques- 
tions which  he  communicated  to  one  of 
the  Grand  Jury,  were  strictly  professional.] 
He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  gave  greater 
weight  to  this  evidence,  than  to  the  hear- 
say evidence  of  Mr.  Justice  Bayley.  He  had, 
besides,  got  a  statement  under  the  hand- 
writing of  the  prosecutor  of  Mr.  Storks, 
in  which  he  acknowledged  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  the  charge  which  he  had 
brought  against  Mr.  Storks,  and  that  he 
had  been  bribed  to  make  it.  Would  it 
not  be  hard  that  an  individual,  in  such  a 
case,  should  be  run  down  without  being 
heard  ? 

The  Earl  of /farci(;oocZ  must  repeat,  that 
he  had  never  heard  of  any  disturbances  at 
Duesbury,  since  he  had  been  Lord-lieute- 
nant. There  was  a  disturbance  at  a  place 
not  far  distant,  but  he  had  never  interfered 
at  Duesbury.  He  had  never  been  at  the 
Pomfret  Sessions  since  1819  or  1820. 
until  last  year,  and  never  had  any  commu| 
nication  with  Mr.  Storks,  respecting  an> 
disturbance  whatever.  "' 

Lord  Wynford  contended,  that  it  vrz( 
criminal  to  send  a  letter  to  a  Grand  Jurv 
to  influence  them  in  reference  to  a  ca3 
which  was  to  come  before  them,  aw 
stated,  that  there  was  the  case  of  a  countr , 
gentleman;  who  was  not  a  lawyer,  yffH 
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had  been  sentenced  by  the  King's  Bench 
to  six  months'  imprisonment  for  doing  so. 
The  Earl  of  Eldon  said,  that  the  usual 
sort  of  intercourse  which  was  maintained 
between  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord- 
lieu  tenants     of    counties,    divested    the 
exercise  of  the  duty  which  devolved  upon 
them,  of  that  degree  of  responsibility  which 
would  otherwise  attach  to  it  if  exercised 
solely  on  the  responsibility  of  one  party 
or  the  other.     The  noble    and   learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,   in  justifying  his 
conduct  in  the  present  case,  had  spoken 
of  it  as  a  departure  from  the  o^eneral  rule ; 
and  he  therefore  hoped,  that  m  future  the 
usual  rule  as  to  the  intercourse  between 
the  Great  Seal  and  the  Lord-lieutenants 
of  counties  would  be  adhered  to.     With 
regard  to  6Uing  up   commissions  which 
had  been  omitted,  and  no  reasons  assigned 
for  such  omission,  he  was  aware,  that  such 
things  had  been   done  by   Lord  Chan- 
cellors.     The    noble  and   learned   Lord 
mentioned  an  instance  which  had  occurred 
while  he  held  the  Great  Seal,  where  the 
Bishop  of  Durham,  who  was  accustomed 
to  send  up  a  new  commission  every  year, 
had  on  one  occasion  sent  it  up,  omitting 
two  names,  and   without   assigning  any 
reason  for  the  omission.     On  makmg  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter,  he  (Lord  Eldon) 
found,  that  there  was  no  reason  for  ex- 
cluding those  names  from  the  commission, 
and  he  had  them  accordingly  placed  there. 
This  subjected  him,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  day,   to  what  all   Lord  Chancellors 
must  be  subjected  to ;  and  he  must  en- 
treat the  noble  and  learned  Lord  not  to 
take  the  alarm  if  he  were  so  handled  also 
— if  he  were  almost  pulled  to  pieces  for 
what  he  might  do,   or  not  do,   as  Lord 
Chancellor.    The  second  case  which  had 
occurred  during  his  chancellorship  was 
that  of  a  Welsh  Magistrate,  who  had  been 
removed  from  the  commission  on  a  charge 
of  having  appropriated  to  himself  certain 
lines  which  he  had  imposed  upon  persons 
who  had  been  convicted  of  offences  before 
Jiim.     The  persons  who  made  this  charge 
made  it  upon  affidavits,  and   upon  those 
affidavits  those  persons  were  convicted  of 
perjury.     He  had  immediately  restored 
Jus  Magistrate  to  the  commission.    The 
bird  case,  he  would  not  mention  names, 
vas  one  in  which  the  individual  removed 
lad  saved  him  (Lord  Eldon)  the   trouble 
f  striking  his  name  out,  by  resigning, 
n  conclusion  he  would  only  observe,  that 
e  thought  there  ought  to  be  a  free  and 


liberal  communication  between  the  Lord- 
lieutenants  and  the  Lord  Chancellor.     He 
had  protected  himself  from  that  maxim, 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  responsible 
for  all  such  appointments,  by  calling  to  his 
assistance  those  who  must  know  better  than 
he  could  know,  who  was  fit  and  who  was 
not  fit  to    be   in   the  commission.     He 
would  abstain  altogether  from  giving  any 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Storks.     He  agreed,  that   while  the  in- 
dictment for  perjury  was  pending  against 
Mr.  Storks,  it  would  have  been  becoming 
in  that  individual  to  have  suspended  him- 
self, but  he  confessed,  that  if  he  had  been 
Chancellor,  he  should  not  have  thought  it 
his  duty  to  strike  Mr.  Storks*s  name  out 
of  the  commission    until  he    had  been 
proved  to  be  guilty  of  the  charge  made 
against  him.     Certainly,  after  the  verdict 
of  a  jury  had  declarea  Mr.  Storks  to  be 
innocent,  a  Chancellor  would  have  acted 
most  improperly  who  did  not  deal  with  Mr. 
Storks  on  the  principle  that  such  a  verdict 
had  set  him  rectus  in  curiH.     So  much  for 
the  indictment  for  perjury  :  but  there  were 
other  circumstances  in  the  case,  and  in  the 
absence  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lyndhurst)  now  upon  the  circuit,  he  must 
abstain  from  giving  any  opinion  upon  the 
case  generally.     He  alluded  principally  to 
the  charge,  that  Mr.  Storks  had  tampered 
with  the  Grand  Jury.     If  that  charge  could 
be  made  out,  he  could  not  concur  in  the 
doctrine  which  be  had  that  night  heard — 
namely,  that  such  an  offence  was  not  an 
indictable  offence.     He  did    not    know 
whether  this  charge  could  or  could  not  be 
made  out,  but  if  it  could,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying,  that  if  he  had  been  Chan- 
cellor, he  should  have  struck  out  Mr. 
Storks*s  name  on  his  own  responsibility. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  particularly 
anxious  that  this  discussion  should  not 
have  the  effect  which  the  turn  that  had 
been  given  to  it  might  possibly  produce. 
He  was  particularly  anxious  that  it  might 
not  tend  to  alarm  Lord-lieutenants,  or 
cause  it  to  be  supposed  that  he  intended 
there  should  be  an  end  to,  or  an  interrup- 
tion of,  that  constant  and  confidential  com- 
munication which  had  hitherto  subsisted, 
and  which  he  was  most  desirous  should 
continue  to  subsist,  between  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenants and  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He 
perfectly  concurred  in  the  propriety  of  those 
rules  which  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Eldon)  had  laid  down,  and  he  had  never 
once  deviated  from  those  ndesi  as  many 
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Lord -lieutenants  now  present  couM  testify, 
and  as  man?  orihem  on  a  former  occasion 
had  testified.  To  the  hundreds  of  ap- 
plications which  had  been  made  to  him  to 
put  gentlemen  into  the  commission,  lie 
had  never  returned  any  answer  upon  the 
merits  of  the  application,  but  he  had  told 
the  applieanta«  that  he  had  sent  their  ap- 
plications to  the  Lord-lieutenant,  and  that, 
ifihe  Lord^licutenant  recommended  them, 
he  would  put  them  into  the  commission. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  (Eldon) 
seented  to  misunderstand  the  present  case. 
He  had  not  put  Mr.  Storks  into  the  com- 
mission ;  Mr.  Storks  was  no  more  in  tho 
commission  now,  than  he  had  been  at  the 
moment  he  was  struck  out  of  it ;  but  the 
question  whether  Mr.  Storks  should  or 
should  not  be  put  into  the  commission, 
was  a  question  now  before  him  for  decision, 
and  he  should  decide  it  when  he  had  ^one 
thron^h  the  necessary  inquiry  and  tnvesti  • 
gation  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
As  to  the  charge  of  tampering  with  a  jury, 
he  had  never  said  that  tampering  with  a 
jury  was  an  innocent  act ;  but  he  had  said, 
and  he  now  repeated,  that  it  was  an  act 
capable  of  all  shades  of  wrong,  from  the 
highest  and  deepest  guilt  down  to  the 
venial  offence.  Whatever  their  lx)rd$hips 
might  now  say,  he  was  satisfied  that  there 
was  no  one  among  them  who  would  not 
have  suggested  tothe  jury  to  ask  such  ques- 
tions of  the  prosecutor  as  had  been  suggest- 
ed in  this  case,  if  that  prosecutor  had  been 
a  discarded  servant  of  theirs — discarded 
upon  suspicion  of  stealing  money — and, 
above  all,  if  that  prosecutor  had  offered  to 
abandon  the  indictment  for  1,000/.  Such 
were  the  circumstances  of  this  case.  If, 
however,  this  act  were  an  indictable  of- 
fence, let  Mr.  Storks  be  indicted  for  it ; 
there  were  plenty  of  persons  able  and 
willing  to  indict  him,  if  they  could  ;  but, 
although  he  did  not  say  that  any  thing 
short  of  the  trial  of  such  an  indictment 
would  satisfy  him,  yet  he  did  say,  that  he 
should  pause,  in  order  to  consider  and  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

The  Marquis  of  Cleveland  had  some 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
of  the  Durham  Magistrates,  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  (Eldon)  had  al- 
luded. According  to  his  recollection, 
which  he  believed  was  tolerably  correct, 
the  names  of  those  Magistrates  were  omit- 
ted, and  were  not,  for  some  time,  re-in- 
serted. He  was  pretty  confident  that  it 
was  not  until  strong  representations  bad 


been  made  to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl, 
by  sonur  of  the  most  influential  persons  in 
the  county,  that  the  names  of  those  Magis- 
trates were  restored  to  the  Commission. 

Earl  Grrrf  said,  that  he  l>olieved  it  was 
with  himself  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Eldon)  had  principally  comrouni- 
caietl  on  the  subjectof  the  omission  of  the 
names  of  these  gentlemen  in  the  Com- 
mission for  Durham.  That  case  occurred 
some  years  ago ;  but  he  believe<l  his  re- 
collection was  accurate  as  to  the  fact  that 
the  names  of  those  gentlemen  were  actu- 
ally left  out  of  the  first  Commission.  He 
believed,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
was  !iot  aware  of  that  fact  at  the  time. 
The  ixi'ound  of  the  omission  of  those 
gentlemen's  names  was  a  very  peculiar 
one ;  it  was  because  they  had,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  magisterial  duties,  licensed 
a  public-house  which  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham wished  to  put  down.  This  omission 
excited  a  great  sensation  in  the  county, 
and  the  strongest  representations  on  the 
subject  were  made  to  the  noble  Earl,  by 
many  of  the  most  respectable  Magistrates 
in  the  commission.  The  noble  and 
learned  lilarl,  u)X)n  that  occasion,  stated  td 
him  (Earl  Grey)  the  ndes  which  he  had 
that  nip:ht  stated  to  the  House.  A  length- 
ened e.orres|)ondoncc  took  place  u|K>n  the 
subject,  very  much  to  the  displeasun*  ol 
the  Bishop  of  Durham,  and  the  result  was, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  re-instated 
these  gentlemen  in  the  commission.  N(»- 
thing  cotdd  have  been  more  fair  and  more 
cnnlitable  than  the  conduct  of  the  nol)h 
and  learned  Earl  upon  that  occasion  :  anil 
that  conduct,  lie  lx>lieved,  gave,  with  oni 
exception  only,  great  satisfaction  to  tlu 
whole  county  of  Durham,  lie  would  noi 
detain  their  Lordshi[>s  with  any  Icngthcncr 
observations  upon  the  case  ot  Mr.  Storks 
He  must,  however,  say,  that  in  his  opinioi 
the  noble  Earl  (Harewood)  opposite  had  m 
reasonable  ground  of  complaint  of  wan 
of  respect  on  the  part  of  his  noble  ant 
learned  friend  on  the  Woolsack.  Hi 
noble  and  learned  friend,  not  being  awai 
of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  ha 
been  considering  the  propriety  of  rcinstii 
ing  a  gentleman  in  the  commissioi 
and  in  considering  this  subject,  his  nol 
and  learned  friend  had  not  applied  to  t 
Lord-lieutenant,  because  the  Lord  lie 
tenant  had  recommended  the  gent| 
man  originally,  and  had  not  withdraj 
that  recommendation.  With  this  recq  ^ 
mendation  unrecailed,  it  surely  could , ' 


15 


Grant  for  the 


{COMMONS}         ColUge  ofMaynooth.         16 


have  been  necessary  for  his  noble  and 
learned  friend,  iu  the  first  instance,  to  make 
any  communication  to  the  Lord-lieutenant 
on  the  subject.  He  thought,  that  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  had  acted  perfectly 
right;  and  he  had  the  means  of  knowing, 
that  his  noble  and  learned  friend,  so  far 
from  neglecting  Lord-lieutenants,  had  al- 
ways most  scrupulously  attended  to  re- 
commendations which  had  been  forwarded 
to  him  from  such  quarters.  He  could  not 
see  what  good  end  could  be  answered  by 
prolonging  this  discussion,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  matter  would  be  allowed  to  rest 
where  it  was. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  19,  1831. 

MiNUTKS.]    Queen's  Dower  Bill ;  Read  a  second  time. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  D.  W.  Uakvev, 
the  Balance  in  the  hands  of  the  late  Treasurer  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  at  the  time  of  his  decease ;  and  whether  the 
same,  or  what  portion  thereof,  has  been  discharged ;  and 
whether  the  security,  if  any,  given  by  the  said  Treasurer, 
is  arailable  to  the  amount  of  such  Balance  unpaid ;  and 
the  number  of  Cases,  and  of  the  names  of  the  Parties,  in 
whidi  the  Crown  had  administered  to  the  Estates  and 
Eflbcts  of  Persons  who  have  died  intestate,  leaving  no 
lawful  Issue,  since  the  year  1800  to  the  present  time; 
specifying  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  Property  which 
has  been  so  obtained,  or  now  in  progress  of  recovery,  with 
the  appropriation  thereof;  as  also,  what  proceedings  have 
been  taken   in  the  Courts  of  Law  or  Eiquity,  in  respect 

*  thereof,  the  Costs  attending  each  Case,  and  by  whom,  and 
to  whom,  pud : — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Fowbll  Buxton, 
Copies  of  any  Communication  fh)m  and  with  the  Govern- 
on  of  India,  relating  to  any  acts  of  Slave-trading  occur- 
ring  within  their  Jurisdiction,  since  1st  January,  1828 ; 
Copy  of  any  Correspondence  which  may  have  taken  place 
between  his  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Governor 
of  the  Mauritius,  respecting  the  Slave  Registry  of  that 
Island,  since  1st  January,  1826,  and  the  Causes  which 
have  led  to  the  fiUIure  of  that  part  of  the  Registry  Act 
of  50th  January,  1826,  which  requires,  that  regular 
triennial  Returns  of  its  I\>pulation  be  made  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State ;  Copies  of  the  Custom  House  Returns  of 
the  nimiber  of  Slaves  brought  into  Trinidad,  or  removed 
team  it;  specifying  the  place  fh)m,  and  to,  which  they  were 
•o  removed,  and  the  description  of  them,  as  endoned  on 
the  several  Cockets  of  Entry  or  Clearance,  since  1st 
January,  1825.  Similar  Returns  £h>m  Demerara,  and 
from  the  Bahamas.  Copies  of  any  Reports  made  to  his 
Majesty's  Government,  fhmi  the  Governors  or  other 
proper  OflSccrs  in  the  different  Slave  Colonies  belonging 
to  his  ftliyesty,  respecting  Uie  State,  Treatment,  Emptoy- 
ment,  or  complete  Enfranchisement,  of  AfHeass  con- 
demned to  his  Mj^csty,  under  the  Acts  abolishing  the 
Slave  Trade,  since  16th  October,  1828 ;  Any  Instructions 

y    given   with  reference  to  Reports  of  Commissioners  of 
Inquiry  relative  to  the  state  of  apprenticed  Afdeans,  with 
floy  Reports  received  in  consequence  of  those  Instructions. 
Oldies  of  all  Correspondence  between  Lieutenant-Govcr- 
\   nor  Arthur  and  his  Mi^csty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  on  the  subject  of  the  Military  OperationrJakdy 
carried  on  agsunst   the  aboriginal  Inhabitants  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land ;  Copies  of  all  Instructions  given  by  his 
'  Mi^esty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,    for  pn>- 
I  moting  the  Moral  and  Religious  Instruction  of  the  abo- 
riginal Inhabitants  of  New  Holland,  or  Van  Diemen's 
Land ;  Copies  of  all  Communications  from  the  British 
iCoosuliof  Uayti,x«fa|tiT«  toUi«  qtU  and  focUd  lUte  of 


that  Island,  since  the  last  which  were  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment:— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bkrnal,  Sums  received 
by  the  Corporation  of  Trinity  House,  of  Deptford  Stitnd, 
firom  the  Thames  River  Pilots,  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  6 
George  4th  Cap.  125,  Sec.  4,  for  the  Year  ending  the  31st 
of  December,  1850,  distinguishing  the  payments  of  three 
guineas  each,  fhmi  the  poundage  paid  upon  the  earnings 
of  the  said  Pilots ;  the  names  of  the  Thames  River  Pilots 
at  present  holding  Licenses  as  such. 
Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Boboc,  firom  Corporation  of 
Eye,  against  the  Reform  BilL  By  Mr.  D.  W.  Harvat,  in 
favour  of  the  Reform  Bill,  firom  Inhabitant  Houadiolders 
of  Aldeburgh  and  Harwich.  By  Mr.  Jxphson,  from  In- 
habitants of  MaUow,  in  fisvour  of  the  Irish  Refbrm  Bill; 
from  Inhalritants  of  Whitchurdi,  for  Poor  Laws,  by 
assessing  Church  Property;  from  Roman  Catholic  In- 
habitants of  Grenagh  Churdi,  Town,  and  Moran  Abbey 
(Cork),  against  any  ftirther  Grant  to  the  Klldare  Street 
Society.  By  Mr.  Huirr,  teem  Inhalntants  of  Odiham 
(Lancashire),  for  a  Tax  on  BCadiinery,  and  Repeal  of  the 
Cora  Laws;  from  Stodcport,  for  Annual  Parliaments, 
Universal  Suffrage,  and  Vote  by  Ballot  By  Mr.  J.  Gor- 
don, from  Ship  Owners  of  DuiKlalk,  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Duties  on  Marine  Insurances,  By  Mr.  Warbvrtok, 
Arom  certain  Distillers  in  Scotland,  in  fa\'Our  of  the  use  of 
Molasses  in  Distillation. 

Grant  for  the  College  of  May- 
NooTH.]  Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  presented 
a  Petition  from  twenty-eight  Ministers,  and 
111  Elders  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland,  resi- 
dent in  Glasgow,  praying  that  no  further 
Grant  be  made  for  the  support  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  College  at  Maynooth. 

Mr.  O'ConnelL — Will  thehon.  Member 
be  answerable  for  the  respectful  terms  of 
this  petition  ?  I  ask  this  question,  because 
a  noble  Lord  presented  a  similar  petition, 
a  few  days  ago,  full  of  such  gross  inde- 
cency against  the  Catholic  religion  as 
cannot  be  tolerated.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  be  answerable  for  it,  I  must  have 
it  read  at  length  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon, — I  not  only 
approve  of  the  phraseology  of  this  petition, 
but  of  every  sentiment  which  it  contains, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  it  read  at 
length  to  the  House. 

Mr.  0*ConnelL — I  am  quite  sure,  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  concur  in  every 
sentiment  of  the  petition  which  derogates 
from  the  rites  of  the  Catholic  religion. 

The  Speaker — *'  Order,  order." 

Mr.  O'ConnelL — I  am  not  aware  that  I 
am  out  of  order ;  but  if  I  am,  I  am  so  un- 
intentionally. 

[The  petition  was  then  read  at  length ;  it 
described  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  as 
an  idolatrous  religion,  highly  objectionable 
on  principle,  and  dangerous  in  result, 
which  was  marked  out  for  destruction  by 
God,  along  with  the  kingdoms  which  sup- 
ported it.  It  was  therefore  argued,  that 
any  grant  of  public  money  to  coaotenance 
and  propagate  its  errors  must  be  Intended 
with  the  most  prejudicial  consequences  to 
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the  safety,  honour,  and  welfare,  of  the 
British  empire.] 

The  Speaker. — Mr.  Gordon,  what  do 
jou  move? 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon^  that  it  be  laid  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  could  not  give 
words  to  the  feelings  of  indignation  which 
the  inflammatory  language  of  this  petition 
had  excited  in  his  mind.  He  looked  upon 
it  as  a  direct  insult  to  every  Member  of 
that  Parliament  which  had  granted  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  an  equality  of  rights 
with  their  fellow-citizens.  He  particularly 
condemned  the  application  of  the  word 
"  idolatrous**  to  a  religion  which  was  fol- 
lowed by  the  inhabitants  of  more  than  half 
the  States  of  Europe.  The  application  of 
such  a  term  to  the  Catholic  religion,  was 
equally  at  variance  with  the  fact,  and  with 
every  just  and  liberal  sentiment.  He  had 
believed  that  there  was  no  clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  who  would  have 
lost  sight  of  Christian  charity  so  far  as  to 
put  his  name  to  such  a  petition  ;  and  he 
was  sure,  that  there  were  few  Gentlemen 
in  that  House,  besides  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  by  whom  its  sentiments  would  be 
sanctioned.  He  thought,  that  the  educa- 
tion of  Catholics  deserved  protection  from 
the  Government,  and  hoped  that  it  would 
meet  with  it.  He  was  sorry,  as  a  Scotch- 
man, that  such  a  petition  had  been  pre- 
sented from  any  set  of  men  in  Scotland ; 
and  he  really  believed,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  had  been  requested  to 
present  it,  because  the  petitioners  could 
not  find  one  single  Member  connected  with 
Scotland  who  would  condescend  to  take 
charge  of  it,  much  less  to  accompany  it 
with  any  opprobrious  remarks  on  the 
Catholic  religion. 

Lord  Milton  was  not  surprised  at  the 
very  natural  indignation  with  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kirkcudbright 
had  expressed  himself  upon  this  occasion. 
He  rose,  however,  as  a  peacemaker  upon 
this  question  between  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  opposite,  and  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Dundalk.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  near  him  (Mr.  Gordon)  would 
give  to  this  petition  his  mature  and  most 
Christian  consideration.  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  consider  whether 
the  expressions  which  it  contained  were 
not  more  consistent  with  sectarian  zeal, 
than  with  Christian  charity.  The  petition 
stated,  tiiat  the  Catholic  religion  was 
marbkl  out  for  destruction  by  the  Divine 


will,  along  with  the  kingdoms  which  sup- 
ported it.  How  could  such  frail  and 
ignorant  beings — he  would  not  say  as  the 
petitioners,  but  as  men  in  general  were — 
how  could  the  hon.  Member  himself  know 
anything  of  the  future  designs  of  infinite 
and  omnipotent  wisdom?  Supposing, 
however,  that  this  statement  of  the  peti- 
tion were  true,  what  necessity  was  there 
for  the  House  to  interfere  with  the  designs 
of  Providence,  as  the  petitioners  request- 
ed? With  regard  to  religion,  he  was 
himself,  if  he  might  be  permitted  to  use 
such  a  phrase,  an  ultra-Protestant;  but 
knowing  the  infirmity  of  human  judgment, 
he  bore  with  patience  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  erroneous  but  conscientious  opi- 
nions of  those  who  differed  from  him  on 
points  of  faith  and  doctrine.  He  was 
sorry  to  say,  that  men  had  often  enough  of 
religious  zeal  to  hate  one  another ;  he  sin- 
cerely wished,  that  they  had  enough  reli- 
gious charity  to  teach  them  to  love  one 
another.  He  was  sure,  that  it  would  not 
conduce  to  the  peace  of  society  to  encour- 
age in  petitions  the  condemnation  of  reli- 
gious opinions,  to  which,  in  all  probability, 
those  who  condemned  them  had  not  given 
any  consideration, 

Mr.  Dixouy  as  the  petition  came  from 
the  city  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  state,  that 
there  were  no  men  of  higher  and  purer 
feelings  than  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  At  the  same  time  he  parti- 
cipated so  strongly  in  the  feelings  of  the 
noble  member  for  Northamptonshire,  that  ' 
he  would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  as 
to  this  very  disrespectful  and  inflammatory 
petition  being  laid  on  the  Table.  He  con- 
tended that  no  men  of  liberal  feelings  or 
Christian  charity  could  give  utterance  to 
the  doctrines  contained  in  the  petition. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  they  could  receive  this  peti- 
tion, which  prayed  for  the  withholding  a 
grant  from  a  certain  establishment.  As 
they  had  received  other  petitions  with  the 
same  prayer,  the  consideration  now  was, 
whether  the  wording  of  the  petition  was 
proper  or  not.  He  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  gone  a  little  too  far  in  describ- 
ing it  as  an  attack  generally  upon  the 
Catholic  religion,  which  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  at  the  same  time,  called  erro«. 
neous.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  ii 
subjects  of  this  kind  were  left  to  the  othe^ 
House  of  Parliament,  where  individuaU  ' 
better  acquainted  with  the  Divine  law  thct^  • ' 
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tKey  could  pretend  to  be,  might  discuss 
them.  He,  as  well  as  the  petitioners,  dis- 
sented from  the  doctrine  of  the  infallibility 
of  the  Pope,  which,  tf  not  idolatrous,  was, 
at  least,  a  very  mischievous  doctrine. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  regpretted,  as  much  as  any 
Member  of  that  House,  that  such  intempe- 
rate expressions  should  be  contained  in  the 
petition.  Yet  as  this  would  be  the  first 
time  hi  which  the  House  had  ever  rejected 
a  petition  because  the  petitioners  differed 
from  it  on  speculative  opinions — the 
greater  proportion  of  the  petitioners  being 
the  clergy  of  Glasgow,  who  entertained  the 
objections  they  had  stated,  from  a  convic- 
tion of  the  truth  of  that  religion  of  which 
they  were  the  ministers — he  hoped,  that 
the  non,  member  for  Glasgow  would  with- 
draw his  proposition,  rather  than  raise  so 
awkward  a  question.  The  prayer  of  the 
petition  was,  to  stop  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth College,  and  the  great  object  of  the 
petitioners  was,  to  check  the  progress  of 
religions  errors ;  and  the  statements  that 
certain  doctrines  were  erroneous,  and 
marked  oat  by  the  Scriptures  for  ven- 
geance, were  not  sufficient  grounds  for 
rejecting  their  petition. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  observed,  that  the  terms 
in  this  petition,  against  which  such  an 
outery  had  been  raised,  were  the  terms  of 
the  oath  which  658  Members  of  that 
House  had  sworn  to,  only  two  years  ago. 
Even  at  present,  the  Sovereign,  before  he 
could  take  his  seat  on  the  Throne,  was 
obliged  to  take  an  oath  in  terms  much 
stronger  than  those  used  by  the  petitioners. 
Under  such  circumstances  it  would  appear 
strange  to  reject  the  petition. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  the  only  ques- 
tion in  this  case  was  this — *'  is  the  petition 
respectfully  worded  to  the  House?*'  be- 
cause there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
presentation  of  a  petition  against  the  grant 
to  the  College  of  Maynooth  was  regular 
enough.     In  reply  to  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  asserted^  that  Roman  Catholics 
believed  in  the  infallibility  of  the  Pope, 
he  would  remark,  that  they  had  sworn, 
\  over  and  over  aeain,  they  believed  no 
'  such  thing.    The  non.  Member,  therefore, 
'  knew  nothing  of  the  religion  he  condemn- 
t  ed.      What   he  quarrefled    with  in   the 
hm^age  of  the  petition  was,  the  assertion 
that  his  religion  was  idolatrous.     He  was 
a  Member  of  the  House  ;  the  petition  was, 
'therefore,  addressed    to  him  along  with 
other  Members;    and   would    the    hon. 
'member  for  Oxford  tell  him,  if  a  man 


were  to  accost  hitn  in  the  street,  and  say 
to  him,  "  Mr.  0*Connell,  your  religion  is 
idolatrous,"  that  such  conduct  would  be 
either  civil  or  respectful?  He  would 
venture  to  tell  the  hon.  member  for  Ox- 
ford, that  his  religion  was  as  little  idola- 
trous as  that  which  was  professed  at  the 
celebrated  University,  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  so  admirably  represented.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  that  that  man's  reli- 
gion was  little  to  be  respected  when  it  did 
not  teach  him  to  respect  the  religion  of 
others.  It  was  not  by  reproach  that  men 
were  to  be  convinced  of  their  errors ;  it  was 
not  by  the  use  of  violent  and  inflammatory 
language  that  they  were  to  be  induced 
even  to  reconsider  their  opinions.  The 
religion  which  these  petitioners  had  ma- 
ligned, was  the  religion  of  one-third  of  the 
population  of  the  British  empire,  and  was 
he  to  be  told,  that  those  who  informed 
that  House  that  one-third  of  its  consti- 
tuents were  idolaters,  were  not  using  dis- 
respectful language  towards  it  ?  Suppose 
a  Roman  Catholic  should  present  a  peti- 
tion against  a  grant  to  the  Protestant 
Universities,  and  should  call  the  Protest- 
ants heretics  [therein,  would  not  every 
man  in  the  House  rise  up  with  indis^nation 
against  such  an  expression?  and  would 
not  every  Roman  Catholic  Member  pre- 
sent be  eager  to  scout  a  petition  which 
contained  such  disrespectful  expressions  ? 
'*  Let  us  give  up,  then,"  said  the  hon. 
Member,  *'  the  use  of  such  base  expressions, 
which  are  unworthy  the  mild  doctrines  of 
our  common  faith,  and  let  us  insist,  that 
the  petitions  presented  to  this  House,  be 
expressed  with  decency  to  the  principles 
of  every  religious  sect  which  may  find  a 
representative  among  us." 

Mr.  Hiune  said,  that  were  he  a  Roman 
Catholic,  he  should  not  feel  any  indigna- 
tion at  the  expressions  contained  in  this 
petition  ;  he  should  only  feel  pity  and  re- 
gret, that  in  so  well  educated  a  country  as 
Scotland,  so  many  pious  and  conscientious 
men  were  found  ignorant  and  prejudiced 
enough  to  make  use  of  them.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  sorry  to  see  so  true  a 
lover  of  liberty  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  below  him,  so  anxious  to  criticise 
the  language  of  a  petition.  '*  It  does 
not  affect  me,"  said  Mr.  Hume,  "  when 
men  call  me  Atheist,  Idolater,  or  any  such 
unmeaning  names :  so  long  as  they  keep 
their  hands  oflT  me,  I  have  no  objection  to 
their  indulging  in  their  abuse ;  ror  I  well 
know  that  honest  deeds  wiU  long  outlive 
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dishonest  words."  He  considered  the 
language  of  the  petition,  though  intem- 
perate to  the  Catholics,  was  still  respect- 
fill  to  the  House.  He  believed  the  opinions 
of  the  petitioners,  though  erroneous,  to  be 
sincere ;  and  he  never  would  reject  the 
opinions  of  such  men,  when  they  were  ex- 
pressed according  to  the  rules  of  the 
House.  He  therefore  entreated  the  hon. 
member  for  Glasgow  not  to  persist  in  his 
proposition  to  reject  the  petition,  other- 
wise it  would  seem  as  if  they  were  anxious 
to  restrain  the  expression  of  opinions  in 
the  petitions  of  the  people. 

Lord  Althorp  saia,  he  was  not  in  the 
House  when  this  petition  was  read»  but 
had  since  examined  its  contents.  No 
one,  he  assured  the  House,  could  disap- 
prove more  strongly  than  he  did  of  the 
tanguaee  of  this  petition,  but  the  rule 
which  he  had  always  laid  down  about 
petitions  was  this, — if  they  are  respect- 
rally  worded  to  the  House,  the  House, 
beyond  all  question,  ought  to  receive 
them ;  but  when  they  contained  expres- 
sions which  reflected  either  upon  mdi- 
vMuals  who  were  Members  of  the  House, 
or  upon  religious  sects,  as  this  petition  did 
roost  unjustifiably,  then,  though  he  would 
allow  them  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  he 
would  object  to  their  being  printed.  He 
would,  therefore,  allow  this  petition  to  lie 
on  the  Table,  but  would  object  to  its 
being  printed. 

Mr.  Wyse  was  of  one  opinion  with  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex, and  fbr  this  reason,  that  he  would  not 
wish  the  House  to  be  fettered  by  prece- 
dent from  in  future  entertaining  petitions 
quite    as   strong  as  the  present  in  their 
expressions.    With  regard  to  any  imputa- 
tions upon  Roman  Catholics,  he  treated 
any    such    insinuations   with    the    most 
perfect  indifference.     This  was  not  a  day 
to  regard  them  ;  we  were  living  in  a  free 
country,  and  Members  of  an  independent 
Legislature,  and  could  not  be  affected  by 
such  ridiculous  observations.    It  was  clear 
that  any  man  in  the  country  had  a  right 
to  have  and  to  express  his  opinion,  and  so 
far  would  he  go,  both  as  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament and  a  Roman  Catholic,  that  he 
would  vote  not  only  ibr  the  reception,  but 
fbr  the  printing  of  this  petition,  if  a  mo- 
tion for  that  purpose  were  made,  which 
he  knew  would  only  have  the  effect  of 
amusing,  and  not  annoying  his  Catholic 
countrymen. 
Mr,  Maurice  (/Cowieff  contended;  that 


the  petition  ought  to  be  rejected,  on  ac- 
count of  its  disrespectful  language.  A 
petition  presented  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston  was  rejected  the  other  night  on 
account  of  its  language,  which  was  not  so 
disrespectful  as  the  language  of  this  pe- 
tition. 

Lord  Mandevitle  could  not  conscien- 
tiously submit  to  a  grant  for  dissenunating 
principles  which  he  held  to  be  opposed  to 
Christianity.  Indeed,  he  doubled  the  pro- 
priety of  making  any  grants  for  the  pro- 
motion of  religious  education,  constituted 
as  society  was  at  present. 

Mr.  Ruthven  urged,  that  it  was  highly 
inconvenient  to  have  the  House  thus  con- 
verted into  an  arena  for  polemical  dis- 
cussion. Tlie  terms  employed  in  the  pe- 
tition towards  those  who  professed  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  were  such  as  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  not  sanction, 
and  he  should  certainly,  if  the  House  di- 
vided, vote  against  the  petition  being  re- 
ceived. 

Mr.  Kennedy  recommended  the  hon. 
member  for  Glasgow  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  at  the  same  time  ex- 
pressed his  regret,  that  persons,  from 
whom  better  things  might  nave  been  ex- 
pected, should  hurry  on  the  ignorant  and 
unthinking  into  courses  so  much  calcu- 
lated to  excite  animosity,  where  it  would 
be  at  once  more  charitable  and  more 
politic  to  promote  and  encourage  mutual 
conciliation.  He  made  these  observations, 
because  he  had  been  absent  yesterday 
when  a  discussion  had  taken  place  in  some 
degree  connected  with  this  subject.  The 
Irish  Protestant  inhabitants  of  Scotland 
had  recently  behaved  with  great  impro- 
priety and  violence,  by  persevering  in  dis- 
obedience to  the  local  authorities.  They 
had  persisted  in  having  party  processions 
which  produced  the  worst  consequences, 
and  on  the  occasion  referred  to  last  night, 
their  proceedings  had  been  of  the  most 
wanton  and  unprovoked  description.  He 
would,  at  some  future  period ,  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  particularly  to  the  sub- 
ject, which  he  thought  deserved  attention. 

Mr.  Lefroy  observed,  that  although 
Roman  Catholics  had  been  allowed  to 
participate  in  political  privileges,  their 
religion  had  nevef-  been  recognized  or 
adopted  by  the  State.  He  therefore  sug- 
gested,  that  as  the  petitioners  were  nol 
supposed  to  know,  that  such  persons  wen 
then  present  in  that  House,  it  was  eviden 
they  could  not  have  intended  to  insul  | 
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them.  He  should  oppose  the  Motion  for 
rejecting  the  petition.  If  the  House  had 
ever  been  open  to  receive  such  petitions, 
it  was  open  still,  and  he  never  would  con- 
sent to  narrow  the  door  through  which  pe- 
tioners  entered  that  House. 

Sir  F,  Burdett  said,  that  the  statements 
advanced  by  these  petitioners,  did,  in  effect 
cast  calumnious  imputations  on  a  large 
body  of  their  fellow-subjects  out  of  doors, 
whom  it  was  certainly  the  duty  of  that 
House  to  protect  from  insult,  whether 
premeditated  or  otherwise.  The  grant 
was  not  for  the  purpose  of  disseminating 
what  the  petitioners  were  pleased  to  call 
un-Christian  principles,  but  was  voted  on 
the  principle  that  it  was  politic  and  wise 
to  afford  Catholics  an  opportunity  of  being 
educated  at  home,  instead  of  compelling 
them  to  seek  instruction  in  foreign  coun- 
tries. The  question,  however,  then  was, 
not  whether  the  grant  should  be  acceded 
to,  but  whether  a  petition,  couched  in  such 
improper  and  unbecoming  language,  should 
be  received.  He  himself  had,  for  several 
days,  been  seeking  an  opportunity  to  pre- 
sent a  petition  from  Mr.  Taylor,  who  was 
at  present  suffering  punishment  for  having 
spoken  offensively  of  that  religion  which 
that  House,  generally,  professed.  If  the 
statements  of  the  petitioners  were  tolerated, 
his  punishment  was  in  the  highest  degree 
unjust ;  but  he  merely  referred  to  his  case 
on  the  present  occasion,  for  the  purpose 
of  observing,  that  if  they  were  so  resent- 
ful on  the  subject  of  an  insult  offered  to 
the  Protestant  religion,  they  should  be  no 
less  jealous  where  the  consciences  of  their 
fellow-subjects  the  Catholics  had  been 
outraged.  While  he  condemned  the  lan- 
guage of  the  petition,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  wished  to  have  it  re- 
jected, observing  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  on  the  subject,  would  prevent  the 
necessity  of  dividing  upon  such  a  subject 
by  withdrawing  that  Motion.  He  should 
hesitate  about  printing  the  petition,  but 
he  hoped  it  would  be  received. 

Mr«  Dixon  was  unwilling  to  oppose  the 
I  general  feeling  of  the  House,  and  there- 
i  lore  begged  leave  to  withdraw  his  amend- 
>  ment. 

\      Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  rose  to  move,  that 

.  the  petition  be  printed,  and  in  so  doing, 

,  assured  the  House,  that  he  had  submitted 

*it  to  their  consideration,  in  the  conviction 

that  he  was  thereby  fulfilling  a  sacred  duty, 

from  which  he  could  not  swerve  without 

^oing  yiolence  to  bis  consciencei  as  the 


representative  of  those  from  whom  this 
petition  had  emanated.  The  petition  was 
signed  by  eleven  Ministers,  108  Elders, 
and  many  other  persons  of  respectability 
at  Glasgow,  and  was  worded  in  language 
respe<:tful  to  the  House.  It  expressed  the 
sentiments  of  a  large  body  of  Ministers  of 
the  Gospel,  on  a  subject  on  which  they 
could  not  remain  silent,  consistent  witn 
the  principles  of  their  faith,  for  they  con- 
sidered the  Roman  Catholic  was  a  religion 
of  error,  and  upon  Scriptural  grounds  they 
believed  that  heavy  penal  consequences 
attached  to  a  grant  of  public  money  for 
its  advantages,  and  therefore  they  prayed 
it  might  not  be  continued.  They  had 
heard  many  objections  raised  to  the  word 
**  idolatrous,"  but  it  was  not  long  since, 
that  every  hon.  Gentleman  who  entered 
that  House  was  obliged  to  swear,  that  he 
looked  upon  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
as  impious  and  idolatrous.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity  of  declaring  to  those 
Members  who  professed  that  persuasion, 
that  anything  which  fell  from  him,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  conventional  opinions  of  par- 
ticular classes,  must  not  be  considered  as 
expressive  of  hostility  to  them  or  their 
principles,  but  only  as  signifying  his  in- 
tention to  perform  his  public  duty,  to  the 
best  of  his  ability  and  according  to  his 
conscience.  He  begged  leave  to  move  the 
petition  be  printed. 

Mr.  John  Wood  said,  it  was  only  a  few 
nights  ago  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  against  the  Reform  Bill,  because  it 
extended  the  elective  franchise  to  Presby- 
terians and  other  Dissenters.  Now,  how- 
ever, he  came  forward  and  presented  a 
petition  from  a  body  of  Presbyterians,  in- 
veighing against  the  Roman  Catholics. 
In  Cromweirs  time,  the  ancestors  of  these 
petitioners  spoke  of  the  Episcopalians  as 
persons  who  wore  the  rags  of  the  Scarlet 
Whore  of  Babylon.  And  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundalk,  whether  he 
would  have  presented  this  petition,  if  the 
petitioners,  instead  of  spending  their  poor, 
pitiful,  miserable  spite  on  the  Roman 
Catholics,  had,  after  the  manner  of  their 
ancestors,  vented  it  on  those  who  wore 
the  rags  of  the  Scarlet  Whore  of  Babylon. 
Assuredly  he  would  not.  This  petition, 
however,  was  at  best  equally  offensive  to 
the  mcmbei*s  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and 
on  that  account  he  should  oppose  its  being 
printed. 

Sir  J.  Bourke  read  that  portion  of  the 
petition  which  denounced  the  Church  of 
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Rome  as  devoted  bv  God  tc  oescrunini^ 
together  with  erezy  nation  lii&i  hud  en.- 
braced  it.  He  wouJd  put  n  ::  ibt  B:m$t;. 
whether  this  passage  vas  no:  lii  ixiBuh.  iicr. 
only  to  him  as  an  indiridn&i  Caiiiiiiii.  :-i:: 
also  to  every  Catholic  kinracn^  il  amr^ 
with  Great  Britaio. 

Mr.  F.  Fitzgerald  tiiUiTLt.  ill:  u'jl. 
Members  generally  mcsi  z^t  Benslbi'.  :•* 
the  extreme  inconvenience  of  ir;:,t.!:g  iLa: 
House  a  scene  of  such  ci>:'zs§j:iUL5.  Hr 
should  vote  against  ibe  pn.iiii:  -•*  ii^J*- 
petition,  because  the  lanrnsir^  :z\  vr^ii.  n 
was  couched  could  not  but  hz  t^ri-}  j:'- 
fensive  to  a  large  portion  oi  his-  itLJi'v- 
countrymen,  on  whom  he  wonid  iio:  in/- 
pose  an  expense  for  the  purposr  of  ciri-u- 
lating  that  which  they  must  consirier  ll 
insult  to  themselves.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  have  previously  made  hims«lf 
acquainted  with  the  usages  of  the  House. 
with  respect  to  the  reception  of  peiitionf , 
aSy  by  presenting  what  was  ofiTensive  and 
irregular,  he  incurred  a  portion  of  ibe  re- 
sponsibility which  it  involved. 

Sir  G.  Warrender^  as  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber, felt  deep  regret  that  such  a  pe  lit  ion 
should  have  been  presented  from  so  liberal 
a  body  as  the  Presbj^terian  Clergy ;  but  he 
was  quite  certain,  nevertheless,  that  the  sen- 
timents which  it  expressed  were  not  those 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  in  general. 
It  was  to  be  hoped,  however,  that  that 
Church  would  justify  his  good  opininri. 
by  an  indignant  disavowal  of  such  iliiU;- 
ralitv  and  intolerance.  For  Lis  own  part, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  against 
their  promulgation. 

Sir  G,  Clerk  supported  the  printing  of 
the  petition,  and  referred  to  one  of  a  si- 
milar nature  from  Aberdeen,  presented  on 
the  23rd  of  June,  which  he  considered  a 
sufficient  precedent  to  authorise  printing 
the  petition  then  before  them.  It  ought 
to  be  observed,  that  the  petitioners  did  not 
seek  to  deprive  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
any  of  their  liberties,  but  merely  to  pre- 
vent the  extension  of  the  dangerous  tenets 
of  that  religion,  believing,  as  they  did, 
that  it  was  marked  out  for  Divine  ven- 
geance. Great  latitude,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  petitioners  in 
making  their  sentiments  known  to  the  ]» 
gislature,  and  stronger  language  than  that 
contained  in  the  present  petition  had  cer- 
tainly been  already  printed  by  order  of 
the  House.  He  had  the  good  fortune  to 
know  many  of  the  petitioners,  who  were 
disUnguished  for  learning  and  piety,  and 
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i:r  n:  '.r.iter.  nut-vi..  liHrT^T  ae  t  maiitr  ir 
>.»:i'.'\.     I-jt    'joui:    n'.»:   imss^ui   t    mui*- 

Bionec  'J;  mt  priu'jDr  'j:'  v.  mai'y  wr.^ 
iioiifc.  v-nij'.iir.  iirjiiii'jin^  ar;.  a6^-iiutii<re 
;r:i;#y-ii:»nait  i:  tXit  fEi^ajbt.  Ji.  tiK 
cast  i**dyjc  iiit-n..  uetiimni:  int  lavrnu'^ 
ages  and  disac«'aiiUige&.  wujc-l  ine  ^-uutv 
i:r2sd  iFv  'AA  iiCiDWiTniM*  Mefux^r  Wf«i»- 
ed  to  iD«-o*v<:.  ne  shuuiC  sny.  tine  tut 
erii  grea'.:)  pr^jp'jnaeraiec .  Tut  Houv* 
^hocicJ  reniemi>er.  ina:  b:i  o:  he^et  mii- 
iions  of  iif*:i:  feiiow-su'yH^ra  *rmtrii'j«i 
the  creed  wiii'j:,  tiijs  ;#*?tr-ioL  cnarji'Jier 
It* J  iL  "^u'jfc  yfifcns'vt  lanjTuag*;.  an'J  v^^-r*- 
ih-'v  i:,  prii.t  ■*.  ii*.  '.ii:;  nir  vet  iiv»  titfy 
couid  well  r*;fuse  f.-  print  *jomiUT-j^-ti- 
tion^  on  the  Rume  subje'-n*.  of  wuicii  grea* 
L  urn  Tiers  could.  doubLlefc>,  etisi/v  ut  ob- 
tained.  On  ti^eMr  conbiOeraiionb.  ite 
sfiould  ceriaiiiiy  ne^^ativt  me  iwxj'jti  of 
til*,  hoii.  Meni'jer. 

Mr.  Stanleti  said,  iie  wa!*  ^''iad  tiiat  ii< 
iiiid  iiJveii  precc-denot  to  tiit  ngnt  hoii. 
b'rTOiiet,  III  viiosf;  view  of  i!i*:  *.*ahe  !•*' 
f '.1  i  v  c OTi c u  rr ed .  :n>  r'.  1  '.'u  s  ii  r:  v  at  to  ih*.-  d  1 1^ 
tiTicLloTi  bet»e*:ii  ic'ving  m*.  pe«r.iou  on 
the  1  iiLilt,  arjd  printing  il.  but  h»r  did 
iiot  conc'-r  in  what  ii<td  fali»rii  fioiu  th*: 
right  hon.  f:ieuih*rr  for  Lnnib  fMt,  W 
f'itzgerald  I,  that  a  Member  ^at-  ie»pon- 
sibie  for  the  matter  of  any  partition  prai- 
se n  ted  bv  him.  The  understand intr  of  tlie 
liouse  waci,  thut  a  Mem^jer  wak  no  furth<:r 
responsible  ior  a  petition  intrusiMl  to 
him,  than  to  see  that  it  was  couched  in 
respectful  language.  He  fully  concurrwJ, 
that,  in  good  taste,  as  well  as  g'-Mjd  feel- 
ing, they  should  reject  the  uiotiou  for 
printing  the  petition ;  and  they  would  a^-t 
as  unjustly  in  ordering  it  to  be  prinU*<J, 
as  they  would  have,  in  the  first  instant  c, 
had  they  refused  to  r»:feive  it. 

Mr.  (/(JonntU  said,  that  if  any  irrita- 
tion was  excited  in  the  minds  of  any  hon. 
Members  by  the  matUT  of  the  petition,  it 
must  lie  abundantly  allayed  by  the  manner 
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m  which  it  was  received  by  the  Hoate. 
The  roasoQ  why  no  notice  hod  been  taken 
of  the  petition  from  Aberdeen,  presented  on 
the  23rd  of  June,  wa«,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  pittsented  it  (Lord  Mandevilie),  made 
no  mention  of  it  beyond  its  general  im- 
port, and  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  knew  no- 
thing of  it,  until  he  saw  it  printed  in  the 
Appendix  to  the  V^otes.  It  was  seeing 
that  petition  which  had  led  him  to  call  on 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundalk  to  state,  whe* 
ther  the  present  petition  contained  any  of 
those  gross  and  indecent  reflections  on  the 
Catholic  religion  which  had  characterised 
the  former  petition,  when  the  hon.  Member 
declared,  that  he  not  only  had  read,  but 
also  approved  of  every  sentiment  it  con* 
taiued*  The  ground  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  defended  the  petition  was  the 
same  as  that  adopted  by  the  Inquiaitton 
of  Spain.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  would  tell 
hon.  Members,  that  he  detested  and  ab* 
jured  an  Inquisition,  whether  in  Spain  or 
in  England.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Man* 
devilled  seemed  to  think,  that  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  musl,  from  his  religion,  consi- 
der him  a  heretic.  It  was  far  from  him  to 
judge  of  any  man,  in  a  case  which  was 
between  him  and  his  God,  and  he  would 
not  pass  such  a  judgment  on  any  man ; 
but  even  if  he  had  an  opinion  of  that 
kind,  he  hoped  he  had  Christian  charity 
enough  not  to  apply  the  term  to  any 
fellow -Christian. 

Lord  Mandevilie  said,  he  had  not  put 
the  case  in  the  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  understood  it.  He  had  declared, 
that  he  could  not  conscientiously  support 
a  grant  to  promulgate  principles  which 
he  considered  were  opposed  to  Christian- 
itY»  and  he  would  not  offer  any  opinion 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  defend. 

Mr.  Hunt  objected  to  the  doctrine,  that 
a  man  was  responsible  for  the  matter  of 
any  petition  which  he  presented.  Many 
hon.  Members  were  in  the  constant  habit 
of  presenting  petitions,  the  sentiments  of 
which  they  disavowed. 

Mr.  V.  FUxgerald  said,  he  was  not 
conectly  understood.  What  he  meant  to 
convey  was,  that  every  Member  was  sup- 
posed to  entertain  the  sentiments  of  any 
petition  which  he  presented,  unless  he  dis- 
avowed them. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  disclaimed  any 

>    hostility  to  those  individuals  to  whose  re- 

If  ligious  opinions  the  (Xitition  referred.    He 

I  felt  himself  placed  in  a  difficult  |)Osition 

\-  by  the  course  the  discussion  had  taken ; 


but  he  was  at  the  post  of  duty,  and  wouM 
not  flinch  from  it. 

The  motion  for  printing  the  petitkm 
negatived  without  a  division. 

Claihs  of  British  SuejBCTs  ok 
Brazil.]  Mr.  Dixon  rose  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  case  of  as  great  hardship,  in 
an  attack  by  a  foreign  power  on  British 
vessels,  as  could  be  paralleled  in  the  an- 
nals of  nations.  He  alluded  to  the  illegel 
captures  of  British  ships,  by  the  Branlkin 
squadron  blockading  the  river  Plate.  The 
House  were  aware,  that  the  Government 
of  Brazil  had  declared  the  Rio  de  la  Plata 
in  a  state  of  blockade,  in  the  years  1836 
and  18)^7,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
declaration,  a  number  of  British  veseels 
were  captured,  which  were  ultimately  con* 
demned.  The  Government  of  this  conn* 
try  sent  out  Lord  Ponsoaby  to  demaiid 
satisfaction  for  the  injury  done  to  our 
subjects;  but,  to  show  the  nature  of  this 
injury,  he  would  mention  the  caeee  of  a 
few  of  the  vessels  which  were  capturod* 
He  wished  to  observe,  that  before  he  pro- 
ceeded with  the  oases  of  those  vessels,  he 
would  beg  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  engaged  in  private  conversations,  to 
leave  their  places  and  go  to  the  adjoining 
rooms,  where  they  could  enjov  their  conver- 
sation without  any  interruption  of  the  bu- 
siness. It  was  an  additional  hardship  on 
British  merchants,  who  had  already  Buffer* 
ed  so  much  from  those  unjustifiable 
seizures,  that  the  statement  of  their  case 
to  the  House  should  be  interrupted  by 
the  conversation  of  hon.  Members*  There 
were  so  many  of  those  little  conversa- 
tional committees  going  on  in  the  House 
at  the  same  time,  that  he  could  scarcely 
hear  his  own  remarks.  The  first  case 
of  capture  that  he  would  notice,  was 
that  of  the  ship  George,  She  was  sent 
out  from  Liverpool,  to  proceed  to  Bu« 
enos  Ayres,  if  she  should  find  the  Rio 
de  la  Plata  open.  On  coming  up  the 
river,  she  was  hailed  by  the  Braiilian 
squadron,  and  hove-to.  Her  captain 
stated  to  the  Brazilian  commander,  that 
her  object  was,  not  to  break  the  blockade^ 
but  only  to  go  up  the  river  if  it  should 
be  open ;  but  this  statement  was  of  no 
avail,  and  the  vessel  was  condemned  at  a 
lawful  prize.  He  need  not  quote  any 
higher  authority,  for  the  illegality  of  this 
seizure,  than  an  opinion  of  one  of  our 
own  Judges,  who  declared,  when  an  ac- 
tion was  afterwards  brought  in  the  Court 
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of  Commoa  Pleas,  to  recover  the  Insur- 
aoce,  which  was  resisted,  oq  the  ground 
ihftt  the  George  had  endeavoured  to 
break  the  blockade,  that  that  was  no 
ground  whatever  for  the  seizure,  which 
was  grossly  illegal.  The  next  cases 
were  those  of  the  Hellespont,  aud  the 
Umeorm,  whose  cargoes  were  ralued  at 
100,000/.  These  were  also  captured  by 
the  tquadroo,  under  circumstances  not 
authonsed  by  the  law  of  nations,  and  were 
coodemned  by  a  petty  Judge,  who  ordered 
tliem  for  immediate  sale,  though  this  was 
oa  contrary  to  the  Brazilian  law,  as  to  the 
law  of  nations;  for,  by  the  former,  no  ship 
could  be  condemned  without  an  appeal 
from  the  minor  to  the  superior  court  at 
Rio  Janeiro.  Another  vessel  had  been 
seiaed,  oo  no  other  pretext,  than  that  she 
would  make  a  good  privateer,  and  for 
such  a  seizure,  such  a  piracy,  he  might 
caU  it,  no  satisfaction  had  been  given,  and 
ao  restitution  made.  The  next  was  the 
case  of  the  Nestor*  She  was  first  seiied  by 
a  BqenosAy  res  privateer.off  Patagonia,  and 
aAerwards  released  by  the  government  of 
Buenos  Ayres,  as  being  a  vessel  of  a 
friendly  power;  but  she  was  subsequently 
taken  by  the  Brazilian  squadron,  and 
condemned,  on  the  alleged  ground,  that 
having  been  in  the  possession  of  a  Buenos 
Ayres  privateer,  the  property  had  changed 
hands.  Her  seizure  made  so  great  a  sen- 
sation at  Monte  Video,  that  orders  were 
given  to  retake  her  wherever  she  could  be 
found,  and  she  was  afterwards  re-cap* 
tured  by  a  British  frigate,  under  the  guns 
of  the  Brazilian  squadron.  Yet,  would 
the  House  believe  it,  as  soon  as  the  fact 
was  known  to  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try, orders  were  sent  out  that  she  should 
be  again  given  up  to  the  Brazilian  squad- 
ron, and,  as  he  understood,  a  reprimand 
was  sent  out  to  the  commander  of  the 
frigate,  who  did  no  more  than  bis  duty, 
in  the  protection  of  British  commerce. 
Thus  the  attacks  of  the  Brazilian  squad- 
ron on  our  ships,  were  sanctioned  by  our 
Government;  and  it  was  not  until  after 
the  Governments  of  France  and  America, 
which  certainly  showed  a  more  ready 
disposition  to  protect  their  commerce, 
than  we  did  to  protect  ours — it  was  not 
until  after  they  had  sent  their  ministers, 
accompanied  by  a  sufficient  force  to  com- 
pel satisfaction,  which  they  obtained— 
that  this  Government  thought  of  making 
any  demand,  on  the  part  of  the  subjects 
of  England.      In  the  year   1828,  Lord 


Ponsonby  was  sent  out  to  demand  satis- 
faction,  and  a  memorandum  was  then 
agreed  to,  between  him  aud  tho  govern* 
ment  of  Brazil,  as  to  the  ground  onwhich 
satisfaction  should  be  gi%'en.  That  me- 
morandum was  said  to  be  too  astringent 
on  Brazil ;  but  he  denied  that  it  was  mk 
There  was  then  a  promise,  on  the  part  of 
Brazil,  that  something  would  be  done  to 
satisfy  the  demands  of  the  British  claim- 
ants; but  nothing  had  since  been  done, 
and  the  only  answer  sul)sequently  given 
to  the  applicants  by  our  Government  was 
— **  We  are  doing  all  we  can."  Was  that 
a  fit  answer  to  the  claims  of  British  mer- 
chants, whose  property  had  been  so  ille- 
gally taken  from  them  ?  Was  it  such  an 
answer  as  they  had  a  right  to  expect,  when 
thev  saw,  that  the  governments  of  France 
and  America  had  demanded,  and  obtain- 
ed, satisfaction  for  their  subjects  Y  From 
tliat  time  the  claimants  were  kept  off  by 
long  evasions,  and  the  Gommisaioners,  ap* 
pointed  by  Lord  Ponsonby,  and  th«  Birnsil* 
lan  government  to  settle  the  dispute, 
were  thwarted  in  their  endeavours  to  como 
to  an  amicable  arrangement.  The  British 
Commissioner  complained  that  Mr.  Lisboa 
was  doing  all  in  his  power  to  prevent  a  feir 
hearing  of  the  claims,  and  a  demand  was 
made .  on  our  side,  that  he  should  be  re- 
moved ;  but  that  did  not  take  place  until 
a  long  time  after  it  had  been  deolandcd. 
A  strong  suspicion  had  since  been  excited, 
that  a  second  despatch  had  been  sent  out 
to  Mr.  Aston,  the  British  Charg6  d'Affaires 
at  Rio,  directing  him  not  to  press  the  ad- 
justment of  British  claims,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  country  was 
placed  Now,  it  was  only  right  that  the 
fullest  information  should  be  afforded  by 
his  Majesty's  Government  upon  this  point. 
If  the  Articles  of  the  memorandum  were 
in  any  respect  hard  on  Brazil,  as  was  as- 
serted, he  would  ssy,  that  they  were  still 
harder  on  the  British  merchants,  for  even 
if  the  whole  of  their  claims  were  now 
settled,  they  would,  by  the  rate  of  ex- 
change agreed  upon  in  one  of  the  Articles, 
lose  from  thirty  to  thirty-five  per  cent. 
If  any  of  the  Articles  affecting  Brasil 
should  be  complained  of,  he  was  prepared 
to  go  through  the  whole,  and  show  that 
Mr.  Aston  had  settled  the  rate  of  ex- 
change in  a  manner  most  injurious  to  our 
interests.  If  it  should  be  said,  that  the 
present  unsettled  state  of  Brazil  prevented 
the  dispute  being  satisfactorily  arranged, 
he  would  ask  whether  Mr.  Aston,  in  one 


31 


Claims  of  BriHsh  { COMMONS  }  Svhjects  on  Brazil 


32 


of  his  communicatioDS,  had  not  stated,  that 
we  should  not  be  able  to  obtain  any  satis- 
iaetion  until  we  sent  out  a  force  to  make 
reprisals?  If  this  was  not  so,  it  would 
be  most  easy  to  contradict  it.  It  was  said, 
too,  that  Lord  Palmerston,  in  answer  to 
some  applications  to  him,  sent  out  a  demand 
on  the  Brazilian  government,  with  a  threat 
of  reprisals  if  satisfaction  were  not  made, 
and  Mr.  Lisboa  removed ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  looked  into  the  documents  in  the 
Foreign  Office,  he  would  have  found,  that 
Mr.  Lisboa  had  been  removed  six  months 
before.  It  was  also  stated,  he  knew  not 
how  correctly,  that  another  order  had  been 
sent  out  to  countermand  the  previous 
order,  and  direct  our  Minister  at  the  Bra- 
zils not  to  enforce  reprisals.  Ministers 
could  easily  remove  any  suspicion  on  this 
ground,  by  acceding  to  the  motion  which 
he  should  now  make.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  making  the  following  Mo- 
tion : — "  That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  his  Majesty,  that  he  will  be< 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  copies  of 
all  communications  that  have  passed 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
British  Legation  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  rela- 
tive to  the  claims  of  British  Merchants 
for  indemnification  for  the  illegal  capture 
of  their  ships  by  the  Brazilian  squadron, 
in  1826  and  1827,  off  Buenos  Ayres: — also 
copies  of  all  instructions  that  have  been 
sent  out  to  Mr.  Aston  on  the  subject; 
also,  copies  of  all  communications  from 
Mr.  Hood,  British  Consul  at  Monte 
Video,  on  the  subject. " 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
that,  from  the  terms  of  the  motion,  the 
House  would  see  the  impossibility  of  his 
acceding  to  it,  as  part  of  the  documents 
sought  for  referred  to  negotiations  still 
pending,  and  to  grant  documents  of  that 
kind  was  contrary  to  the  practice  of  the 
House.  He,  therefore,  felt  regret,  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  pressed  his  motion, 
because  he  was  obliged  to  meet  it  by  a 
direct  negative. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  the  House  would 
agree  that  the  application  of  these  claim- 
ants had  not  been  fairly  met  by  the  noble 
Lord.    They  had  been  applying  five  years 
for  redress,  and  no  redress  was  yet  given, 
and  they  now,  therefore,  sought  to  know 
in  what  state  the  negotiations  respecting 
>'>   their  claims  were,  and  if  there  was  any 
I  prospect  of  their  being  satisfied.     Surely 
\  this  was  no  unreasonable  demand.    All 


they  knew  was,  that  some  arrangement 
had  been  agreed  to,  with  respect  to  these 
claims,  some  considerable  time  back,  but 
that  nothing  had  since  been  done  to  afford 
them  a  prospect  of  redress,  while  they 
knew  well,  that  by  the  agreement  made 
with  France  and  North  America,  the 
claims  of  the  subjects  of  those  countries 
had  been  settled  long  ago.  Was  it  rea- 
sonable to  say,  that  with  our  overwhelming 
naval  power,  we  should  fail  of  obtaining 
that  satisfaction  and  redress  for  our  sub- 
jects, which  the  governments  of  France 
and  America  had  so  readily  obtained  for 
theirs  ?  Surely  it  would  not  be  said,  that 
we  should  be  less  careful  of  our  subjects 
than  the  governments  of  other  countries. 
The  sum  at  issue  was  much  larger  with 
us  than  it  was,  he  believed,  widi  either 
France  or  America.  At  all  events,  it 
amounted  to  half  a  million,  and  would 
involve  a  serious  loss  to  many,  if  not 
recovered,  or  if  payment  were  much  longer 
delayed.  But  oe  the  sum  great  or  small, 
our  merchants  were  entitled  to  protection ; 
and  having  read  the  papers,  he  owned  he 
was  surprised  that  it  should  not  have  been 
given.  He  did  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  give  a  negative  to 
this  Motion,  without,  at  least,  informing 
the  House  as  to  what  was  the  state  of  the 
negotiations.  He  was  sorry,  that  he  did 
not  seethe  noble  Lord, the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  in  his  place  on  this  occa- 
sian.  The  noble  Lord  took  his  seat 
yesterday,  and  must  have  been  aware  that 
this  motion  had  been  deferred  from  a 
former  day  in  consequence  of  his  not 
having  then  taken  his  seat.  It  was  a 
mark  of  disrespect  to  the  House,  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  present  to  give  an 
answer  to  the  complaint.  He  must  repeat, 
that  it  was  shameful  that  England  should 
have  failed  to  obtain  that  satisfaction  for 
her  subjects  which  France  and  America 
had  got  for  theirs.  Independently*  there- 
fore, of  the  loss  our  merchants  had  suf- 
fered, he  looked  upon  the  honour  of  the 
country  as  involved  in  the  issue.  If  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  could  not  be 
carried  in  its  present  shape,  he  would 
advise  him  to  alter  it  so  as  to  make  it 
extend  only  to  such  documents  as  could 
be  given.  At  all  events,  he  hoped  that 
Government  would  not  give  a  direct  nega- 
tive to  the  Motion,  without  some  explana- 
tion to  the  House,  as  to  the  present  state 
of  the  negotiation,  and  as  to  what  prospect 
there  was  of  a   final  settlement  of  the 
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claims.  He  should  sappoit  the  motioii 
of  the  hoo.  member  for  Glasgow,  and 
divide  the  Hoase  upon  it,  unless  he  heard 
some  statement  more  satisfactory  on  the 
sabject  that  that  which  had  been  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
&Lcheqner.  He  did  not,  howerer,  so  much 
Uame  Uie  present  as  the  late  Government. 

Lord  Althcrp  said,  that  he  objected  to 
the  motion  for  the  production  of  the 
papers,  because  the  matter  was  still  in  a 
coarse  of  negotiation,  and  it  was  the 
earnest  endeavoar  of  Government  to  bring 
that  negotiation  to  a  close  as  speedily  as 
possible. 

Mr.  Wnmgham  said,  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  had  stated,  that  he  con- 
sidered the  late  Government  to  blame  in 
the  transaction  which  had  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  he  rose  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  formerly  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign 
Depiutment,  had  used  his  utmost  en- 
deavours to  bring  the  negotiation  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion.  Very  strong  in- 
structions were  sent  out  to  the  British 
agent  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  to  employ  all  the 
means  in  his  power  to  procure  a  rightful 
adjustment  of  the  claim  of  the  British 
merchants.  The  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  was,  therefore, 
quite  unfounded. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  thought,  that 
if  the  House  came  to  a  decision  upon  the 
slight  statement  which  had  been  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  refused  all 
investigation  into  the  matter,  the  result 
would  be  far  from  satisfactory  to  the 
j^ties  who  had  lost  so  much  property. 
There  were  several  cases  of  capture  which, 
he  was  sure,  would  rouse  the  indignation 
of  the  House,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
state  the  particulars  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, because  he  had  not  been  aware,  that 
the  question  would  have  been  brought  be- 
fore the  House  that  night;  and  had, 
therefore,  not  brought  with  him  the  neces- 
sary documents  to  support  his  assertions. 
He  well  knew,  however,  that  in  several 
instances,  the  vessels  captured  were  not 
bound  to  Buenos  Ayres  at  all.  Was  such 
conduct  to  be  tolerated?  Were  such  out- 
rages to  be  committed  on  British  pro- 
perty and  shipping  with  impunity?  The 
mjured  parties  had  a  right  to  expect  the 
Government  would  interfere,  and  procure 
for  them  some  indemnification  for  their 
losses.  Five  years  had  elapsed  since  these 
captures  had  taken  place,  and  as  yet  no- 
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thing  was  done.  At  the  same  time,  as  he 
had  confidence  in  the  Ministeis,  if  they 
would  only  declare,  that  they  were  alive  to 
the  importance  of  this  subject,  and  would 
leave  no  measure  untried  to  procure  re- 
dress, he  would  advise  the  hon.  member 
for  Gla^;ow  not  to  press  his  motion  to  a 
division.  If,  however,  the  noble  Lord  gave 
them  no  further  satisfaction,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  require,  that  the 
information  which  had  been  moved  for 
should  be  produced.  As  allusions  had 
been  made  to  the  former  Government,  he 
felt  bound  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
persevering  and  successful  efforts  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  then  held  the  Seals  of  the 
Foreign  Department,  in  securing  the  claims 
of  British  subjects  on  the  Spanish  govern- 
ment. At  present  all  those  claims  were 
liquidated. 

Lord  /.  Russell  assured  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  London,  that  Ministers 
were  perfectly  alive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject;  and  the  only  ground  upon 
which  thev  resisted  the  motion  was,  because 
a  negotiation  was  still  pending. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  that  the  piracies 
committed  bv  the  Brazilian  fleet  were  of 
the  worst  character ;  and  he  thought  that 
this  country  should  have  been  more  impe- 
rative on  the  subject  towards  the  Brazilian 
government;  but  after  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  relative 
to  pending  negotiations,  he  could  not 
support  the  motion,  if  it  was  pressed  to  a 
division.  He  would,  however,  be  ready  to 
concur  in  any  resolution,  declaring  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  Government  to  enforce  the 
claims  of  the  British  merchants  with  the 
utmost  diligence. 

Mr.  Dixon  said,  that  he  should  with- 
draw his  motion,  in  consequence  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  having  stated,  that  the 
papers  could  not  be  produced  without  in- 
convenience. He  should  be  glad  to  know, 
however,  whether  it  was  true,  that  the 
orders  issued  by  the  late  Government,  di- 
recting reprisals  to  be  made,  had  l>cen 
withdrawn  ? 

Lord  Althorj)  assured  the  hon.  Member, 
that  the  Government  would  leave  no  nuMinH 
untried  in  order  to  have  justice  done  to  tlin 
aggrieved. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Borough  of  Livrivpool.]  I/>rd  Jo/tn 
Russell  requested  his  lion.  fricMid  (Mi. 
Benctt),  who  had  Mmo  llcHolul.iou«  in 
move  on  the  Representation  of  tlu;  borM* 
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of  Liverpool,  to  postpone  his  Motion,  in 
order  to  allow  the  Reform  Bill  to  go  early 
into  Committee. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly painful  for  him  to  delay  the  important 
question  of  Reform,  but  he  felt  himself  to 
be  placed  in  rather  an  awkward  position, 
and  he  wished  to  be  protected  from  the 
charge,  that  he  had  not  pushed  his  motion 
forward  in  a  sufficiently  determined  man- 
ner. He  had  been  accused,  not  only  by 
a  portion  of  the  public  press,  but  also  by 
the  hon.  member  for- Preston  in  that  House, 
of  not  being  in  earnest  in  the  intention 
which  he  had  expressed  of  bringing  the 
question  forward.  He  did,  however,  as- 
sure the  House,  that  he  most  sincerely 
desired  to  make  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  and  nothing  should  prevent 
him  from  doing  so,  but  the  want  of  physi- 
cal strength.  He,  therefore,  did  entreat 
the  noble  Lord  to  allow  him  precedence 
on  that  day  week  ;  so  that  he  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  his  motion  for- 
ward. He  should  now  postpone  his  mo- 
tion on  the  Representation  of  the  borough 
of  Liverpool,  with  the  understanding  thnt 
no  writ  would  be  issued  for  that  borough 
until  his  Motion  had  been  heard. 

Parliamentary  Reform  Bill  — 
England — Committee— ^Fiftii  Day.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill  for 
England. 

Mr.  Geortje  Bankes  rose  to  present  the 
Petition  from  the  borough  of  Great  Bedwin 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He  had  no 
desire  to  delay  the  House  from  resuming 
the  consideration  of  the  important  measure, 
to  a  part  of  which  the  petition  he  held  in 
his  hand  referred,  and,  therefore,  he  should 
content  himself  by  simply  stating,  that  the 
petitioners  prayed,  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  might  be  applied  to  the  amount  of 
population  at  the  present  time,  and  not  to 
the  amount  of  population  in  1821.  In 
1821  there  was  a  population  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Great  Bedwin  of  1,928  persons, 
and,  at  the  present  time,  according  to  the 
census  recentlv  taken.  Great  Bedwin  had 
a  population  of  2,191  persons.  He  un- 
derstood it  to  be  the  intention  of  an  hon. 
Member  to  move,  that  it  be  an  instruction 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  that  the 
borou<i:hs  inserted  in  schedule  A  and  sche- 
I  dule  B  be  considered  with  regard  to  their 
population  according  to  the  last  census. 
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and  not  that  taken  in  1821,  and,  therefore, 
he  should  defer  offering  any  remarks  upon 
the  case  of  the  petitioners  until  that 
motion  was  under  discussion.  He  should 
now  content  himself  with  moving,  that 
the  petition  do  lie  upon  the  Table.  He 
must,  however,  state,  that  the  petition  had 
been  intrusted  to  him  in  consequence  of 
the  indisposition  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  borough  from  whence  it  came. 

The  petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
resolving  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Reform  (England)  Bill  having  been  read, 

Lord  John  Russell  moved,  that  the 
Speaker  "  do  now  leave  the  Chair.*' 

On  the  question  beings  put, 

Mr.  M»c^2»7ionsaid,  that  in  risins^upon 
that  occasion,  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
take  advantage  of  the  opportunity  which  il 
afforded  him  to  address  the  House  at  any 
considerable  length.  Upon  the  general 
merits  of  the  Bill  he  should  then  say 
nothing,  but  he  should  adhere  cloftely  ta 
the  subject  concerning  which  he  had  inti- 
mated his  intention  to  submit  a  motion. 
His  intention  was,  to  propose,  that  the 
census  j  ust  completed,  that  of  1 831 ,  should 
be  taken  for  the  criterion  with  respect  to 
the  population  of  the  boroughs  in  schedule 
A  and  schedule  B,  instead  of  the  census 
of  1821.  And  he  must  say,  that  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  some  attention 
upon  the  subject,  for  neither  he  nor  any 
of  his  family  were  interested  in  any  of  the 
close  boroughs,  and  therefore  he  had  a  fair 
claim  to  credit  for  impartiality.  He  came 
not  forward  as  pledged  to  support  or  to 
resist  any  particular  measure,  without  a 
reference  to  its  merits  or  its  defects,  but 
he  came  forward,  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  to  use  his  best  endea- 
vours to  secure  justice  to  the  community. 
Tlie  noble  Lord  had  laid  it  down  as  q  prin- 
ciple— in  the  justice  or  wisdom  of  which 
principle  he  did  not  agree — but  the  noble 
Lord  had  laid  it  down  as  a  principle,  that  * 
a  borough  with  a  population  of  2,000 
persons  should  he  entitled  to  tend  one 
Member  to  that  House,  and  that  a  borough 
with  a  population  of  4,000  persons  should 
be  entitled  to  send  two  Members  to  that 
House.  That  being  the  case,  he  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  how  he  could  be  said 
to  act  fairly  and  truly  upon  that  principle, 
if  he  took  the  amount  of  population  from 
a  census  made  several  years  ago  ?  TImt 
such  a  proceeding  was  unjnsi  must  be 
evident  upon  a  moment's  reflection.     For 
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insC&iice,  taking  the  actual  present  popu- 
lation of  the  different  boroughs,  it  would 
be  found,  that  there  were  no  less  than  six 
borbughs  which,  being  tried  by  the  noble 
Lord's  test,  would  be  removed  from  sche- 
dule A  to  schedule  B;  four  boroughs 
which  would  be  taken  out  of  schedule  B, 
and  receive  the  full  complement  of  Mem- 
bers ;  and  one  or  two  boroughs  which ' 
would  be  removed  from  schedule  B  to 
schedule  A.  He  therefore  contended,  that 
if  the  acknowledged  principles  of  the  Bill 
were  to  be  fairly  and  steadily  acted  upon, 
the  census  of  the  present  year  ought  to 
be  adopted  as  the  criterion  of  population, 
instead  of  that  of  1821.  If  the  contrary 
course  vms  pursued,  if  the  census  of  1821 
was  acted  upon,  the  law  framed  upon  that 
criterion  would  be  an  ex  post  facto  law, 
and  therefore,  if  upon  no  other  ground,  still 
upon  that  ground  confessedly  most  objec- 
tionable. If  he  understood  the  meaning 
of  the  phrase  ex  nost  facto  law,  it  was 
this — that  a  law  tiad  reference  to  tkcts 
which  transpired  before  its  enactment,  and 
such  a  reference  as  legally  to  affect  the 
parties  to  those  facts.  An  ex  post  facto 
law  was,  in  fact,  in  its  operation  retrospec- 
tive ;  and  such  a  law  would  this  Bill  be- 
come, if  enacted  as  at  present  proposed. 
Now  he  begged  the  House  to  consider  the 
injustice  and  danger  of  such  a  proceeding. 
Suppose,  for  example,  to  illustrate  the 
danger  of  such  a  principle  being  acted 
upon,  the  noble  Lord  was  to  carry  a  mea- 
sure, making  twenty-two  years  of  age  the 
le^al  majority  instead  of  twenty-one  years 
of  age,  and  imposing  a  fine  upon  every 
person  who  acted  contrary  to  such  a  pro- 
vision, how  unjust  it  would  be,  to  give  such 
a  law  a  retrospective  operation.  Again, 
the  noble  Lord  might  make  a  militia  ballot 
law,  rendering  every  person  liable  between 
the  ages  of  twenty  and  forty  years,  but 
surely  it  would  be  monstrous  for  the  noble 
Lord  to  turn  round  and  say,  this  law  is  ap- 
plicable to  the  ages  of  persons  fifty  years 
ago.  The  principle  of  retrospective  law 
was  BO  absurd,  so  tyrannical,  and  so  con- 
trary to  every  principle  of  equity  and 
justice,  that  no  Minister  or  individual 
ought  ever  to  sanction  it  in  any  manner. 
Really  the  principle  was  so  monstrous  that 
it  was  not  possible,  he  should  imagine,  for 
any  person  to  defend  it.  But  he  supposed 
the  noble  Lord  would  attempt  to  adopt 
the  census  of  1821  on  the  ground  of  ex- 
pediency; but  what  an  argument  was  that ! 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  he 


could  not  wait  till  the  census  of  1831  was 
ready.  Was  he  afraid  the  zeal  of  the 
people  would  cool  ?  And  yet  the  noble 
Lord,  and  the  Gentlemen  opposite,  asserted 
that  the  country  was  with  them,  the  Par- 
liament with  them ;  and  they  possessed  the 
whole  power  of  Government,  and  yet  were 
afraid  of  the  short  delay  of  ten  days  or  a 
fortnight  for  the  purpose  of  being  enabled 
to  take  the  last  census.  Would  such 
haste  in  forming  a  new  Constitution  look 
well  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  England, 
of  Europe,  of  the  civilized  world  ?  What 
could  they  think  of  a  measure  which  com- 
menced with  injustice  and  ended  with  the 
spoliation  of  private  property?  Another 
argument  for  preferring  the  census  of  1821 
to  that  of  1831  was,  that  the  latter  would 
be  partial,  being  taken  under  the  impres- 
sion that  it  might  influence  the  elective 
franchise.  But  was  the  noble  Lord,  or  any 
of  the  Gentlemen  on  his  side,  serious  in 
making  such  a  statement  ?  Did  thev  not 
perceive  they  were  casting  a  libel  on  all  the 
returning  ofScers  by  whom  the  census  was 
taken  ?  If  those  parish  officers  and  others 
were  so  venal,  and  so  easily  induced  to 
violate  their  oaths  and  perjure  themselves, 
what  would  be  the  case  when  the  lOl.  voters 
of  the  noble  Lord  came  into  operation? 
What  perjury  and  corruption  would  then 
take  place,  if  it  had  already  begun  in  such 
a  degree  in  taking  the  census  !  He  was 
aware  the  noble  Lord  could  not  answer 
the  arguments  made  use  of;  he  deBed  him 
and  the  Gentlemen  opposite  to  do  so,  and 
was  satisfied  that  the  only  answer  he  should 
get  would  be  like  the  answer  given  by 
Cardinal  Ximenes  to  a  Member  of  the 
Spanish  Cortes.  That  Cardinal,  when 
Minister  of  Charles  5th  in  Spain,  being 
determined  to  destroy  the  Constitution  of 
the  Cortes,  by  admitting  into  that  assem- 
bly some  deputies  from  the  rabble  of  a 
few  towns  in  Spain,  being  remonstrated 
with  by  a  Member  of  the  Cortes,  perhaps 
as  humble  an  individual  as  the  one  who 
had  now  the  honour  of  addressing  the 
House,  took  him  to  a  window,  and  shewed 
him  a  body  of  well-disciplined  and  well- 
equipped,  troops  ready  to  obey  his  com- 
mands. In  the  same  manner  the  noble 
Lord  would  point  to  his  well -disciplined, 
obedient,  and  powerful  majority,  and  say 
that  was  his  answer.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  **  That  the  House 
do  instruct  the  Committee  to  take  the 
census  of  1831,  instead  of  1821,  for  re-  . 
gulating  the  population  returns  of  the  • 
C  2 
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boroughs  included  in  schedule  ^and  sche- 
dule B." 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  seconded  the  motion. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  it  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  say  many  words  on  the 
subject  before  the  House,  because  he  con- 
sidered, that  after  the  House  had  consumed 
four  days  on  the  question  of  going  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  had 
already  made  some  progress  in  that  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  Member  was  too  late  with 
his  motion.  He  concluded,  from  the 
various  divisions  which  had  taken  place, 
that  the  House  was  ready  to  take  the 
census  of  1821.  The  reason  why  he 
thought  that  census  ought  to  be  used  in 
preference  to  the  census  of  1831  was  this 
— the  House  would  recollect,  that  the  Re- 
form measure  was  brought  forward  in  the 
beginning  of  March  last,  and  the  latest 
census  which  the  Government  could  then 
make  use  of  was  the  census  of  1821. 
That  document,  therefore,  was  the  only 
sure  document  with  respect  to  population 
which  they  possessed.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  chosen  to  wait  for  a  new  census, 
they  might  have  taken  that  of  1831 ;  but 
such  a  course  would  only  have  led  to  an 
alteration  of  the  line  of  disfranchisement. 
He  considered,  that  much  inconvenience 
would  result  from  the  House  acting  upon 
the  census  of  1831  ;  and  the  only  advan- 
tage which  the  House  could  gain  was,  to 
see  that  while  some  boroughs  had  increased 
others  had  decreased  in  population.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  to  be  considered, 
that  the  census  of  1821  was  taken  without 
any  knowledge  that  it  was  to  form  the  test 
of  disfrancliisement,  and  might,  therefore, 
be  considered  as  an  impartial  document. 
But  what  would  be  the  result  if  the  census 
of  1831  was  taken  as  the  test?  Those 
boroughs,  where  no  sort  of  fraud  or  ma- 
nagement was  practised,  would  suffer ; 
while  those  in  which  management  had  pre- 
vailed, by  sweeping  a  number  of  persons 
into  them,  would  be  gainers,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  statement  which  Ministers 
had  published,  that  2,000  was  to  be  the 
line  of  disfranchisement.  He,  therefore, 
th0||;ht,  that  the  House  would  be  of  opi- 
nibSJ.that  it  would  be  better  to  proceed 
in  tQi^anner  in  which  they  had  already 

yi^ljftorge  Bankes  said,  he  could  not  think 

!   that  the  objections  offered  by  the  noble 

•••  Lord  to  the  motion  of  his  Hon.  friend  were 

)  such  as  would  induce  the  House  to  reject 

^a  proposition  evidently  founded  in  justice 


and  common  sense.  Admitting  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord,  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  population  which 
ought  to  entitle  a  borough  to  return  a 
Member  to  that  House  to  be  entirely  cor- 
rect, there  were  such  objections,  such 
obvious  and  strong  objections,  to  proceed- 
ing with  the  Bill  upon  the  criterion  at 
present  acted  upon  in  it,  that  he  could 
not  imagine,  that  any  hon.  Member  could 
be  so  pledged  and  bound  and  fettered  as 
to  reject  the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend 
upon  the  suggestion  of  the  Government. 
The  reasons  in  support  of  the  instruction 
were  so  unanswerable — [Cries  of  "  No, 
nOj'  in  which  Lord  G,  Lennox  took  a  pro- 
minent part,'\  Hon.  Members  might  say, 
"  No,  no,"  for  the  purpose  of  interrup- 
tion ;  and  such  a  course  of  proceeding 
was  not  very  unusual,  particularly  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Sussex.  But  he 
must  tell  that  hon.  Member,  that  in  pursu- 
ing it  he  was  extremely  irregular :  and  he 
must  also  tell  him,  that  having  had  a  seat 
in  that  House  in  a  former  Parliament,  he 
had  not  that  excuse  to  offer  which  other 
hon.  Members  might  have,  who  had  entered 
the  House  this  Parliament  for  the  first 
time.  And  to  this  he  must  add,  that  all 
the  interruptions  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Sussex  would  not  deter  him  from  doing 
his  duty,  or  from  offering  those  remarks  to 
the  House  which  he  believed  the  interests 
of  the  public  required.  With  respect  to 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend,  especially 
as  it  would  affect  the  case  of  the  borough 
of  Great  Bed  win,  from  which  place  he 
had  that  evening  presented  a  petition,  he 
must  say,  that  although  it  was  true  the 
House  had  been  occupied  four  nights  in 
discussing  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was 
also  true,  that  the  instruct;jion  could  not 
have  been  moved  at  a  more  fitting  moment 
than  that  chosen.  The  question  had  been 
most  properly  brought  forward,  this  being 
the  very  period  at  which  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  act  upon  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill.  Accord- 
ing to  the  census  of  1821,  the  borough  of 
Great  Bedwin  fell  short  in  population  of 
the  required  number  by  one  hundred  ;  but 
now,  in  the  present  year,  in  the  year  in 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  legislate, 
Great  Bedwin  had  a  population  of  2,191 
persons.  There  could  not,  therefore,  have 
been  a  more  opportune  or  fitting  occasion 
for  the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  if  it 
had  been  offered  at  an  earlier  period,  it 
would  have  been  open  to  the  charge  of 
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having  been  made  for  the  purposes  of  delay 
and  ▼exation.  Let  the  Bill  pass  as  it 
might,  more  or  less  restricted,  he  appre- 
hended no  one  would  say,  that  the  question 
DOW  mooted  was  not  one  which  deserved 
consideration.  It  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive, that  persons  situated  as  the  electors 
of  Great  Bed  win  were,  with  others  simi- 
larly circumstanced,  could  feel  satisfied 
with  a  measure  which  disfranchised  them 
under  an  arbitrary  and  false  line  of  popu- 
lation. He  did  not  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  gone  back  to  the  census  of  1821 
for  the  purpose  of  disfranchbing  Great 
Bedwin,  and  other  boroughs  similarly 
situated  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  gone 
back,  and  the  consequence  was,  the  dis> 
franchising  of  those  boroughs.  The  House 
had  heard,  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
upon  the  Bill,  of  the  Constitution  of 
America,  and  of  other  countries,  that 
were  based  on  population.  If  the  adop- 
tion of  the  population  census  as  a  criterion 
was  taken  from  America,  he  hoped  the 
merits  as  well  as  the  defects  of  that  prin- 
ciple would  be  had  recourse  to.  In 
America,  he  believed,  a  census  was  taken 
every  ten  years,  and  the  representation 
was  altered  in  accordance  with  the  alter- 
ations in  the  population.  And  such  a  pro- 
ceeding was  absolutely  necessary  in  a 
country  like  America,  where  population 
was  increasing  with  such  extraordinary 
rapidity.  Indeed,  no  popular  Government 
could  proceed  upon  any  other  basis.  In 
a  country  like  America,  where  towns  were 
suddenly  springing  up  in  the  midst  of 
wilds,  and  in  the  hearts  of  forests  and  of 
morasses,  it  would  be  impossible  to  satisfy 
the  people  without  acting  upon  such  a 
principle.  Nor  would  the  people  of  this 
country  be  satisfied,  the  amount  of  popu- 
lation being  adopted  as  a  criterion,  with- 
out the  Representation  being  occasionally 
reviewed,  with  reference  to  that  amount. 
But  above  all,  it  was  impossible  the  mea- 
sure should  give  general  satisfaction,  if  at 
the  very  outset  the  Legislature  was  content 
to  act  upon  a  population -return  of  ten 
years  ago,  in  preference  to  a  population- 
return  made  in  the  very  year  the  measure 
was  proposed.  He  therefore  submitted  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  propriety  of  acceding 
to  the  motion,  for  the  purpose  of  satisfy- 
ing the  public,  and  allaying  those  heart- 
burnings and  discontents  which  must  ne- 
cessarily result  from  the  census  of  1821 
beine  acted  upon.  He  was  quite  ready 
tQ  admit  that|  lookiof;  at  the         in  this 


way,  it  would  be  necessary  not  only  now 
to  review  the  measure,  but  from  time  to 
time  to  review  and  alter  the  Representation, 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  feelings  and 
the  wishes  of  the  people,  and  the  sdtered 
circumstances  of  the  country  with  respect 
to  population.  He  submitted  these  obser- 
vations, not  in  the  spirit  of  a  convert  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  for  they  were  with 
him  arguments  against  that  principle, 
but  to  shew  that,  if  the  measure  was  to  be 
passed  as  a  satisfaction  to  the  people,  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  friend  ought  to  be 
adopted.  He  knew  there  might  be  some 
hon.  Members  who  would  cavil  at  these 
observations,  and  say  they  were  made  for 
the  purpose  of  delay.  Now  that  was  a 
charge  which  he  had  no  wish  to  incur ; 
but  if  it  should  be  made  on  this  occasion, 
it  was  one  from  which  he  would  not 
shrink,  for  he  was  conscious,  that  in  mak- 
ing them  he  had  only  and  sincerely  done 
his  duty.  He  did  not  understand  the 
principle  upon  which  hon.  Members  acted, 
who  said,  at  different  times,  tliat  they 
objected  to  many  of  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
and  yet  supported  that  Bill  against  all 
amendments.  The  hon.member  forColches- 
ter,  for  instance,  had  said,  that  there  were 
many  things  in  the  Bill  exceedingly  ob- 
jectionable, and  contrary  to  the  principles 
intended  to  be  enforced ;  and  that  being 
the  case,  he  should  like  to  hear  from  that 
hon.  Member,  upon  what  ground  he  re- 
frained from  proposing  the  amendments 
and  aherations  which  appeared  to  him 
desirable.  The  noble  Lord,  who  dealt 
very  freely  with  the  elective  franchise, 
would  not  deny,  that  the  exercise  of  it 
was  a  privilege  dear  to  the  people ;  indeed 
the  noble  Lord  was  desirous  of  extending 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise ;  and  this 
being  the  case,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  it  could  be  supposed,  that  the 
rejection  of  the  motion  of  his  hon.  friend 
would  conduce  to  the  great  object  of  the 
Bill,  namely,  the  satisfaction  of  the  j>eo- 
ple.  The  noble  Lord  and  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill,  would  see,  that  his  obser- 
vations were  consistent  with  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill,  and  not  in  opposition 
to  it.  The  petition  from  Great  Bedwin 
was  not  only  from  the  voters  in  that 
borough,  but  from  the  inhabitants  at  large  ; 
and  looking  at  the  professions  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  could  not  but  conclude 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  be  desirous  to 
give  them  every  satisfaction.  The  in- 
structioQ  conflicted  io  no  way  with  the  ' 
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principle  of  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not 
conceive,  that  hon.  Members  had  so  com- 
pletely bound  and  fettered  themselves  by 
any  pledges  or  any  promises  as  to  pre- 
clude them  altogether  from  exercising 
their  judgment,  especially  when  they  were 
called  upon  to  do  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  full  and  satisfactory  effect  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  Great  Bedwin  was 
not  a  manufacturing  town,  but  was  situat- 
ed in  the  heart  of  a  rich  agricultural  coun- 
try, and,  therefore,  no  objection  could  be 
taken  to  it  upon  the  ground  that  its 
returning  a  Member  would  prove  inju- 
rious to  the  agricultural  interest.  That 
was  one  consideration  in  favour  of  its 
claims;  and  another,  and  one  which 
ought  to  weigh  much  with  the  noble 
Lord,  was  the  fact,  that  the  number  of  elec- 
tors in  that  borough,  instead  of  having  de- 
creased, had  increased.  In  1821  the 
number  of  electors  was  eighty,  and  now  it 
was  120.  Most  of  those  electors  were 
taken  from  the  middle  classes  of  society ; 
some  were  labourers,  and  a  few  were 
members  of  professions.  And  here  he 
must  remark,  that  he  had  been  astonish- 
ed to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Kerry  state  one  of  the  great  merits  of 
the  measure  to  be,  that  it  disfranchised  no 
parties.  That  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  have  spoken  in  comparison ; 
but  he  must  be  allowed  to  tell  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  that  the  feelings  of 
a  small  number  were  not  the  less  acute 
because  the  number  was  small.  But  the 
truth  was,  that  the  number  of  the  lower 
classes,  who  by  this  Bill,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  would  be  disfranchised,  was  not  so 
very  small.  In  all  boroughs  where  burgage 
tenure  had  hitherto  given  the  right  of 
voting,  the  effects  of  the  Bill  would  be 
bitterly  felt.  Great  Bedwin  was  one  of 
the  most  ancient  boroughs  in  the  king- 
dom. It  returned  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  reign  of  Edward  1st,  and, 
therefore,  all  the  antiquarian  learning  of 
the  noble  Lord  ought  to  tell  in  favour  of 
the  petitioners.  Great  Bedwin  had  sent 
Members  to  that  House  in  all  times ;  it 
had  returned  many  persons  who  had 
greatly  distinguished  themselves,  and  it 
had  never  been  convicted  of,  or  even 
charged  with,  corruption .  He  knew,  that  the 
noble  Lord  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
not  to  punish  ;  but  he  could  not  subscribe 
'  to  the  new  doctrine  upon  the  subject,  as 
*  to  whether  the  elective  franchise  was  pro- 
\  perty  or  not.    He  was  not  prepared  to 


treat  the  claims  of  those  who  had  so  long 
exercised  that  franchise  as  of  no  value. 
To  that  new  doctrine  he  could  not  sub- 
scribe, especially  when  he  found  a  differ- 
ent doctrine  maintained  by  all  the  great 
authorities  in  political  matters.  Before 
hon.  Members  adopted  it,  he  would  advise 
them,  particularly  the  younger  ones,  to 
res^d  over  the  Debates  in  the  Haqse  of 
Lords  in  the  case  of  Cricklade.  In  tho«Q 
Debates  they  would  find  the  judgment  of 
Lord  Mansfield,  of  Lord  Thurlow,  and  of 
Lord  Loughborough,  all  against  the  new 
doctrine.  Those  distinguished  authorities 
were  opposed  to  each  other  in  politics,  but 
they  ail  agreed  in  this  great  principle, 
that  to  meddle  with  the  rights  of  an  elec- 
tor, except  in  a  case  of  urgent  necessity 
and  offence  being  proved,  was  an  act  of 
the  grossest  injustice.  With  those  author- 
ities before  him,  he  must  be  excused  if  be 
did  not  bend  to  the  new  lights  upon  the 
subject.  Mr.  Fox,  too,  held  the  same 
opinion,  as  was  proved  by  his  speeches 
respecting  Shoreham  and  Aylesbury,  and 
those  opinions  he  maintained  during  his 
life.  With  respect  to  Mr.  Pitt,  he  was 
aware  that  some  passage  had  been  quoted 
from  the  speeches  of  that  great  man,  with 
a  view  of  shewing  that  he  justified  the 
seizure  of  the  elective  franchise ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Bankes)  contended,  that  the  entire 
speeches  of  Mr.  Pitt  would  produce  a 
very  different  impression.  Mr,  Pitt  s  great 
caution  entirely  precluded  the  reformers 
of  the  present  day  from  saying,  that  they 
followed  in  his  steps.  And  who  were  the 
persons  who  opposed  the  modified  and 
cautious  doctrine  of  Mr.  Pitt  ?  Why  Mr, 
Sheridan  and  the  Whigs  of  that  day[  who 
contended  for  the  inviolable  right  to  the 
elective  franchise  of  every  party  possess- 
ing it,  unless  such  party  forfeited  it  by 
misconduct.  When  Mr,  Pitt  proposed  his 
scheme  of  disfranchisement,  he  accompa- 
nied it  by  a  plan  of  compensation.  [Mr. 
Alderman  WaiihTnan  exclaimed  "  money, 
money  ?"]  The  hon.  Alderman,  the  mem- 
ber xox  London,  wished  the  House  to 
know,  perhaps,  that  he,  the  hon.  Alder- 
man, was  in  it,  and  not  asleep.  He  would 
so  far  oblige  the  hon.  member  for  London, 
as  to  announce  to  the  House,  that  he  was 
in  the  House,  and  actually  not  asleep — 
that  although  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  had  spoken 
for  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  his  speech 
had  not  operated  on  the  bon.  member  for 
London,  to  use  that  hon.  member's  own 
expreMiOQ;  as  a  sudorific^  but  had  actually 
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aliowed  him  to  continue  perfectly  awake. 
He  bad  appealed  to  every  Member  who 
via  not  ao  bound  and  fettered  aa  to  be 
forbidden  to  exerciae  his  judgment  and 
dncietion,  and  he  was  willing  to  believe, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  the  city  of  Lon- 
don was  among  the  number  of  those  who 
were  stiU  mi  liberty  to  act  in  this  import- 
ant BMtter,  according  to  tbeir  conscien- 
tious oonviction.     He  admired  the  intelli- 
gence   and    the    spirit    of   the  city  of 
London,  but  be  must  say,  he  thought,  if 
the  reports  abroad  were  correct,  that  a 
spirit  of  despotism  was  growing  up  among 
the  elective  body  of  that  city,  which  he 
was  astonished  to  dnd  there,  and  which 
he  was  not  less  astonished  to  fiud  sub- 
mitted to.     He  admitted  the  great  claims 
of  the  city  of  London  to  respect  and  to 
admiratioB,  and  he  did  so  freely  and  un- 
heaitatiogly,  in  order  to  render  unneces- 

Saay  repetition  of  the  lecture  which 
been  read  so  strangely  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Newport.  Much,  however, 
as  he  admired  the  conduct  of  the  citizens  j 
of  London  upon  many  occasions,  he  could 
not  forget,  that  in  the  time  of  Cromwell, 
10,000  of  them  had  signed  petitions  call- 
ing tor  the  abolition  of  the  bench  of 
Bishops ;  and  that,  some  ten  years  after, 
when  Cromwell  was  feasted  by  the  city, 
and  his  secretary  remarked  how  popular 
the  Protector  and  all  his  acts  were,  as 
was  proved  by  the  shouts  of  the  citizens, 
Cromwell  replied,  ''The  citizens,  ten  years 
hence^  would  shout  just  as  much  to  see 
you  and  me  going  up  Holborn-hiil  to 
Tyburn/'  And  time  proved  Cromwell  to 
be  no  bad  judge,  for  in  teu  years  came  tlie 
Restoration,  and  then  the  citizens  of  Lon- 
don became  the  loyal  and  loving  subjects 
of  a  King.  The  interruption  of  the  hon. 
Alderman  would,  he  trusted,  excuse  him 
with  tlie  House  for  making  these  remarks. 
The  boa.  Member  concluded,  by  repeat- 
ing a  summary  of  the  case  of  Great  Bed- 
win,  and  again  appealing  to  the  House 
for  its  support  of  the  instruction,  as  it  was 
in  conformity  with  the  professed  principle 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said^  tliat 
after  the  notice  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  taken  of  him,  it  would  appear  un- 
grateful on  his  part  not  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reply.  For  some  time  before  he 
interrupted  the  hon.  Member,  he  perceived 
that  what  he  was  driving  at  was  compen- 
sation [''  No,*'  ].  Members  might  say  No, 
but  ho  fftid  Ye«».    Hit  iatenuptioa  bad 


unfortunately  induced  the  hon.  Member 
to  distress  the  House  witli  a  very  desul- 
tory account  of  what  bad  been  done  in 
the  city  on  former  occasions.     The  hon. 
Member  had  addressed  all  his  observa- 
tions to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.     He  was 
wearied  with  these  eternal  discussions, 
and  he  believed  that  there  was  no  man  of 
common  sense  in  the  country  who  was 
not  as  well  acquainted  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  as  the  hon.  member  for  Corfe 
Castle.      What    did   the    hon.   Member 
mean  by  expressing   a  hope   that  hon. 
Members  had  not  given   pledges  which 
would   prevent  them   from  expressing  a 
fair  opinion   with    respect   to    the   Bill? 
When  the  hon.  member  for  Corfe  Castle 
spoke  of  pledges  —  when  he  said,  that 
those  who  voted  for  this  Bill  entered  the 
House  bound  by  pledges,  did  that  asser- 
tion, supposing  it  to  be  well-founded,  in  any 
way  invalidate  the  conduct  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers {     When  a  gentleman  put  forth  an 
advertisement  in  a  newspaper  to  his  con- 
stituents, did  he  not,  in  that  advertise- 
ment, pledge  himself  to  pursue  some  par- 
ticular line  of  conduct,  and   to  support 
some  particular  principle  ?     He  had  come 
into  the  House,  because  he  had  declared 
that  he  was  favourable  to  Parliamentary 
Iteform.     He  was,  in  consequence,  trium- 
phant, not  only   without   miluence,  but 
actually  against  influence.     He  was  sent 
to  that  House  because  his  principles  were 
well   known.      When   at  the   lust    elec- 
tion he  came  forward,  invited  by  a  number 
of  merchants,  bankers,  traders,  and  other 
rcs|)ectable  persons,  he  was  not  called  upon 
for  any  plcd^^c,  because  his  past  conduct 
and  his  straightforward  principles  were  well 
known.     His  constituents  well  understood 
what  his  opinions  were,  and  their  know- 
ledge of  those  opinions  caused  him  to  be 
elected  to  sit  in  that  House.     Was  it,  then, 
becoming — was  it  decent— for  the  Mem- 
ber who  represented  a  rotten  borough   to 
say,  that  those  who  were  sent  from  im- 
portant places  to  sit  in  that  House,  came 
there    under   impro|X2r    pledges  —  came 
there  fettered  and  shackled  ?     He  would 
ask,  were  those  who  made  such  charges 
free    from     fetters  —  were     they     un- 
shackled?     He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentlaman  of  what  occurred  to  an  hon. 
Colleague  of  his,  on  a  recent  occasion, 
when  he  was  called  to  account — ay,  and 
rightly  called  to  account  —  for  a  certain 
proceeding  in  that  House  ?  Why  was  this  ? 
Beeauw  bis  hon.  Colleague  appeared  ia  .' 
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that  House  to  speak  the  sentiments  of 
a  large  and  intelligent  constituency,  while 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  came  forward 
as  the  Representative  of  Corfe  Castle.    It 
was  very  unlikely,  therefore,  that  he  would 
be  called  to  account.     For  his  part,  he 
was  perfectly  convinced  of  the  urgent  ne- 
cessity of  Parliamentary  Reform,  and  in 
accordance  with  that  feeling,  he  was  de- 
termined  to    give   his   vote   against  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    Though  he  was  in  a  delicate  state 
of  health,  which  had  sometimes  prevented 
him  from  attending  the  House  recently, 
still  he  was  proud  to  say,  that  he  was  pre- 
sent at  those  eight  memorable  and  respect- 
able divisions  which   took  place  a    few 
mornings  since,  and  had  it  cost  him  his 
life  on  that  occasion,  he  would  gladly  have 
sat  through  such  another  night,  to  insure 
the  success  of  this  measure.     Those  who 
returned, the  hon.  member  for  Corfe  Cas- 
tle, he  would  not  dignify  with  the  name  of 
electors.      They   were    no  electors,    for 
they  had  no  freedom  of  will.     And  when 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  compensation, 
be  should  be  glad  to  know  what  he  meant. 
Did  he  mean  compensation  to  those  poor 
individuals  who   were    obliged   to    elect 
whomsoever  might  be  proposed  to  them  ? 
No,  the  hon.  Member  meant  compensa- 
tion to  the  borough-proprietors,  compensa- 
tion  to  those  who  could  nominate  Members 
to  sit  for  boroughs.    Those  individuals  who 
preyed  on  the  rights  and  properties  of  the 
public,  the  hon.  Member  would  compen- 
sate, and  no  others.     These  parties  want- 
ed compensation,  and  why  ?   Because  they 
procured  situations  by  means  of  that  cor- 
rupt influence  to  which  this  Bill  would  put 
an  end  ;  and  being  deprived  of  that  which 
they  never  ought  to*  have  enjoyed,  they 
modestly|called  for  compensation.     These, 
however,  were  not  private  rights  to  be  used 
for  private  purposes;  but  public  rights  to 
be  exercised  for  the  public  good  ;  and  in 
such  a  case  to  talk  of  compensation  was 
monstrous.     When  they  saw   twenty   or 
thirty    electors    returning   Members    for 
Marlborough,  while  such  places  as  Man- 
chester and  Birmingham  were  without  Re- 
presentation, he  thought  that  it  was  the 
height  of  insolence  and  arrogance  in  the 
proprietors  of  boroughs  to  call  for  the  per- 
petuation of  such  a  system  unless  com- 
pensation were  allowed  to  them.     In  his 
'^  opinion,  the  whole  of  the  topics  which  had 
\  been  brought  forward  were[mere  matters  of 
\  digressioDi  involyiDg  a  wasteful  expenditare 


of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  intended 
solely  to  delay  the  measure.  It  was  not 
his  intention^  originally,  to  have  addressed 
the  House,  but  he  could  not  avoid  doing 
so,  in  consequence  of  the  personal  observ- 
ations which  the  hon.  member  for  Corfe 
Castle  had  addressed  to  him,  when  an  ex- 
clamation had  involuntarily  escaped  him, 
on  hearing  the  hon.  Member  advert  to  com- 
pensation. He  hoped,  if  any  farther  at- 
tempts were  made  unfairly  to  delay  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  by  long  wire-drawn 
speeches,  that  the  House  would  meet  in 
future  at  ten  o'clock  each  morning. 

Mt,  George  BankeSy  in  explanation,  said, 
that  the  hon.  Alderman  had  wholly  mis- 
understood him.  The  hon.  Alderman 
asked  what  he  i,Mr.  Bankes)  meant  by 
compensation  ?  If  the  hon.  Alderman, 
instead  of  interrupting  him,  had  heard  the 
whole  of  the  sentence  which  he  had  so 
strongly  attacked,  he  would  have  found, 
that  so  far  from  calling  for  compensation, 
he  was  contending  that  compensation  was 
wholly  out  of  the  question. 

Lord  G.  Lennox  observed,  that  after  the 
attacks  which  had  been  made  on  him  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Corfe  Castle,  who 
had  asserted  that  individuals  had  been 
sent  into  that  House,  so  far  fettered  that 
they  could  not  give'an  honest,  and  upright, 
and  conscientious  vote,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
decided  duty  manfully  to  say  **  No "  to 
that  proposition.  He  would  boldly  assert, 
that  he  was  no  more  fettered  than  was  the 
hon.  member  for  Corfe  Castle.  He  was 
returned  to  that  House  by  the  free  votes 
of  a  large  and  numerous  constituency  in 
the  county  of  Sussex,  while  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  sent  into  Parliament  by 
the  bought  voters  of  Corfe  Castle.  So 
long  as  the  hon.  member  for  Corfe  Castle, 
rose  to  make  attacks  on  him,  he  would 
most  certainly  repel  them,  and  that,  too, 
with  all  the  indignation  which  he  was  sure 
every  individual  who  then  heard  him 
would  feel,  if  thus  attacked  themselves. 
He  was  not  bound  like  the  hon.  Member, 
who  had  on  that  day,  in  Pall-mall,  rivet- 
ted  the  fetters  as  strongly  round  about 
his  arm,  as  he  had  previously  done  at  the 
time  of  his  election. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble for  that  House  to  come  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion,  if  the  business  were  carried  on 
in  this  irregular  manner.  With  respect 
to  the  question  immediately  before  dfem^ 
his  noble  friend  had  specifically  staled  the 
grounds  oa  which  Ministers  preferred  the 
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census  of  1821  to  that  of  1831.  They 
wished,  according  to  the  census  of  1821, 
to  disfranchise  certain  insignificant  bo* 
roughs,  where  the  population  was  under 
2,000,  and  he  beHeved,  that  the  returns  of 
1831  would  not  prove  any  of  them  not  to 
be  insignificant  and  inconsiderable.  If, 
however,  proof  to  the  contrary  could  be 
given,  it  might  be  adduced,  in  considering 
each  borough  of  the  Schedules. 

Mr.  A,  Trevor  contended,  that  the  po- 
pulation throughout  the  country  had  in- 
creased in  a  great  degree  since  the  census 
of  1821 ;  and  therefore  the  last  returns, 
not  those  made  out  ten  years  ago,  ought  to 
be  adopted.  He  was  convinced,  that  if 
this  were  not  done,  great  discontent  and 
dissatisfaction  would  be  felt  throughout  the 
country.  It  was  not  denied,  that  in  some 
places  belonging  to  Schedule  A,  the  popu- 
lation had  so  greatly  increased  since  1821, 
that  they  now  contained  more  than  2,000  in- 
habitants. Ministers  had  themselves  acted 
on  this  conviction,  for  they  had  transferred 
boroughs  from  one  schedule  to  another, 
and  Truro,  which  had  been  in  schedule  B, 
had  been  altogether  removed.  Where 
population  had  diminished,  they  had  also 
acted  accordingly.  The  noble  Lord  had 
stated,  that  the  census  of  1821,  was  taken 
to  prevent  any  charges  of  unfairness  or 
partiality.  He  did  not  think  it  was  acting 
fairly  to  take  those  returns  as  a  guide. 
For  his  part,  he  entirely  agreed  in  the 
reasoning  of  the  hou.  member  for  Corfe 
Castle,  which,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  went 
to  this  point — that  no  pledge  ought  to 
bind  hon.  Members  from  giving  due  and 
serious  consideration  to  the  proposition 
before  the  House.  In  taking  this  course, 
his  only  object  was,  to  benefit  his  constitu- 
ents and  the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  C.  Douglas  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  taking  the  census  of  1831,  in- 
stead of  that  of  1821.  A  reference  to  the 
large  county  which  he  represented  (Lan- 
arkshire), would  show  that  the  latter  re- 
turns were  inapplicable  to  the  present 
time.  A  single  towii  and  its  neighbour- 
hood had  increased  in  population,  since 
1821,  to  the  amount  of  more  than  50,000 
persons,  and  another  more  than  30,000. 
They  ought,  therefore,  to  take  the  latest 
and  most  correct  data,  when  they  were 
about  to  legislate  upon  such  important 
subjects. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  the  proposition  be« 
fore  the  House  was  so  plain  and  clear, 
and  it  was  founded  on  so  jnst  a  hms^ 


that  he  could  not  but  wonder  it  should 
have  given  rise  to  any  debate  whatever. 
It  was  most  extraordinary  that  the  House 
should  be  called  on  to  shut  its  eyes  to 
the  important  and  essential  fact  of  what  had 
occurred  with  respect'  to  the  popolatioa 
during  the  last  ten  years.  This  was  so 
plain  a  point,  that  he  would  not  dilate  fur- 
ther on  it,  but  would  shortly  address  him- 
self to  the  very  few  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced  against  the  motion.  It  was 
said,  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  ac- 
cede to  the  motion,  because  it  might  cause  a 
change  in  the  whole  basis  of  the  Bill  then  be- 
fore the  House.  Some  months  ago  that  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  he  could  see  no  reason 
in  refusing  the  present  motion,  because  there 
would  be  trouble  in  applying  the  measure 
to  a  new  set  of  data.  Was  it  possible,  that 
they  could  be  induced  to  overlook  the  oc- 
currences of  ten  whole  years  as  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  population,  on  account  of 
any  difficulty  that  might  exist  in  adapting 
a  new  set  of  data  ?  He  could  not  conceive 
it  possible,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  incapable  of  getting  the  necessary 
information  on  this  subject.  It  was  next 
asserted,  that  by  takmg  the  returns  of 
1831,  some  partial  unfairness  would  prob- 
ably be  committed.  But)  supposing  the 
returns  of  1831  to  be  partially  unfair,  was 
it  not  better  to  prefer  them  to  those  of 
1821,  which  were  universally  inapplicable? 
Were  they,  because  the  returns  of  1831 
might  here  and  there  be  erroneous,  to  take 
those  of  1 82 1 ,  which  were  uncertain  in  every 
single  case  ?  Next,  it  was  asserted  that  these 
motions  were  solely  made  for  the  purpose 
of  creating  delay  and  gaining  time.  He 
did  not  think  it  worth  his  while  to  answer 
such  an  argument.  At  the  same  time  he 
would  say,  that  when  a  measure  was  in 
troduced,  of  which  he  entirely  disapproved, 
he  did  not  exactly  know  how  far  his  de- 
sire to  preserve  parliamentary  decorum 
ought  to  arrest  his  efforts  in  endeavouring 
to  prevent  its  completion.  Unquestion- 
ably those  who  were  opposed  to  it  had  a 
right  to  go  to  the  end  of  their  tether  in 
endeavouring  to  defeat  it.  He  knew,  that 
those  who  did  so  might  destroy  their  cha- 
racters in  certain  quarters — they  might  de- 
stroy that  influence  which  they  had  pre-  - 
viously  possessed  —  but  he  felt  that  a 
really  good  measure  would  always  be  ap«  i 
proved  of  by  honest  and  discerning  men  ;  ■ 
and  in  his  opinion,  it  was  fair  to  defeat  a  j 
bad  one  by  every  means  within  the  reach  * 
of  its  opponents.    If  that  fanciful  fo« 
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reigner  who  had  been  to  ofien  referred  to 
in  the  earlier  pul  of  tliesc  debatei,  should 
maTk  the  cxttftoidinary  course  vhicb  they 
were  now  punulng,  he  would  be  verjr  ^t 
to  lay,  that  great  aa  might  be  our  akiil  tn 
a^t,  Kienofl,  aiul  literature,  we  h^d.  with 
refbreoce  to  kgiflative  wiadotn,  much,  verjr 
mnch  to  learn. 

The  Houie  then  divided,  when  tb«  num- 
ber* appeared  as  followi ;  Ayea  169 ; 
Now  244 — Minority  against  the  Motion  75. 

LUl  of  the  Majority. 
Adam,  Admiral  C.  Dixon,  J. 
Adrauc,  U.  J.  Doyle,  Sir  M.  K.  C. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Dundiu,  C. 

Altbftrp,  Viscounl  Dundai,  Sir  R.  L. 

Aaday,  Sir  J.  D.  Dundu,  J.  C. 

Baiubridse,  E.  T-  Easthope,  J. 

Baring^  Sir  T.  Ebrington,  Lord 

Belftut,  Earl  of  EUice,  E. 

Benelt,J.  Ellis,  W. 

Bendnck,  Lord  G.  Etnsll,  R. 

Berkeley,  Captain  Erani,  Colonel 

BBraal,R.  Evaii»,w.  B. 

Danntd,  Thomas  Eran*,  W. 

Blake,  Sir  F.,  Bart.        Ewart,  W. 
Blamire,  W.  Ferguson,  Sir  R. 

Blankney,  W.  Ferguson,  R.  C. 

Blant,  Sir  C.  Filsgibbon,  H.  H. 

BDdklD,J.J.  Foley,  T.H. 

Bouverie,  Hon.  O.  P.     Folkes,  Sit  W.  J. 
Bo]ile,Uan.J.  Foiter,J. 

Brayen,  T.  Urabam,  Sir  J.  R.  G. 

Briscoe,  J.  f .  Graham,  Sir  S. 

Broi^am,  W.  Grant,  C, 

Brougham,  J.  Granl,  R. 

Browne,  J.  Grattan,  J. 

Browne,  D.  Oreene,  T.  G. 

Brownlow,  C  GroaTenor,  Hon.  U. 

Buek,  L.  W.  Hawkins,  H. 

BuU«.  J.  W.  Handley,  W.  F. 

Bulwer,  E.  £.  L.  Uarcourt,  G.  V. 

Bulwer,  H.  I..  Harty,  Sir  R. 

Banhury.SirH.  E.         Harvey,D.  W. 
Bnrke,  SirJ.  Hen  age,  O.  F. 

BuztOD.T.  F.  Ufwwood,  B. 

Calvert,  Nicholson         Uobhoiue.J.  C. 
Caiter,  J.  B.  Hodges,  T.  L. 

CaTCodish,  W.  Hodgson,  J. 

Chapman,  M.  L.  Home,  Sir  W. 

Chajtor,  W.  R.  C.  Hort,  Sir  W. 

Chichester,  Sir  A.  Uoskint,  K. 

Chichester,  J.  B.  P.       Howard,  W. 
CUra,  E.  B.  Howard,  P.  H. 

Cmdock,S.  Howard,  R.  ' 

CianpLoo,  P.  C.  Hudson,  T. 

Cite*ev.  T.  Hughes,  J. 

Hogbes,  W.  H. 

Hume,  J. 

Hunt,  H. 

Hntchinson,  J.  H. 

Innes,  Sir  H. 

Jwnes,  W. 

Pepb*oQ,C.D.a 
Ijeralogbun,  U.  V.  S. 


BiU/or  Eaglaiuir- 
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)   Cnnliffe,  O. 

Cnrteis,  H.  P. 
,  Da*iM,  T. 
•  Dawson,  A. 
I'  DeniMa,  J.  B. 

IDMiifOD,W.  J. 

i,E>«lUMa,SiiT. 


Johnston,  A< 

Johnstone,  Sir  J.  V. 

Job  n  a  tone  jj.  J.  H, 

Kennedy,  T,  F, 

King,  E.  e. 

King,  Hon.  A. 

Knight,  H.  G. 

Knox,  J.  H. 

lAbguchere,  II. 

Lamb,  Hon.  G. 

Lambert,  H. 

LansslOD,  J.  II. 

Lawley,  F. 

Leader,  N.  P. 

Lee,  Lee 

LafevK,  C.  S. 

L«gb,  T. 

Lgmoo,  Sir  C. 

Leonard,  T,  B. 

Leonoi,  Lord  W. 

Lennox,  Lord  J.  G. 

Lester,  B.  L. 

Littleton,  E.J. 

l/xh,  jmaes 

Lopes,  Sir  R.  F. 

Lushing  ton.  Dr. 

Maberly,  W.  L. 

Maberiy.J. 

MacBuley,  T.  B. 

IUaakaniie,J.A.  S. 

Mackintosh,  Sir  J. 

Mangles,  J. 

Uarjoribanks.  S. 

Marryatl,  J. 

Marsliall,  W. 

Martin,  J. 

Maule,  Hon.  W. 

Mayhaw,  W. 

Milbank,  M. 

Hild[aay,P.  St.  John 

MilU,  John 

Milton,  Viscount 

Morpeth,  Viscount 

MonsoQ,  J. 

MulliDs,F. 

North,  F. 

Norton,  C  F. 

Nowell,  A. 

Nugent,  Lord 

O'Connell,  D. 

O'Connell,  M. 

0*Grady,Uon.Col.S. 

Ord,  W. 

OisoT)-,  Earl  of 

Palmer,  General 

Palmer,  C.  F. 

Pamell,  Sir  H. 

Payne,  Sir  P. 

Pelhara,  C.  A.  W. 

Palmenton,  Viscount 

Pendarvii,  £.  W.W.     Warr«,J.A, 

Penlease,  J.  S.  Wason.W. 


PhUlips,  G.  R. 
Ponsonby,  Hon,  G. 
Power,  R. 
Poynti,  W.  S. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Bice,  T.  S. 
Rickford.  W. 
Rider,  T. 
lUdley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robarls,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  George 
RofainsoD,  G.  R. 
RoopoT,  J.  B. 
RoiB,H. 
Kumhold,  C.  B. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
RusseU,  Lord  W. 
Russell,  John 
Rutlifen,  E.S. 
Sandhrd,  E.  A. 
Schonawar,  G. 
Scott,  Sir  B.  D. 
Sebright,  Sir  J, 
Skipwilh.SirGray 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Sm'itit,  J.  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  Hon,  R. 
Spence,  G. 
Spencer,  Hon.  Capi. 
Stanhope,  Capt-ft.  H. 
Stephenson,  H.T. 
Stanley,  J. 
Stanley,  E.  G.  S. 
Stewart,  Sir  H. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Su-icklaod.G. 
Strutt,  E. 

Sluarl,  Urd  P.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 
Tati  stock.  Marquis 
Thickness,  R. 
Thompson,  Wm. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  Col.  K. 
Trowbridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tuflon,  Hon,  H; 
Tyote,  C.  K. 


■l>ote,  C 
•rttell,  C 
Venablei 


'enables,  W. 
Vere,  J.  H. 
Vernon,  G.J. 
'Vernon,  G.  IL 
Villien,  Frederick 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waithman,  H. 
Warburton,  H. 


Penrhyn,  £. 

Petit,  Louis  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
PhtUips,  C.  M, 


Watson,  Hon.  R. 

Wey  land,  Major  R. 

Whiibtead,  W.  H. 

White,  S. 
White,  Colonel  U, 
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Whitmorey  W. 
WUde,  T. 

Williams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Willoughby,  SirH. 
Wood,  Colonel  T. 
Wood,  J. 
Wood,  C. 


Wood,  Mr.  Aid. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wysc,  T. 

TELLlftS. 

DuDcannon,  Viscount 
T^Dpyson,  C, 


List  of  the  Minority* 


A*Court,  E,  II. 
Alexander,  J. 
Aiitrobus,  G.  C. 
Arbuthnot,  Hon.  CoL 
Arbulhnot,  G.  H. 
Arehdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  Hon.  J* 
Atkins,  J. 
Attwood,  M. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Balfour,  J. 
Bankes,  W. 
Best,  Hon.  W.  S. 
Blair,  W. 

Brecknock,  Earl  of 
Brogden,  J. 
Bruce,  C.  C.  L. 
Brydges,  Sir  J. 
Buller,  Sir  A. 
Burge,  W. 
Bnrrard,  G. 
Buxton,  J.  J. 
Capel,  J. 

Chandos,  Marquis  of 
Cholmondeley,Ld.  II. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  R.  K. 
Clive,  Henry 
Cockbum,  Sir  G. 
Cole*  Lord 
Conolly,  Colonel 
Cooke,  Sir  H.  F. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H, 
Croker,  J.  W. 
Gumming,  Sir  W. 
Curson,  R. 
Cust,  E. 

Davidson,  Duncan 
Dawkins,  J. 
Dawson,  G.  R. 
Domyille,  Sir  C. 
Douglas,  Hon.  C. 
Douglas,  W.  R.  K. 
Douro,  Marquis  of 
Dowdeswell,  J.  £. 
Drakei  T.  T. 
Drake,  W.  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dundas,  R.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Enoombe,  Lord 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fane,  Hon.  H.  S. 
Ferrand,  W. 
Forbeii  Sir  C, 


Forrester,  Hon.  C. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gordon,  Hon.  Cap.W. 
Gordon,  J.  £. 
Goulbum,  H. 
Graham,  Marquis  of 
Gnmston>  Lord 
Grant,  Sir  C. 
Grant,  F.  W. 
Handcock,  R. 
Harris,  G. 
Herbert,  E.C.IL 
Herries,  J.  C. 
Hodgson,  F. 
HoU& worth,  A.  H. 
Holmesdale,  Visct. 
Holmes,  Wm. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hope,  J.  T. 
Howard,  F.  G. 
Hulse,  Sir  C. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  II. 
Jenkins,  R. 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W. 
Jolliffe,  Colonel  H. 
Jones,  T. 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Kemmi8,T.A. 
Kenyon,  Hon.  L. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knight,  J.  L. 
Knox,  J.  J. 
Lascelles,  Hon.  W. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lefroy,  Dr.  T. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lewis,  T.  ?. 
Lovaine,  Lord 
Lowther,  Hon.  H. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Luttrell,  J.  F. 
Lyon, D. 
Lyon,  W. 
Maokillop,  J. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Maitland,  Viscount 
Maitland,  A, 
Malcolm,  Sir  J. 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Maxwell,  H. 
Mexborough,  Earl  of 
Meynell  Jd. 
MiUer,  W.  H, 


Smith,  S. 
Smith,  A* 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  C. 
Stormont,  Viscount 
Sugden,  Sir  E.  B. 
Trench,  Colonel 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Tullamore.  l,ord 
Valletort,  Viscount 
Vaughan,  Sir  R. 
Villiers,  Lord 
Vyvan,  Sir  R. 
West,  F.  R. 
Wetherell,  Sir  C. 
Weyland,  J. 
Williams,  IL 
Wortley,  Hon.  J.  S. 
Wrangham,  D.  C. 
Wyndnam,  W. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wynn,C.  W.G. 
Wynne,  J. 
York,  Joseph 

TELLERS. 

Mackinnon,  C. 
Bankes,  G. 


Murray,  BirG. 
Nortli,  J.  H. 
Pearse,  J. 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Peel,  W.  Y. 
Peel,  Edmund 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberton,T. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Perceval,  S. 
Phipps,  E. 
Picot,  G.  G.  W. 
Pollington,  Viscount 
Porchester,  Lord 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  R. 
Priogle,  A. 
Rae,  Sir  W. 
Rocheford,  G. 
Rogers,  E. 
Ross,  C. 
Ryder,  G.  D. 
St.  Paul,  Sir  H. 
Scarlett,  Sir  James 
Scott,  Sir  Samuel 
Severn,  J.  C. 
Shelley,  Sir  J. 
Sibthojpe,  C.  D.  W. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Reform  Bill,  Mr.  Beraal  in  the 
Chair. 

On  the  question  being  put,  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Appleby  stand  part  of  the  clause, 

Lord  Maitland  said,  that  so  much  had 
been  already  stated  on  the  subject  of  this 
borough,  tqat  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  many  observations  on  the 
question,  beyond  those  which  had  been 
slightly  touched  on  in  the  course  of  the 
former  discussions.  In  the  borough  of 
Appleby  the  right  of  voting  was  by  bur- 
gage tenure,  and  the  borough  extended 
over  a  considerable  portion  of  the  two 
parishes  of  Appleby  St.  Lawrence,  and 
Appleby  St.  Michael.  The  jurisdiction  of 
the  Mayor  and  Corporation  was,  however, 
acknowledged  in  tne  whole  of  the  two 
parishes,  and  all  licenses  were  granted 
under  their  authoritv.  He  was  able  to 
prove  these  facts  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  and  being  sure,  that  the  population 
of  these  two  parishes  amount^  to  some 
hundreds  more  than  the  number  of  total 
disfranchisement,  he  thought  be  was  doing 
his  duty  to  the  House  and  to  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  borough,  by  moving  that 
Appleby  be  taken  out  of  schedule  A,  and 
placed  m  schedule  B. 

Lord  John  Ru$seU  was  of  opinion,  ha 
should  be  able  to  satisfy  the  House  that 
the  borough  of  Appleby  had  not  he&a  un« 
fairl;  treated^  by  being  placed  in  schedule 
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A  rather  than  in  schedule  B.  The  Go- 
vernment had  endeavoured  to  render  the 
line  they  felt  it  necessary  to  draw,  as  fair 
as  possible ;  but  there  were  some  boroughs 
in  which  it  happened  that  the  borough 
and  the  parish  were  so  placed  together,  that 
they  found  themselves  unable  to  adhere 
rigidly  to  their  original  intentions.  During 
the  last  Parliament  it  was  represented  to 
them,  for  instance,  that  the  Members  for 
the  borough  of  Buckingham  were  Mem- 
bers also  for  the  parish  in  which  Bucking- 
ham is  situated ;  and  they,  therefore, 
found  it  necessary  to  admit  the  popula- 
tion of  the  parish  to  be  included.  So  also, 
upon  inquiry,  it  was  found  thatTamworth, 
and  one  or  two  other  places,  could  plead 
the  same  ground  of  exception,  and  their 
claims  were  allowed.  It  was  extremely 
difficult,  the  House  must  see,  to  draw  a 
perfect  line ;  but  there  was  a  material  dif- 
ference between  the  case  of  a  borough 
which  formed  the  principal  part  of  a  parish, 
like  Buckingham,  and  a  borough  which 
extended  into  two  parishes,  like  Appleby. 
The  House  would  at  once  see,  that  there 
was  a  material  distinction  in  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  line  between  a  borough  which 
comprised  two  parishes,  and  a  borough 
which  extended  into  two  parishes.  Wher- 
ever any  great  abuse  of  the  principle  could 
be  pointed  out,  the  Government  were  anxi- 
ous to  acknowledge  and  rectify  it ;  but  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with  him, 
when  they  heard  the  real  facts  of  the  case, 
that  Appleby  was  not  entitled  to  be  ex- 
cepted. If  he  was  rightly  informed,  the 
state  of  Appleby  was  this  :  the  burgh  ex- 
tended into  two  parishes— one  part  of  it 
was  composed  of  a  portion,  but  not  the 
whole,  of  St.  Lawrence,  and  the  other  ex- 
tended into  St.  Michael's,  otherwise  Bon- 
gate,  a  very  large  parish,  going  in  one 
direction  from  the  borough  seven  or  eight 
miles,  and  being  altogether  fifteen  miles 
long.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  would  be 
a  very  great  abuse  of  the  principle  on 
which  they  proceeded,  if  they  permitted  a 
borough  of  this  kind  to  claim  to  be  ex- 
cepted on  account  of  the  parish  in  a  part 
of  which  it  happened  to  be  situated,  and 
joining  as  it  did  a  small  part  of  one,  and 
not  comprising  within  its  boundaries  the 
whole  of  the  other.  As  early  as  last  Jan- 
uary, the  Mayor  of  Appleby,  beiag  applied 
to  by  the  Government  to  answef  certain 
' .  questions  with  respect  to  the  burgh,  wrote 
'^a  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  say 
^  'that  <'  the  return  of  1831  did  not  state  the 


population  of  the  parishes,  but  of  the 
burgh,  some  part  of  which  extended  over 
the  parish  of  St.  Michael,  and  the  re- 
mainder of  which  was  in  St.  Lawrence ; 
but  as  the  boundaries  had  not  been  peram- 
bulated in  the  memory  of  man,  it  was  not 
in  his  power  to  state  positively  what  they 
were."  It  would  be  found,  from  the  re- 
turns of  1821,  that  the  population  of  that 
part  of  the  borough  which  was  in  St.  Law- 
rence amounted  to  824,  while  St.  Michael's 
had  108,  making  932.  But  by  the  return 
in  the  papers  just  laid  on  the  Table,  in- 
cluding the  letter  from  the  Mayor,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  population  of  the  borough 
in  St.  Lawrence  was  851,  and  in  St. 
Michael's,  or  Bongate,  203,  making 
1,054;  and  it  appeared  also,  that  the 
county  gaol  was  situated  in  the  borough  ; 
and  that  there  were  in  it  eighteen  pri- 
soners. He  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  make  any  allusion  to  the  number 
of  10/.  householders  which  were  to  be 
found  in  the  borough,  because  it  was  not 
expedient  to  take  them  into  account,  in 
considering  the  situation  of  a  borough 
which  did  not  come  within  that  line  of 
population  which  they  conceived  requisite  to 
establish  a  qualification  for  the  enjoyment 
of  the  elective  franchise.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, think,  that  Appleby  had  any  good 
right  to  complain  of  the  decision  of  Mi- 
nisters, as  the  right  of  its  inhabitants  had 
been  one  of  mere  burgage  tenure,  and  the 
borough  itself  had  been  for  a  long  time  a 
nomination  one,  at  the  disposal  of  two 
noble  Lords,  Members  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  No  hardship,  therefore, 
could  be  done,  except  to  those  two  indi- 
viduals ;  and  they  would  merely  be  de- 
prived of  a  right  which  they  ought  never 
to  have  enjoyed — the  borough  itself  being, 
from  its  size,  excluded  from  claiming  ex- 
emption from  disfranchisement.  He  con- 
ceived, therefore,  from  what  he  had  stated, 
that  the  justice  of  the  case  had  been  fully 
proved,  and  that  as  no  serious  doubt  could 
be  entertained  with  respect  to  the  popu- 
lation of  the  borough,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  require  no  further  evidence 
to  declare,  that  Appleby  must  stand  part 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  there  was  one  expres- 
sion fell  from  the  noble  Lord  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  which  gave  him  the  greatest 
satisfaction.  That  word  was  **  justice." 
The  noble  Lord  appealed  to  the  jostice  of 
the  case.  That  appeal  he  secooaed  most 
cordially ;  and  he  would  say  morei  that  if 
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any  Gentleman  in  that  House  had  a  doubt 
of  the  justice  of  the  claims  of  Appleby,  he 
did  not  lay  claim  to  his  vote.  He  rested 
on  the  justice  of  the  case,  .and  not  on  its 
expediency  or  its  policy.  Before,  however, 
he  touched  on  the  question  of  Appleby,  he 
entreated  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  a 
question  of  some  importance  which  he 
wished  to  put  to  him.  The  Population 
Returns  of  1831  were  most  valuable,  be- 
cause they  exhibited  the  population  of  the 
boroughs  and  the  parishes  distinct  from 
each  other.  Those  returns  were  not, 
however,  entirely  made  up  ;  but,  perceiv- 
ing the  population  of  Calne,  contrary  to 
the  general  rule,  to  be  lumped  together  as 
borough  and  parish,  he  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  possessed  any  return 
which  distinguished  the  population  of  the 
borough  and  the  parish,  and  what  was  the 
distinction? 

Lord  John  Russell  rose,  but  several 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  bench  called 
out  "  Don't  answer."  The  noble  Lord, 
however,  said,  in  a  low  tone,  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  Calne  except  what  he  found 
in  the  papers  on  the  Table,  which  were 
signed  by  a  person  of  whom  he  knew  no- 
thing. Those  papers,  he  believed,  were 
placed  there  on  the  motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  Croker  was  surprised  to  hear,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  no  information  on  this 
subject,  and  did  not  know  the  name  of  the 
person  who  signed  the  return,  although 
that  very  return  was  produced  by  Ministers 
as  an  additional  justification  of  their  Bill. 
If  the  noble  Lord  had  not  directed  his 
attention  to  Calne,  after  it  had  been  so 
particularly  called  to  it,  why,  in  the  name 
of  justice,  was  he  so  learned  on  the  subject 
of  Appleby  ?  Why  was  the  noble  Lord  able 
to  define  to  them  the  boundaries  of  St.  Mi- 
chael and  St.  Lawrence,  and  to  point  out 
the  situation  of  the  county  gaol  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Appleby,  and  yet  avow  himself  in 
utter  ignorance  of  any  thing  connected  with 
the  much-questioned  borough  of  Calne  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  had  made  no 
inquiries  with  respect  to  any  of  the  bo- 
roughs. He  took  the  population  as  he 
found  it  in  the  returns  ;  and  if  he  possess- 
ed any  information  on  the  subject  of  Ap- 
pleby, it  was  derived  from  the  statements 
furnished  at  the  request  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  the  noble 
Lord's  candid  and  just  friends  on  the  other 
side  had  counselled  him  not  to  give  any  re- 
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to  his  question,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
ad  already  attempted  two,  but  had  unfor- 
tunately left  the  matter  just  as  he  found  it. 
The  course  pursued  with  respect  to  Calne 
appeared  to  him  the  result  of  gross  igno- 
rance, or  of  blind  partiality.  Speaking  in  all 
honour  and  sincerity  [cheers  from  the  Mu 
nisterial  side.] — Did  the  other  side  objcel 
to  the  language  of  honour  and  sincerity  ? — 
He  would  say  again,  speaking  in  all  honour 
and  sincerity,  that  he  believed  the  noble 
Lord  had  taken  his  line  with  respect  to  Ap- 
pleby in  utter  ignorance  of  the  real  state 
of  the  case ;  he  believed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had   been    misled  by  the    mention 
of  the  name  Bongate,  and  that  he  had  no 
idea,  when  he  saw  Bongate  mentioned 
in    the   return,   that    under    that   name 
lurked  the  parish  of  St.  Michael's  Ap- 
pleby.     This  was,  indeed,  evident,  from 
the  course  adopted  throughout   by  the 
noble  Lord  with  reference  to   Appleby. 
When  the  noble  Lord  brought  in  the  first 
Bill,  he  stated  the  population  of  the  bo- 
roughs to  be  disfranchised,  and  among 
others  he  named  Appleby  as  having  a  po- 
pulation of  824  persons.     Now,  this  was 
exactly  the  number  of  persons  inhabitants 
of  the  borough  in  one  parish,  the  popula- 
tion residing  in  the  other — that  is,  bon- 
gate St.  Michael's — being  altogether  pass- 
ed over.  The  noble  Lord,  indeed,  admitted 
himself,  that  he  had  passed  over  the  other 
part,  under   the  name  of  Bongate;    for 
although  he  then  stated  the  population  to 
be  824,  he  now  admitted  the  population  of 
the  other  part  to  be  near  400.     There  was, 
however,  another  point,  of  much  greater 
importance,  connected  with  the  course  pur- 
sued  towards   the  borough    of  Appleby. 
In  the  Census  of  1811,  the  population  was 
classed  according  to  towns  and  boroughs. 
In  the  Census  of  1821,  it  was  taken  ac- 
cording to  parishes.     Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord,   when  he  selected  the  borough  of 
Appleby  for  disfranchisement,  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  turn  to  the  population  re- 
turns of  1811,  he  would  have  found  the 
following  entry : — "  Appleby   Borough — 
parish  of  St.  Lawrence,  parish  of  St.  Mi- 
chael's;" and   then   followed  a  return  of 
population  of  these  united  parishes,  stated 
together  under  the  head  of  Appleby — and, 
would  the  House  believe  it  ? — in  the  year 
1811,  the  population  was  large  enough  to 
carry  the  borough  far  beyond  the  noble 
Lord's  line  of  disfranchisement.  The  noble    j 
Lord  resisted  every  attempt  to  advance   | 
towards  the  population  of  the  present  day ;   ' 
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he  insitted  on  taking  the  returns  of  ten 

Eean  baok ;  and  how  was  it,  then,  when 
e  found  himself  at  fault  with  respect  to 
the  returns  of  1821,  that  he  never  thought 
of  looking  back  to  those  of  1811  ?  But 
the  noble  Lord,  to  remedy  these  anomalies, 
had,  it  seems,  recourse  to  some  supple- 
mentary information.  The  noble  Lord 
had  called  for  this  information  to  justify 
his  proceedings,  and  now  he  had  obtained 
it,  what  did  it  show?  Why  the  noble 
Lord's  inconsistency.  The  borough  of 
Malmesbury  stood  originally  in  the  sche* 
dule  A ;  it  did  not  happen  to  have  the 
requisite  amount  of  population,  because 
the  borough  was  separated,  in  the  return, 
from  the  parish.  It  was  at  first  returned 
aa  having  a  population  of  1,300.  The  new 
returns,  however,  showed,  that  both  Apple* 
by  and  Malmesbury  exceeded 9,000.  What 
was  done  by  the  noble  Lord  upon  this  T 
Did  he  reject  Malmesbury  ?  Oh  no  I  He 
granted  the  favour  to  Malmesbury^  which, 
under  the  very  Same  circumstances,  at  the 
very  same  timet  ^^^  upon  the  very  same 
principles,  he  refused  to  Appleby.  Then 
there  was  the  borough  of  Oakhampton; 
that  was  stated  in  the  old  return  as  having 
1,900  inhabitantSy  but  to  the  new  papers 
there  was  appended  a  note,  stating,  that  the 
entire  parish  contained  2,023  inhabitants. 
Upon  that  information  the  borough  of 
Oakhampton  was  transferred  from  sche- 
dule A  to  schedule  B,  l)ecause  it  had 
twenty-three  inhabitants  over  the  requisite 
number ;  while  Appleby,  which  had  600 
more  than  the  required  number,  was  utter* 
ly  banished  from  the  number  of  represent- 
ed boroughs.  There  was  another  case 
stronger  even  than  this ;  it  was  the  case  of 
a  borough  which  was  kept  in  all  the  vigour 
of  its  elective  franchise,  and  yet  which,  if 
justice  was  done,  would  be  transferred  to 
the  schedule  A,  and  Appleby  roust  be 
placed  in  schedule  B — it  was  the  borough 
of  Horsham.  He  particularly  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  case  of  this 
borough,  while  he  informed  them,  that 
Horsham,  which  preserved  its  number  of 
Members,  was  not  entitled  to  that  privi- 
lege in  fact,  and  was  only  in  a  situation 
to  retain  it  bv  another  misapplication 
of  the  same  rule  by  which  Appleby  was 
disfranchised.  In  the  Census  of  1821, 
the  borough*  and  parinh  of  Horsham 
were  returned  as  containing  4,570  Mem- 
^  hers.  Oh,  that  is  excellent!  thought  the 
.  noble  Lord;  but  then»  when  he  thought 
; '  so,  he  omitted  to  notice  what  was  stated 


ih  a  little  note  appended  to  the  return, 
namely,  that  the  parish  of  Honham,  in 
the  population  returns  of  1811^  was  fe«* 
turned  as  consisting  of  three  separate  divi^ 
sions.  That  note  ought  to  have  excited 
the  noble  Lord's  attention,  and  especially 
he  ought  to  have  considered,  that  as 
Horsham  was  kept  beyond  the  line  by  its 
three  divisions,  Appleby  ought  to  be  allow- 
ed the  same  advantage  with  its  two 
divisions.  This  was  the  return  in  181 1 ! — 
"Horsham,  the  borough  part,  1,774  inha- 
bitants ;  and  then  two  other  divisions,  the 
northern  part  containing  1 , 1 00  inhabitants, 
and  the  southern  part  930,  making  alto- 
gether 3,800  inhabitanu.'*  Would  any 
one  tell  him,  that  this  was  a  case  to  be  fa- 
vourably distinguished  fVom  that  of  Apple- 
by ?  In  the  one  and  in  the  other  the  po- 
pulation of  the  borough  was  less  than 
2,000 ;  and  in  both  was  raised  beyond 
the  limit  by  the  addition  of  the  parishes, 
yet  Horsham  was  to  have  its  two  Mem- 
bers, while  Appleby  was  to  be  wholly  dis- 
franohised.  Tne  return  went  on  to  aaj, 
"  The  increase  of  the  population  in  this 
parish  (of  Horsham)  is  to  be  attributed  to 
the  enclosure  of  800  acres  of  waste  land 
in  the  neighbourhood."  That  waste  land 
could  not  be  part  of  the  borough,  so  that 
that  excuse  could  not  be  set  up  in  favour 
of  Horsham ;  and  it  was  evident,  that  if 
the  distance  of  parts  of  the  parish  from 
the  borough  of  Appleby  was  a  reason  for 
the  disfranchisement  of  that  borough,  the 
distance  of  this  waste  land  from  Uie  bo- 
rough of  Horsham  was  a  reason  why  its 
population  should  not  be  taken  into  the 
account,  in  order  to  secure  to  that  borough 
the  possession  of  its  elective  franchise. 
What  could  be  said  to  this  by  those  who 
were  pledged  to  support  the  whole  Bill, 
and  the  whole  mistakes  of  the  Bill  ?  The 
case  was  still  more  remarkable  in  the  in- 
stance of  the  borough  of  Morpeth.  That 
borough  was  at  first  placed  in  the  sche- 
dule B.  The  population,  according  to  the 
Census  of  1821,  was  the  line,  the  Rhada- 
man  thine  line,  that  was  to  govern  the  noble 
Lord.  Still,  however,  the  noble  Lord  ad- 
mitted, that  there  were  mistakes,  and  these 
were  to  be  corrected ;  but  we  find,  that 
these  mistakes  can  only  be  corrected  on 
one  side  of  the  question,  not  on  the  other. 
Is  it  not  strange,  that  the  corrections  should 
be  made  in  cases  which  seem  to  belong  to 
the  Whig  interest,  and  that  the  errors,  the 
same  errors,  should  be  allowed  to  operate 
in  full  force  where  the  Tory  interest  was 
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nppoaed  to  prerail?  Bj  throwino^  in  the 
pviah  in  the  ctse  of  Morpeth,  though 
It  was  revised  to  be  thrown  in,  in  the 
cue  of  Appleby,  the  popolation  of  Morpeth 
was  increased  to  4,130,  and  remained 
in  the  (nil  enjoyment  of  its  electiTe  fran- 
cfaiae ;  while  Appleby,  beings  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  situation,  and  with  500 
more  inhabitants  than  Morpeth,  was  to  be 
utterly  disfranchised.  Men  were  some- 
times pat  to  sad  shifts,  when  they  were 
called  on  for  money  they  could  not  pay, 
and  so  they  were  when  they  were  called  on 
for  reasons  they  could  not  give — in  that 
situation  was  the  noble  Lord.  Surely  he 
would  not  think  of  telling  Appleby,  that  it 
was  a  mere  nomination  borough,  the  pro- 
perty of  boroughmongers-— all  borough- 
mongers ;  or,  if  he  did,  would  he  not  give 
the  same  answer  to  Tavistock  t  Why  not 
to  Malton?  Why  had  he  not  made  the 
same  allusion  to  the  borough  of  Calne-^ 
why  had  he  not  made  it  to  every  borough 
in  schedule  B,  and  to  several  other  lx>« 
roughs  not  in  any  schedule  at  all  ?  It  was 
not  worthy  of  his  candour  to  call  one  set 
of  boroughs  by  an  odious  name,  while  he 
suppressed  every  oflfensive  epithet  to  bo« 
roughs  similarly  circumstanced,  if  they 
happened  to  belong  to  his  own  friends. 
It  was  not  worthy  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
profess  that  Appleby  was  disfranchised, 
because  it  was  a  nomination  borough  when 
he  preserved  Malton,  Calne,  and  Tavis- 
tock, to  which  the  same  title  did  not  only 
DOW  belong,  but  would,  even  if  the  Bill 
should  pass,  still  belong,  and  in  some  in- 
stances, in  a  stronger  degree  than  at  pre- 
sent. The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
extent  of  the  parishes  of  Appleby,  as 
afibrding  some  reason  for  not  joining  them 
to  the  borough.  Thisargument  also  shewed 
a  want  of  candour,  equally  unworthy  of  the 
noble  Lord,  as  he  professed  to  destroy  the 
old  rights,  and  to  create  a  fresh  franchise 
of  the  most  extenffive  kind — so  extensive, 
— that  in  some  instances  he  must  travel 
seven,  ten,  twelve — nay  sixteen  or  seven- 
teen miles  from  the  borough  to  get  it  into 
operation.  The  noble  Lord  had  dealt  with 
different  places  in  a  different  manner, 
under  exactly  the  same  circumstances. 
He  put  one  borough  into  schedule  B,  and 
though  precisely  tht  same  principle  and 
the  same  circumstances  applied  to  other 
boroughs,  he  continued  them  in  schedule 
A.  The  noble  Lord  had  almost  said,  that 
because  the  same  facts  were  applicable  to 
the   borough    of  Appleby,  therefore    he 


would  not  extend  to  that  borough  the 
same  advantages.  These  were  not,  indeed , 
his  expressions,  but  they  were  neariy  so, 
and,  if^  not  the  very  words  of  his  speech, 
they  were,  at  least,  in  the  spirit  of  his 
argument,  and  were  in  perfect  conifisteiicy 
with  the  monstrous  conclusion  to  which  he 
had  arrived.  Whether  the  facts  he  (Mr. 
Croker)  had  ihus  stated  would  produce  the 
impression  he  expected  on  the  House,  he 
could  not  say ;  but  he  thought  that  lie  had 
done  enough  to  show  every  impartial 
mind,  [kear^  heaVf]  that  the  case  of  Ap- 
pleby was  one  which  imperatively  called 
on  the  Ministry,  even  on  their  own  princi- 
ples, to  change  it  from  its  present  situa- 
tion, and  place  it  in  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Carter  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  enjoyed  the  singular 
honour  of  continuing  that  strain  of  impu- 
tation on  the  motives  of  the  Ministers, 
which  had  indeed  been  begun  in  the  last 
Parliament,  but  which,  except  by  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman,  had  not  be^n  repeated  in 
this.  He  must  confessi  that,  in  hit  opi- 
nion, that  strain  of  imputation  was  totally 
unwarranted  by  the  facts.  He  asserted 
that  the  borough  of  Appleby  was  properly 
retained  in  schedule  A.  No  man  could 
look  at  the  papers  now  upon  the  Table  of 
this  House,  and  not  see,  that  by  the  census 
of  1821,  the  borough  ought  to  be  placed, 
where  it  was.  According  to  the  returns  of 
1821,  some  boroughs  were  placed  alone, 
and  in  some  the  boroughs  and  parishes  were 
united.  The  rule  was  clear  enough,  and 
the  special  cases  were  to  be  exceptions. 
Upon  hearing  the  observations  made  upon 
the  case  of  Appleby,  he  had  at  first  be- 
lieved that  that  Ijorough,  if  properly  re- 
turned as  to  its  extent  and  population,  in- 
cluded the  parishes  of  St.  Lawrence  and 
St.  Michael's ;  and  that,  by  omitting  to 
include  the  population  of  these  two  pa- 
rishes, the  return  of  1821  had  done  injus- 
tice to  this  borough.  But  the  people  of 
Appleby  themselves  did  not  pretend  to 
say,  that  the  return  wss  incorrect,  and  that 
that  of  1811  ought  alone  to  be  depended 
on. 

Mr.  Croker  had  not  intended  to  say 
that  the  return  of  1811  was  to  be  taken 
in  preference  to  that  of  1821. 

Mr.  Carter  had  so  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  so  must  every  one 
else.  The  return  which  he  had  looked 
into  showed  that  the  parish  of  St.  Law- 
rence and  the  parish  of  8t.  Michael  were 
only  touched  upon  by  the  boundaries  of 
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Appleby.  The  borough  was  not  included 
in  either  of  these  parishes.  When  a  bo- 
rough was  included  in  a  parish  the  Go- 
vernment, properly  enough,  took  the  popu- 
lation of  the  parish  as  the  standard,  but 
they  did  not  go  into  other  parishes.  The 
borough  of  Buckingham  contained  3,465, 
inhabitants  including  the  entire  parish  of 
Buckingham  ;  and  as  the  parish  included 
the  borough,  the  population  of  it  was  taken 
as  the  standard.  It  was  precisely  the  same 
with  the  borough  of  Oakhampton,  the 
population  of  which  only  amounted  to 
1,907;  but  the  parish,  which  included 
the  borough,  contained  2,973,  and  was, 
therefore,  taken  to  be  entitled  to  one  Mem- 
ber. It  was  the  same  with  Morpeth,  the 
single  parish  of  which  contained  4,792 
inhabitants,  although  the  borough  itself 
was  less  populous  ;  but  then  the  borough 
was  contained  within  one  parish  alone. 
The  same  was  the  case  with  Tamworth,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  would  be 
able  to  testify;  and  the  same  rule  had 
brought  the  borough  of  Horsham  within 
the  benefit  of  the  exception  provided  by 
Ministers.  There  was  no  inconsistency  in 
this,  and  the  facts  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  made  his  charge  hav- 
ing been  found  insufficient,  the  imputa- 
tions he  superadded  must  certainly  fall  to 
the  ground. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  said,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  imputation  of  motives,  he 
could  fearlessly  assert,  that  a  noble  per- 
sonage, hitherto  supposed  to  be  the  patron 
of  the  borough  of  Horsham,  would  gain 
no  advantage  from  the  change.  He  be- 
lieved that  he  could  no  longer  reckon  on 
his  seat  being  secure,  through  influence 
at  least,  for  there  were  now  two  gentle- 
men canvassing  that  borough.  He  would 
say,  however,  that  if  ever  there  was  a 
noble  Lord  who  had  willingly  made  per- 
sonal sacrifices  of  political  interest,  it  was 
the  noble  person  to  whom  he  alluded. 

Mr.  H.  Gurney  thought,  that  no  reason 
had  been  adduced  for  not  transferring 
Appleby  to  schedule  B.  Its  population 
entitled  it  to  such  a  distinction,  for  that 
population,  fromtime  immemorial,  included 
the  parish  of  St.  Michael,  as  well  as  of  St. 
Lawrence.  There  was  a  deed  still  in  ex- 
istence, under  which  a  Lord  of  Appleby, 
in  the  reign  of  William  2nd,  bestowed  the 
church    patronage    of   Appleby  on    the 

^ .  Abbey  of  York,  in  which  deed  the  parishes 
of  St.  Michael  and  St.   Lawrence  were 

I  \  spoken  of  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  town- 
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ship  of  Appleby,  with  this  distinction — 
that  the  former,  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
entirely  cut  off,  was  made  to  take  prece- 
dence of  the  latter,  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  admits  to  belong  to  the  borough. 

Colonel  Davies  wished  to  deal  justice 
impartially  to  the  borough  of  Appleby,  as 
well  as  to  every  other  borough.  What  he 
wished  to  be  informed  of  was,  whether  the 
limits  of  the  borough  and  town  were  co- 
extensive. For  his  part  he  looked  to 
substantial  justice,  which,  he  conceived, 
was  only  to  be  done  by  considering  the 
limits  of  the  town.  As  to  Horsham,  he 
confessed  he  thought  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  giving  it  the  elective 
franchise,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  a  case 
was  made  out  for  depriving  it  of  the 
franchise.  He  was  against  admitting 
the  rural  population  in  any  case,  and 
submitted,  that  the  constituency  belonging 
to  the  boroughs  themselves  was  the  only 
question  to  be  considered.  He  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  if  his  noble  friend  (Lord 
John  Russell)  could  inform  him  what  was 
the  population  of  the  town  of  Appleby, 
without  any  reference  to  the  limits  of  the 
borough. 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  in  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Davies),  that  the  parish 
of  Appleby  St.  Lawrence  contained  851 
inhabitants,  whilst  the  parish  of  Appleby 
St.  Michael  contained  203,  making  a  total 
of  only  1,054  in  the  town  of  Appleby.  To 
make  up  the  number  of  2,600,  stated  as 
the  amount  of  the  population,  it  was  ne- 
cessary* to  go  into  the  country  parts,  for 
the  town  contained  nothing  like  2,000 
inhabitants.  In  applying  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
have  been  glad,  in  many  instances,  to 
take  the  population  of  the  towns  only,  but 
it  often  happened  that  the  limits  of  the 
borough  did  not  take  in  the  whole  town, 
and  they  were,  therefore,  obliged  to  take 
the  population  of  the  borough  and  parish 
together.  In  no  instance,  however,  had 
the  country  parishes  been  given  to  a  town, 
which  was  what  was  contended  for  in  the 
present  instance.  As  he  was  on  his  legs, 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  on  the  charge  of 
partiality  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Croker.)  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  alluded,  with  much  humour, 
to  Calne  and  Horsham  having  been  taken 
out  of  the  schedule,  and  being  boroughs 
under  Whig  influence.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  curiously  picked  out  those 
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two  Whig  boroughs  out  of  a  great  number. 
Id  fact,  there  were  thirty  other  boroughs 
to  which  every  one  of  bis  observations 
would  have   been   apph'cable;   but  with 
great  care  and   industry  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  avoided  a  reference  to  those 
boroughs  which  were  preserved,  and  were 
not  Whig.     He  wished  to  convey  an  insi- 
nuation that  those  boroughs  were  spared, 
at  the  expense  of  justice,  in  which  the 
Tory  interest  did  not  prevail.     Now  this 
insinuation  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  heard 
with  great  good  humour — he  was  not  at  all 
angry — for  however  deficient   in  official 
accuracy  the  statements  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  might  be,  the  charges  against 
them  were  so  extravagant,  that  he  felt  they 
need  not  mind  in  the  least  the  statements 
of  the  right   hon.  Gentleman.     Even   if 
these  statements  were  left  quite  unanswer- 
ed, the  right  hon.  Grentleman  could  never 
sacceed  in  persuading  the  House  or  the 
country,  that  there  was  one  rule  for  the 
boroughs  belonging    to  one  party,   and 
another  for  the  boroughs  of  the  opposite 
party.     Whatever  might  be  the  defects  of 
the  Billy  it  was  a  fair  measure  as  regarded 
all  parties. 

Mr.  Croker,  in  explanation,  remarked, 
that  he  had  not  mentioned  the  case  of 
Morpeth  only.  He  had  mentioned  the 
cases  of  Malmesbury  and  Oakharopton, 
before  he  had  said  a  word  about  the 
boroughs  of  Calne  and  Horsham. 

Lord  Encombe  did  not  rise  to  make  any 
charge  of  partiality  against  the  noble 
Lord ;  he  only  rose  to  ask  him  to  do  that 
act  of  justice  to  Appleby,  which  he  had, 
upon  the  application  of  its  inhabitants, 
done  to  the  borough  of  Truro.  That 
borough  contained  only  1,800  inhabitants, 
and  had  therefore  been  placed,  in  the  last 
Bill,  in  schedule  A.  The  inhabitants  had 
shown,  that  when  the  two  other  parishes  in 
that  town  were  taken  into  the  borough, 
the  population  of  that  town  was  upwards 
of  6,000.  The  noble  Lord  had,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  information,  taken  Truro 
out  of  the  schedules  altogether.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  would  apply 
the  same  principle  to  the  borough  of 
Appleby.  If  he  did,  he  must,  on  his  own 
principles,  transfer  it  from  schedule  A  to 
schedule  6. 

I-iOrd  Althorp  observed,  that  the  case  of 
Truro  was  not  a  case  in  point.  The  dif- 
ference between  the  case  of  Truro  and 
that  of  Appleby  was  this — the  borough  of 
Truro  extended  largely  into  two  parishes, 
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and  nearly  the  whole  of  the  population  of 
those  parishes  was  contained  within  the 
limits  of  the  borough,  whereas  in  Appleby 
the  borough  extended  but  a  very  small 
way  into  two  parishes ;  and  the  popula- 
tion, which  was  to  save  it  from  disfran- 
chisement, dwelt  not  in  the  limits  of  the 
borough,  but  in  the  rural  districts,  at  some 
distance  from  it.  Ministers  had  admitted 
the  rural  population  into  the  borough, 
where  only  one  parish  was  concerned,  but 
had  never  admitted  it  where  two  parishes 
were  concerned.  As  to  the  charge  of  par- 
tiality, it  could  not  be  imputed  to  Minis- 
ters in  this  instance,  for  Appleby,  as  far 
as  political  influence  went,  was  a  neutral 
borough. 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  assume,  that  the 
House  had  already  settled,  that  the  census 
of  1821  was  to  be  taken  in  preference  to 
that  of  1831,  and  that  all  towns  with  a 
population  under  2,000  were  to  be  wholly 
disfranchised.  He  would  therefore  discard 
those  two  points  from  his  argument,  as 
points  already  settled.  The  question, 
then,  for  his  consideration  was,  did  the 
exclusion  of  Appleby  from  the  elective 
franchise  fall  under  the  principles  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  He  believed,  that  the  facts 
of  the  case  were,  that  the  borough  part  of 
Appleby  contained  a  population  of  1 ,0/54, 
and  that  the  two  parishes  contained  a 
population  of  2,600  persons.  Now  the 
question  was,  shall  these  two  parishes  he 
combined  into  one  borough  ?  He  thought 
that  justice  would  be  more  effectually 
done  by  combining  these  two  parishes 
with,  than  by  separating  them  from,  the 
borough.  Let  the  Committee  consider  in 
the  first  place  how  the  jurisdiction  ran  in 
the  two  parishes.  He  understood  that 
the  corporate  jurisdiction  of  the  borough 
extended  all  over  the  two  parishes. 

Mr.  J.  Brougham  stated,  that  on  that 
point  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  misin- 
formed. The  jurisdiction  certainly  was 
not  the  same. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  one  of  the  evils  of 
which  the  Committee  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain was,  that  it  had  not  sufficient  inform- 
ation on  this  and  several  similar  points 
before  it.  He  was  given,  however,  to 
understand,  that  the  Coroner  for  the 
borough,  and  not  the  Coroner  for  the 
county,  took  inquests  in  these  two  parishes. 

Mr.  /.  Brougham  contradicted  this 
statement  also. 

Sir  R.  Pee/ stated,  that  the  interrupti  ms 
— not    unfair    interruptions — which    the 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  just  given  to  his 
observations,  convinced  him  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would  have  acted  much 
better  had  they  taken  the  advice  tendered 
to  them  on  a  former  occasion,  and  ap- 
pointed a  Select  Committee  to  ascertain 
facts  as  to  each  particular  borough,  in 
order  that  the  House  might  hereafter  de- 
cide upon  them.  He  scarcely  knew  how 
to  legislate  in  such  a  dearth  of  all  authentic 
information. 

Lord  Maitland  was  instructed,  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Mayor  of  Applei)y 
extended  over  the  whole  extent  of  l)oth 
the  parishes  of  St.  Lawrence  and  St. 
Michael,  and  that  the  licenses  for  pul)lic- 
houses  in  the  remotest  parts  of  both, 
always  came  from  the  Mayor  of  Appleby. 
Mr.  J,  Brougham  stated,  that  he  was 
otherwise  informed. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  thought  the 
Committee  must  now  perceive,  that  when 
it  refused  to  allow  evidence  at  the  bar,  in 
the  case  of  this  borough,  it  had  not  come 
to  a  very  prudent  decision.  When  the 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill,  agreed 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  have  Counsel 
in  this  case,  he  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  when 
the  case  of  Appleby  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, there  would  be  an  opportunity  of 
understanding  the  facts.  If  there  was 
any  other  way  of  getting  at  the  facts,  he 
(Sir  C.  Wetherell)  was  not  so  partial  to 
hearing  Counsel  at  the  bar  as  to  prefer  it 
to  all  other  modes ;  but  though  they  were 
now  in  Committee,  they  f/ere  (piite  in  the 
dark  as  to  the  facts.  It  was  a  most  ma- 
terial question,  whether  the  borough  juris- 
diction was  co-extensive  with  the  two 
parishes,  and  that  was  afhrmcd  on  one 
side,  and  denied  on  the  other,  by  persons 
equally  competent  to  decide.  The  result 
of  inquiries  which  he  (Sir  C.  Wetherell) 
had  made,  was,  that  the  jurisdiction  was  co- 
extensive ;  but  how  was  the  Committee  to 
act  without  further  information  ?  Gen- 
tlemen talked  of  justice  ;  but  how  was 
justice  to  be  done,  when  there  was  no 
means  of  solving  the  difficulty  arising 
from  opposite  and  contradictory  state- 
ments. They  were  now  trying  a  rotten 
borough  at  the  bar,  and  U|)on  the  ordinary 
principles  of  justice  it  should  stand  ac- 
quitted, its  guilt  not  having  been  proved  ; 
and  there  being  no  means  of  solving  the 
diflTicuIty  arising  from  contradictory  tes- 
t  timony.  The  C'onnnittee  were  railed 
I  upon,  howcverj  to    assume  against   the 


accused.  That  was  an  odd  sort  of  justice^ 
and  if  the  Committee  proceeded  upon  such 
a  principle,  it  would  be  an  odd  Court  of 
Justice — a  new  principle  of  justice,  adopt- 
ed by  a  Reformed  House  of  Commons, 
inverting  the  rules  of  evidence,  propriety, 
and  reason.  The  united  population  of 
the  two  parishes  connected  with  Appleby, 
it  was  admitted,  would  take  it  out  of 
schedule  A.  Now  he  could  see  no  dif- 
ference between  this  case  and  that  of 
Truro,  which  was  saved  by  adding  part  of 
a  parish  without  the  limits  of  the  borQugh, 
whilst  here  it  was  said,  they  ought  npt  to 
resort  to  any  parish  extension  of  ihc^ 
borough.  If  the  whole  population  Wfta  to 
be  taken  in  when  the  borpugh  touph^d  on 
one  parish,  there  was  no  reason  for  refi^s- 
ing  tq  take  in  the  whole  population  wliep 
the  borough  toi|ched  pn  two  parishes*  U 
was  a  distinction  without  a  difl^rppca. 
A  more  absurd  and  senseless  djai^inp- 
tion  he  copld  not  imagine..  Why  w^re 
they,  for  the  puF{K)sos  of  disfr^npl^JAer 
ment,  to  separate  two  component  parU  pf 
a  township,  when  so  m^ny  parishes. were 
tacked  or  spliced,  or,  he  was  about  to  say, 
married  together,  to  make  out  a  di^triftt 
which  was  to  return  new  Members?  In  the 
district  of  Finsbury,  for  instance,  there  was 
to  be  a  Turkish  polygamy  of  parishes.  This 
Bill  had  etfccted  extraordinary  unions.  It 
had  married — or  rather  it  was  to  marry — 
the  parish  of  St.  Giles  with  the  parish  of 
St.  George,  Hanover-square.  But,  with 
respect  to  the  principle  upon  which  it  pro- 
ceeded, that  was  one  thing  which  he  shoujd 
be  glad  to  hear  satisfactorily  explained. 
The  Bill  separated  a  population  in  order 
to  disfranchise  a  place,  and  united  differ- 
ent parishes  in  order  to  franchise  one. 
When  they  came  to  the  schedMlc  C,  I)e 
shotdd  enter  more  at  length  into  this  part 
of  the  Bill.  But  he  now  called  upon  the 
noble  I^rd  to  explain  why  by  one  rule  the 
Committee  was  desired  to  disfranchise, 
when  a  contrary  rule  was  adopted,  in  order 
to  create  franchisement  ?  The  worthy 
Alderman,  a  member  of  the  city  of  London 
(Mr.  Alderman  Thompson),  had  been  call- 
ed upon  by  his  constituents  respecting  the 
vote  he  had  given  when  the  subject  of  the 
borough  of  Appleby  was  formerly  before 
ihc  House.  The  city  of  London  had,  as 
it  were,  issued  a  writ  of  cafW%  to  take 
hold  of  his  body.  The  city  oi  I^ondpn  had 
arraiu:ned  him  in  their  Court  of  Justice, 
because  he  had  prnsuuied  to  desire,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  might  have  the 
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facts  of  the  case  upon  which  that  House 
vas  called  upon  to  do  justice.  What !  was 
the  city  of  London  to  be  so  degraded  in 
these  days  of  refiaement  and  novelty  as  to 
have  a  Representative  who  should  wish  to 
hsive  evidence  before  he  decided  ?  But  it 
had  been  intimated  to  the  worthy  Aider* 
inaii«  '*  Only  admit,  in  the  lan^ay^  of  the 
Ministers,  that  you  inadverteuily  came  to 
give  your  vote,  and  then  you  will  be  for- 
given for  desiring  to  have  these  facts 
before  you  upon  which  justice  only  could 
be  done/'  Talk  about  nomination  bo- 
rou;>hs,  indeed !  did  ever  any  thing  like 
this  transpire  in  the  nomination  boroughs  ? 
If  these  were  the  principles  upon  which  an 
unreformed  House  of  Commons  proceeded, 
what  would  take  place  in  a  aen^ocratic 
House  of  Commons  ?  If  the  members  of 
the  city  pf  liopdou  were  to  be  thus  treated, 
what  might  not  be  expected  from  the  rural 
popolation  of  London — from  the  popula- 
tion of  St. Giles Vin-the- Fields?  If,»n/^r 
siMBiua,  such  things  took  place,  what  would 
be  done  extra  mania  ?  What  principles 
should  they  not  have  to  encounter  ?  Bitter 
indeed  would  be  the  dominion  of  a  con- 
stituency so  formed ! — so  bitter,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  a  man  of  feeling 
and  high  principles  to  be  a  Member  of 
Parliament.  When  thev  came  to  the  evils 
of  schedule  C,  he  should  address  the  Com- 
mittee more  at  length ;  but  at  present  they 
were  only  just  commencing  the  evil  of 
schedule  A.  With  respect  to  the  boroughs 
of  Truro  and  Horsham,  they  had  been 
most  unjustly  retained  if  Appleby  were  to 
be  excluded.  He  thought  it  right  to  say 
what  he  had  on  the  present  occasion  ;  and, 
if  the  Committee  divided,  he  should  vote 
for  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  Charles  Lemon  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  the 
borough  of  Appleby  contained  as  large  a 
population  as  Calne,  Truro,  or  Horsham. 
He  would  leave  out  of  his  consideration 
the  first  and  last  of  these  places,  and  con- 
fine himself  to  Truro,  which  contained,  he 
knew,  nearly  7,000  individuals,  and  he  be- 
lieved no  hon.  Member  had  ve»tured  to 
assert,  that  the  population  of  Appleby,  even 
with  the  addition  of  two  adjacent  parishes 
amounted  to  that  number. 

Mr.  Attwood  observed,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate,  the  charge  of  partiality  on 
the  part  of  his  Maiesty's  Ministers,  in  the 
disfranchisement  ot  boroughs,  had  been  re- 
peatedly made; — and  not  without  good 
grounds.    At  the  outset  of  the  Debate, 


the  noble  Lord  refused  to  state  the  prin- 
ciples ui>on  which  he  proposed  to  regulate 
his  system  of  disfranchisement;  but  after- 
wards, on  being  pressed  for  an  explanation , 
he  said,  that  he  proposed  to  take  the  cen- 
sus of  1821  as  the  basis  of  his  plan;  ad- 
ding, as  his  reason,  that  he  thought  ho 
could  do  away  with  the  system  of  nomina- 
tion boroughs,  by  settling  the  rate  of  po- 
pulation which  should  give  the  franchise 
at  2,000  individuals.  When  he  heard 
that  the  destruction  of  nomination  bo- 
roughs was  the  professed  object  of  the 
noble  Lord*s  plan,  and  saw  that  the  bo- 
roughs of  Calne  and  Tavistock  were  not 
included  in  schedule  A,  the  charge  of  par- 
tiality seemed  clearly  supportable.  Tavis- 
tock was,  however,  a  borough,  he  believed, 
in  the  absolute  possession,  but  at  least  in 
the  possession,  of  the  noble  House  of  Rus- 
sell. Of  course,  no  inference  could  bo 
drawn  from  the  mere  fact,  that  Tavistock 
was  not  in  schedule  A  ;  but  when  other  bo- 
roughs appeared  there,  which  were  equally 
populous,  the  charge  of  partiality  assumed 
a  formidable  appearance.  He  would  pro- 
ceed, however,  to  the  consideration  of  the 
question  before  the  House.  A  few  even- 
ings before  a  petition  had  been  presented, 
praying,  that  evidence  might  be  received  al 
that  bar,  to  shew  why  the  borough  of  A))- 
pleby  should  not  be  included  in  schcdulo 
A.  This  request  was,  after  a  debate,  re- 
fused on  the  grounds  that,  if  it  was  acceded 
to,  any  other  borough  now  comprised  in 
the  Schedule  A  might  follow  the  sanio 
course,  and  pray  to  be  heard  at  the  bar. 
If  hon.  Members  had  examined  the  con- 
tents of  that  petition,  they  would  have 
seen,  that  the  circumstances  stated  in  it 
were  solely  applicable  to  the  borough  of 
Appleby,  and  to  no  other  borough  in  the 
kingdom.  What  was  the  special  prayer  of 
the  petition  ? — not,  that  some  adjoining 
parishes  should  be  added  to  the  borough, 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  it  a  right  of  re- 
turning Members,  but  that  two  parishes, 
which  wore  already  actually  part  of  the 
borough,  should  be  considered  in  the  cal- 
culation of  its  population.  It  was  denied 
that  these  parishes  were  part  of  that  bo- 
rough— and  why,  then,  not  receive  evi- 
dence on  that  point.  The  petitioners 
offered  to  prove  the  affirmative,  but  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  preferred  the  mere 
assertions  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  to  what  • 
might  be  elicited  on  oath  from  those  in-  ^ 
tinmtely  acquainted  with  the  borough.  The 
House  refused  to  hear  Counsel  for  Ap- 
D2 


71       Parliamentary  Reform--'      {COMMONS}  Bill  for  England—  72 


pleby,  although  they  listened  to  the  state- 
ments which  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Winch ilsea  thought  proper  to  make 
against  its  interests.  Now,  was  not  that  a 
very  unjust  proceeding? — Let  the  House 
for  a  moment  consider  what  was  this  hearsay 
evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
stated,  that  the  Magistrates  and  the 
Coroner  of  the  borough  had  no  concurrent 
jurisdiction  over  either  of  the  two  parishes 
proposed  by  the  petition  to  be  included 
in  the  census  of  the  aggregate  population. 
He  begged,  however,  to  state,  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  Recorder  of  that  borough, 
that  both  the  Magistrates  and  the  Coroner 
of  the  borough  of  Appleby  exercised  au- 
thority over  those  parishes.  The  former, 
and  the  former  only,  had  the  power  of 
granting  licenses — and  the  latter,  of  hold- 
ing inquests.  The  Magistrates  of  the 
county  had  no  power  whatever  to  grant 
licenses,  or  the  Coroner  of  the  county  to 
hold  inquests — and  if  the  House  would 
consent  to  hear  evidence,  these  points 
would  be  proved  at  the  bar.  Ougntthe 
House,  then,  to  take  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  when  it  could 
so  easily  arrive  at  the  true  state  of  the  facts 
by  granting  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  If, 
"without  hearing  evidence  on  these  points, 
the  House  decided  on  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  this  borough,  it  would  proceed  as 
if  it  were  wholly  regardless  of  the  principles 
of  either  justice  or  equity.  Another  point 
was  this — In  the  census  of  1821,  there 
was  a  manifest  error  in  the  return  of  the 
population  of  the  borough  of  Appleby. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  the  grounds  on 
which  he  abided  by  the  census  of  the  year 
1821,  and  it  was  as  correct  as  that  of  any 
other  year,  but  mistakes  could  not  be 
avoided.  The  petitioners  said,  "  We  can 
point  you  out  an  error  in  this  return, 
which,  of  course,  you  ought  to  get  re- 
medied." But  the  noble  Lord  refused  to 
do  that.  The  petitioners  said — **  Look  to 
the  census  of  1811  ;  there  you  will  find 
the  amount  of  population  correctly  stated : 
in  that,  the  error  of  which  we  complain 
is  not  committed."  They  merely  asked 
for  inquiry ;  they  did  not  object  to  the 
line  of  demarcation,  but  they  wanted  not 
to  be  precluded,  by  an  error,  from  having 
their  rights.  On  examining  the  census 
.  of  1811  and  that  of  1821~we  find  in 
the  former  the  population  stated  at  up- 
H  wards  of  2,000  souls,  and  in  the  latter 
I  at  1,300.  There  must  be  a  very  material 
I    and  palpable  error  in  one  or  the  other  of 


these  returns :  and  that  it  is  not  in  the 
return  of  1811,  the  petitioners  offered  to 
prove.  It  would  be  degrading  to  the  House 
not  to  take  means  to  correct  this  mistake. 
The  noble  Lord  stated,  that  he  proposed 
to  destroy  the  nomination  boroughs,  by 
enacting  that  no  borough  containing  a 
population  of  less  than  2,000,  according 
to  the  census  of  1821,  should  return  a 
Member.  This  line  he  laid  down  to  pre- 
vent charges  of  partiality  or  favour,  but  in 
the  case  of  Appleby,  he  turned  round  and 
said,  that  it  was  a  nomination  borough, 
and  should  therefore  be  disfranchised. 
This  clearly  proved,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  proceeded  on  no  settled  plan 
whatever,  but  enfranchised  or  disfranchised 
according  to  the  course  which  to  them 
seemed  best.  If  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
any  borough,  containing  a  population  to 
the  amount  of  2,000  individuals  was 
worthy  of  Representation,  this  borough 
ought  not  to  be  disfranchised.  If  the 
noble  Lord,  however,  took  away  Represent- 
ation from  this  borough  on  the  ground  of 
nomination,  let  him  do  the  same  thing  by 
every  other  borough  similarly  situated. 
Appleby  was  most  harshly  treated,  and  if 
there  was  a  division,  he  would  certainly  vote 
for  its  having  one  Member. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  was  desirous  of  knowing, 
whether  the  noble  Lord,  the  member  for 
Devonshire,  would  redeem  the  pledge 
which  he  understood  the  noble  Lord  gave, 
that  the  Committee  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  evidence,  if  they  were 
not  clear,  upon  some  of  the  facts  respect- 
ing the  boroughs  to  be  disfranchised  ?  He 
did  not  ask  for  Counsel  to  be  heard  at  the 
bar,  nor  did  he  wish  to  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  but  he  really  was  in  such  a 
condition,  after  listening  to  the  statements 
made  on  the  one  side  and  the  other,  and  he 
was  bound  to  declare  his  opinion,  he  really 
was  placed  in  such  a  condition,  as  to  be 
called  upon  to  vote  in  a  case,  of  the  facts 
of  which  he  was  really  ignorant. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  grounds  on 
which  he  had  formed  his  judgment,  were 
different  from  the  points  at  present  in  dis- 
pute. He  was  not  prepared  to  admit,  that 
if  it  were  proved  that  the  Magistrates  of 
Appleby  had  a  jurisdiction  over  the  two 
parishes  in  question,  the  consequences 
ought  to  be,  that  the  extent  of  those  pa- 
rishes should  be  included  in  the  population 
of  the  town.  This  was  an  individual 
question — the  only  one  in  which  the  po- 
pulation of  parishes  reachingout  of  a  town 
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to  a  very  great  extent,  could  be  included 
in  that  of  the  town  itself.  Although  the 
liberties  of  the  borough  Magistrates  should 
extend  over  this  parochial  jurisdiction, 
this  could  not  be  brought  as  a  proof  that 
the  town  itself  ought  to  be  so  extended. 
The  borough  of  Appleby  had  not  been 
stated  by  any  person  to  extend  over  these 
parishes.  It  was  impossible  to  accuse  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  of  partiality  in  this 
case,  for  there  was  no  motive  or  reason 
why  they  should  object  to  give  a  Represent- 
ative to  Appleby,  for  he  did  not  know 
Uiat  such  Representative  might  not  be 
quite  as  likely  to  agree  with  Ministers,  as 
with  those  who  opposed  them.  It  appear- 
ed to  him,  that  this  discussion  did  ap- 
ply to  a  borough,  in  the  case  of  which  no 
charge  of  partiality  could  be  brought 
against  Ministers.  The  case  of  Truro  was 
totally  different.  In  forming  an  entirely 
new  constituency,  it  was  necessary  to 
adopt  a  district  of  parishes  in  places  of 
a  great  extent ;  but  in  disfranchising  a 
town  of  no  consideration,  it  would  not 
be  made  more  considerable  by  including 
parishes  that  did  not  belong  to  it.  If  the 
House  adopted  the  motion  in  the  case  of 
Appleby,  it  would  be  taking  out  of  the 
county  of  Westmoreland  a  large  tract,  in 
order  to  form  a  new  constituency. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  in  answer  to 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  member  for  St.  Mawes, 
that  what  he  had  formerly  stated  was,  if 
the  Committee  found  it  necessary  to  have 
evidence  in  particular  cases,  the  Commit- 
tee might  direct  such  evidence  to  be 
produced. 

Mr.  Goulburn  contended,  that  upon 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  the  adjoining 
parish  of  St.  Michael  had  as  good  a  right 
to  be  included  in  the  borough  of  Appleby, 
as  had  been  the  case  with  other  boroughs, 
which  had  great  favour  shewn  to  them. 
The  principle  stated,  as  he  understood  it, 
was  this — that  if  two  contiguous  parishes 
contained  atiumber  of  inhabitants  next  to 
a  borough,  sufficient  to  prevent  that  bo- 
rough from  being  disfranchised,  that  it 
should  remain  in  either  schedule  B  or  C. 
But  it  was  now  said,  that  such  a  principle 
was  not  to  prevail;  and  he  asked,  could 
that  be  considered  an  act  of  justice  ?  He 
had  a  case  exactly  in  point ;  and  if  Truro 
were  not  admitted,  what  was  to  be  said  to 
Reigate,  which,  according  to  the  original 
Bill,  was  to  have  been  disfranchised,  aU 
though,  ia  the  amende  schedule,  it  was 


still  to  retain  a  Representative?  Why, 
but  for  the  junction  of  other  parishes  with 
Reigate,  it  never  could  have  been  so  fa- 
voured as  it  was  now  proposed  to  have  it. 
Now  he  begged  leave  to  ask,  if  Reigate, 
by  the  addition  of  the  adjoining  parishes, 
were  to  have  a  place  in  schedule  B,  why  not 
Appleby  upon  the  same  principle  ?  What, 
he  begged  leave  to  ask,  was  the  distinction 
between  them  ?  They  might,  perhaps,  have 
different  Christian  names  for  the  adjoining 
parishes,  but  whether  they  were  called 
St.  Michael's  or  St.  Leonard's,  the  facts 
remained  precisely  the  same.  He  would 
not  go  further  into  the  question ;  it  had 
been  sufficiently  argued  by  Members  on 
the  opposition  side  of  theHouse,  and  nothing 
had  been  satisfactorily  urged  against  their 
reasoning,  either  by  the  Ministers  or  their 
supporters.  Even  upon  the  principles 
admitted  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell),  it  was  quite  clear,  that  where  a 
borough  had  in  a  contiguous  parish  suffi- 
cient inhabitants  to  reach  the  number  of 
2,000,  such  a  borough  should  not  be  con- 
demned to  a  total  disfranchisement. 

Lord  Milton  considered,  that  townships  . 
should  not  be  confounded  with  parishes  * 
I  in  this  case,  although  the  principle  had  * 
been  enlarged  as  to  the  towns  of  Buck-  ; 
ingham  and  Aylesbury.     The  charge  of  I 
partiality  which  had  been  made  in  the  se-  i 
I  lection  of  favoured  boroughs,  he  must  re- 
!  pudiate,  because  Appleby,  as  was  stated,' 
i  stood   in  two    distinct   parishes,    neither  J 
j  having  much,  if  any,  connection  with  each- 
other.     In  many  parts  of  England,  the  ju- 
risdiction of  Coroners  particularly,  only  ex- 1 
tended  to  certain  townships,  so  that  the* 
existence  of  such  a  jurisdiction  in  a  neigh-* 
bouring  parish  could  have  nothing  to  dal 
with  the  question.    If,  under  such  circum^* 
stances,  the  Ministers  violated  the  prin^ 
ciple  which  they  had  laid  down,  he  should* 
much  regret  it ;  and,  according  to  his  pre-/ 
sent  impression,  he  must  vote  for  the  dis* 
franchiseraent  of  Appleby. 

Lord  Eastnor  said,  though  there  wen 
distinct  officers,  still  there  was  but  on- 
parish  church.  ;  » 

Mr.    Alderman   Waithman  could  sy/  • 
of  Reigate,  that  the  second  parish  was  \   K 
little  connected  with  the  borough,  that     *,, 
ought  not  to  have  preserved  it  from  d*  i 
franchisement. 

Sir  J,  Scarlett  considered,  that  wh  \i 
the  neighbouring  parish  contained  a  poj  • . 
lation  larger  than  the  borough  town,  s^  ^ '  | 
borough  should  not  be  disfranchised'  ^  ' 
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the  total  number  of  the  population  came 
up  to  the  standard  of  2,000.  He  had  had 
a  forty  years*  acquaintance  with  the  bo- 
rough of  Appleby;  and,  without  saying  a 
word  against  the  experience  of  any  other 
Gentleman,  he  must  observe,  that,  looking 
at  the  three  roads  to  that  borough,  through 
Penrith,  Temple  Sowerby,  and  Shap  Fell, 
he  did  not  know  if  the  existence  of  any 
oth^  parish  could  be  found,  except  in  St. 
Michael's,  which  was  immediately  conti- 
guous to  the  borough  of  Appleby.  After 
all,  he  could  safely  say,  looking  to  all  the 
analogous  cases  upon  the  subject,  that  he 
could  not  see  any  satisfactory  reason  why 
the  ancient  borough  of  Appleby  should  be 
deprived  of  a  Representative  in  Parlia- 
ment. Even  upon  the  principle  laid  down 
by  the  Government,  that  contiguous  pa- 
rishes should  be  included  in  the  borough, 
he  was  fully  persuaded  that  injustice 
would  be  committed,  if  this  motion  were 
negatived. 

Mr.  James   Brougham  knew  Appleby 
well,   and  he  had  the  testimony  of  the 
Under-sheriffof  the  county  to  state,  that  the 
present  population,  within  one  mile  round 
from   the  centre  of    Appleby,    was  but 
1,500,  and  there  had  been  an  increase  of 
200  within  the  last  ten  years.    The  popu- 
lation within  the  borough  was  now  1,1 10, 
which,  allowing  for  the  increase  mentioned, 
would  prove  the  correctness  of  the  return 
of  1821,  which  stated  it  at  860.     In  ad- 
dition to  this  fact,  the  two   parishes  in 
which  Appleby  stood,  covered  a  space  of 
thirty-three  square  miles,  while  the  Mayor's 
jurisdiction  extended  over  only  100  acres. 
Sir  //.  Hardingc  said,  that  if  Appleby 
were  to  be  denied  a  Representative,  such 
a  place   as  East   Retford,    having  been 
thrown  open  to  the  hundred,  would  meet 
the  reward  of  corruption  by  continuing 
its  Members.     If  the  latter  place  were  to 
liave  two  Members,  why  deprive  Guildford 
iind  Dorchester   of  one  Member  each  ? 
^^uch  a  mode  of  acting  might  be  called 
fair  and  honest — perhaps  political — but  it 
fiiust  be  quite  clear,  that  neither  this  House 
nor  the  people  of  the  country  would  be 
;:itisfied,  until  an  impartial  hearing,  which 
vas  hitherto  denied  to  them,  should  be 
I  ad.     It  might  be  very  easy   for   feeble 
linds  to  destroy,  but    it  would  be   for 
lose  of  an  abler  mould  to  build  up  again. 
Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  if  he 
,.  id  had  his  way  in  the  case  alluded  to,  he 
..lould  have  transferred  the  franchise  of 
,  list  Retford  to  such  a  town  as  Birming- 


ham, but  the  abler  and  wiser  men  then  in 
the  Government  would  not  consent  to  it. 
So  much  for  the  great  minds  of  the  late 
Administration  and  their  supporters. 

Mr.  W.  Bankes  considered,  that  it  was 
beneath  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  legis- 
late in  the  manner  in  which  they  were  now 
proceeding.  In  any  well-ordered  and  de- 
liberative assembly,  they  should  have  facts 
to  guide  their  judgment.  Hete  ah  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  hear  such  facts ;  aild  he 
considered  that,  under  all  the  circutn- 
stances,  the  people  of  Appleby  must  con- 
sider that  they  had  been  very  much  ill- 
treated  and  ill-used. 

Mr.  Croker  would  not  take  this  subject 
on  narrow  grounds  as  to  jurisdictions  in 
one  parish,  or  the  other;  he  would  not 
inquire  into  the  jurisdiction  of  a  church- 
warden here  or  a  Coroner  there,  or  a  par- 
ticular public-house  being  situate  within  a 
mile  or  two  or  three  of  any  given  borough  ; 
but  this  he  would  say,  that  as  two  parishes 
were  united  in  the  borough  of  Appleby, 
v/hich  two  parishes  contained  above  2,000 
itihabitants,  that  that  borough,  upon  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  Government, 
shoula  not  be  disfranchised.  This  was 
the  fair  and  honest  way  of  viewing  the 
subject,  and  he  would  certainly  vote  for 
the  continuance  of  Appleby,  at  all  events, 
in  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  not  imagine  why  Go- 
vernment should  consent  to  the  disfran- 
chisement of  this  borough,  considering 
that  the  testimony  on  which  they  acted 
had  been  so  conflicting  and  contradictory. 
He,  however,  would  vote  for  its  disfran- 
chisement, partly  on  account  of  its  being 
a  nomination  borough,  and  partly  because 
he  had  already  given  notice  of  a  mo- 
tion to  the  effect  that  every  householder 
paying  rent  and  taxes  should  be  entitled 
to  exercise  the  elective  franchise. 

Mr.  Attwood  rose  again  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  Morpeth  was  to  be  saved 
merely  by  adding  to  its  population  the  vil- 
lage of  Nctherby,  situated  fully  seven 
miles  distant  from  the  borough  itself. 

Lord  Milton  observed,  that  it  Was  but 
just  to  act  thus  with  regard  to  Morpeth, 
when  the  borough  of  Aldborough  Was 
saved  by  the  addition  of  the  population  of 
a  district  in  a  different  riding. 

Mr.  Croker  exclaimed,  "Do  we  then 
hear  the  allegation,  that  Morpeth  is  to  be 
saved  by  the  addition  of  a  chapelry  Seven 
miles  distant,  answered  by  the  admisstoa 
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Umt  AidboiDUgh  will  be  allowed  to  take 
credit  for  a  population  actually  situate  in 
another  riding?  and  do  we  hear  that  ad- 
mitted by  the  very  party  who  refuse  the 
franchi»e  to  Appleby,  on  the  pretext  that 
the  purish  by  which  it  could  claim  it  is 
six  or  seven  miles  in  length  ? 

The  Committee  then  divided — For  the 
Amendment  228  ;  Against  it  302 — Major- 
ity 74. 

The  original  Motion,  "  that  Appleby 
should  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  was  then 
put  and  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

List  of  the  Majority. 

[The  following  Membei-s  voted  in  the 
division  on  Appleby,  in  addition  to  those 
who  voted  in  the  former,  and  being  added 
to  the  majority,  at  page  5,  will  give  the 
Majority  in  this  division.] 

Anson,  Hon.  G.  Knight,  11. 

Acheson,  Vbcount  Lambert,  J.  S. 

Atherley,  Arthur  Lennox,  Lord  A. 

Bamett,  C.  J.  Littleton,  K. 

Bayntun,  Capt.  S.  A.  Lloyd,  Sir  K. 

Biddulph,  R.  M.  lAimlcy,  J.  S. 

Boyle,  liord  M^Namara,  W. 

Blunt,  Sir  C.  B.irt.  iVIoreion,  Hon.  H. 

Brabazon,  Viscount  IVl ostyn,  E.  M.  L« 

Burdelt,  Sir  F.  ()*Neill,  J.  B.  Jl. 

Burton,  IL  Osborne,  Lord  F. 

Byng,  G.  Paget,  Sir  C. 

Callaghan,  D.  I'aget,  T. 

Carendish,  C".  C.  l*onsonby,  Ilon.W.  F. 

C'haytor,  W.  R.  Price,  Sir  11. 

Chichester,  Col.  A.  Sheil,  R. 

DuDCombe,  T.  Sinclair,  G. 

Dundas,  IIon.T.  Smith,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  C.  Smith,  G.  R. 

Fergusson,  R.  Stanley,  Lord 

Fordwich,  Lonl  Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 

F'ox,  Licut.-Colonel  Stuart,  (Colonel 

Gillon,  W.  D.  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Gordon,  R.  Throckmorton,  R.  G. 

Guise,  Sir  B.  W.  Trail,  G. 

Gurney,  R.  Uxbridge,  Ix)rd 

Ilealhcote,  Sir  G.  Walker,  C.  A. 

Hill,  Lord  A.  Webb,  Colonel 

Ho^vick,  Lord  Western,  C. 

Hughes,  Col.  L.  Wilbrahara,  G. 

JeflFrey,  Rt.  Hon.  F.  Wilks,  J. 

Johnston,  J.  Wood,  Aid. 
Killeen,  Lord 

Hackney  Coaches.]  On  the  Motion 
of  Lord  Althorp  the  House  went  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Hackney  Coach  Acts. 

Mr.  Warburton  inquired,  whether  it  was 
proposed  to  allow  steles  to  ply  for  fares 
through  the  streets  of  London 'in  future  ? 

Lord  Althorp  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Colonel  Sibthotp  did  not  mean  to  im- 
pute any  blame,  or  charge  the  Commis- 


sioners of  the  Hackney  Coach  Office  with 
any  neglect  of  duty,  for  he  had  always  re- 
ceived the  greatest  attention  from  them  ; 
but  to  the  constitution  of  the  office  many 
objections  might  be  urged.  It  seemed,  at 
least,  to  be  useless,  for  no  efficient  regula- 
tions had  been  enforced  to  produce  good 
conduct  or  civihty  on  the  part  of  hack- 
ney-coachmen ancl  cabriolet-drivers,  who 
were  really  a  disgrace  to  humanity. 

Mr.  Goulburnhdid  had  many  communi- 
cations with  the  Commissioners  of  Hack- 
ney-coaches, and  he  must  acquit  them  of 
ail  blame  ;  yet  if  a  different  system  was  to 
be  pursued,  he  should  wish  to  know  be- 
fore what  tribunal  offenders  or  disputes 
were  to  be  brought.  Many  cases  occurred 
of  respectable  women  receiving  gross  and 
insulting  language  from  drivers  of  hackney- 
coaches,  in  which  case  they  were  frequently 
obliged  to  attend  police-offices,  and  reinaiu 
in  a  crowd  of  low,  worthless  people.  This 
was  a  matter  worthy  of  consideration,  and 
some  improvement  ought  to  be  made  in  this 
respect. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  felt  some  alarm  at. 
the  idea  of  the  Board  of  Hackney-coaclx 
Commissioners  being  dispensed  with,  foj* 
fear  they  might  be  called  on  for  superati^ 
nuation  to  these  gentlemen.  Knowing 
they  were  persons  who  had  been  well  paid 
for  what  they  had  done,  he  hoped  no  sueb 
attempt  would  be  made. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  the  conduct 
of  hackney-coachmen  was  frequently  vcr> 
bad,  and  that  some  means  were  requircc 
to  keep  them  in  order. 

The  following  Resolutions  were  agrcec 
to : — '*  That  the  duties  under  the  care  o 
the  Commissioners  for  licensing  Hackne 
Coaches,  and  now  payable  in  resj>ect  c 
Hackney  Coaches,  Chariots,  &c.,  shoul. 
determine  ;  and  in  lieu  thereof,  there  sha 
be   levied   and  paid  for   every  Hackno 
Coach  employed  within  the  distance  of  fiv 
miles  from  the  General  Post  Office,  in  tl 
City  of  London,  51. ;  and  in  respect 
every  such  license,  during  the  continuan 
thereof,  the  weekly  sum  of  lO**.  ;  That 
is  expedient  to  transfer  the  managemt  i 
of  the  said  Duties  on  Hackney  Coacl  • 
to  the  Commissioners  for  Stamps.''  i. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday f  July  20,  1831. 

MiNUTKS.]    Dill  committed ;  Queen's  Dower. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hsathcote«  an 
account  of  all  twenty-eight-gun  Frigates,  and  ten-gun 
Brigs,  at  present  in  the  Royal  Navy,  and  a  similar  account 
of  those  building :— On  the  Motion  of  Colonel  Sibthorp, 
of  the  number  of  Freeholders  in  F.ngland  and  Wales, 
who  have  Voted  since  1811 : — On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Ma  HON  of  the  number  of  Children  in  the  Charter 
Schools  of  Ireland,  for  the  years  1826  to  1830,  inclusive, 
distinguishing'.the  number  in  each  Year. 

Petitions  presented.    By  Mr.  Wolryciik  Whitmorr,  fW>m 
the  Merchants,   Manufiuiturers,  Bankers,    Traders,    and 
Inlmbitants  of  Glasgow  ;  of  Merchants,  Bankers,  and  Ship 
Owners  of  Hull;  and  of  Inhabitants  of  Muirkirk  (Ayr), 
for  a  Free  Trade  to  China.    By  Lord  Mandbville,  from 
the  Protestant  Inhabitants  of  Portadown,  against  the  Grant 
to  Maynooth  Collt^.    By  Mr.  Blamirb,  from  Inhabit- 
ants of  Cockermouth,  praying  that  Borough  may  be  taken 
out  of  Schedule  B  in  the  Rrforra  Bill.    By  Mr.  Arthur 
Trevor,  Arom  Free  Burgesses  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
praying  to  retain  their  Rights.    By  Mr.  Throckuorton, 
from  Berkshire,  praying  the  Elective  Franchise  may  be 
extended  to  all  Occupiers  of  Land.    By  Lord  Viscount 
Maitlawd,  Arom  Owners  and  Occupiers  of  Land  in  Had- 
dington, against  the  use  of  Molasses  in  Distilleries  and 
Breweries.     By  Sir  R.  Musoravr,  from  Householders  of 
Holy  Trinity,  Waterford,  against  any  further  Grant  to  the 
Kildarc     Street  Society.      By    Sir   Matthbw   Whitb 
Ridley,  from  the  ScienUfic  Society  of  Newcastle-upon 
Tyne,    against   all    Taxes  upon  Knowledge.     By    Mr. 
Brownlow,  from  Merchants  and  others,  Newry,  Ireland, 
praying  for  Compensation  for  Colonial  Property.    By  Mr. 
Heathcote,  from  Millers  and  Com  Dealers  of  Boston, 
against  the  Importation  of  Flour.    By  Mr.  Wilks,  from 
Walter  Hancock,  against  excessive  Tolls  for  Steam  Car- 
riages employed  on    Roads.      By  Major   Macnamara, 
from  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelate  and  Clergy  of  Galway, 
for  the  extension  of  the  Elective  Franchise  to  Catholics. 
By  Lord  Stormont,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Woodstock, 
against  the  Reform  Bill;  an  Hon.  Member  presented  a 
I'ctition  of  tlie  same  character,  from  Parishes  within  the 
Borough  of  Plympton  Earle.    By  Mr.  Brownlow,  from 
James  Girvin,  against  County  Assessments  (Ireland.) 

Molasses  in  Distilleries.]  Mr. 
ryrrcll  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Own- 
ers and  Occupiers  of  land  in  Bungay,  and 
i^nother  place  in  Sufiblk,  against  the  use 
>f  Molasses  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries. 

Sir  Henry  Bunbury  said,  this  subject 
tad  excited  great  alann  among  the  agri- 
ulturists.  They  feared  that,  by  allowing 
aolasses  to  be  used  in  the  way  proposed, 
reat  injury  would  be  done  to  them,  par- 
cularly  at  present,  when  the  maltsters 
ere  called  upon  to  pay  large  duties. 

Mr.  Briscoe  understood   the  effect  of 

e  plan  which  had  been  proposed  would 

<^    that  the  use  of  molasses   would  not 

\    ie  place  till  barley  had  risen  to  such  a 

.    cc  as  to  make  it  advantageous  to   im- 

J    >t    it.      The    consequence    would   be, 

t,  instead  of  importing  foreign  barley, 

distillers  would  use   molasses.     The 

•    ilation   was    intended,    therefore,    to 

i.     an  advantage  to  our  own  colonist  in- 

)  \d  of  the  foreign  agriculturist. 


Sir  Edward  Kerrison  was  decidedly 
of  opinion,  that  the  proposed  use  of  mo- 
lasses in  breweries  and  distilleries  would 
prove  ruinous  to  the  agricultural  interests. 

Mr.  Fyshe  Palmer  thought  the  proposi- 
tion which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House 
particularly  ill-timed,  as  they  had  in  a 
great  degree  just  got  rid  of  the  use  of  mo- 
lasses and  drugs  fbr  making  beer,  by  the 
operation  of  the  late  Act.  The  people 
had  now  a  comparatively  wholesome  be- 
verage, but  if  the  use  of  molasses  was  per- 
mitted, the  trade  would  again  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  drug  manufacturers.  A  more 
injurious  measure  could  not  have  been 
proposed,  and  he  trusted  the  Committee 
and  the  House  would  reject  it. 

An  Hon.  Member  thought  the  alarm  of 
the  agriculturists  was  without  foundation, 
it  was  proposed  only  to  allow  the  mo-  , 
lasses  to  be  used  when  barley  was  at  d4s. 
per  quarter,  and  when  that  was  the  case, 
foreign  barley  could  be  imported  at  a  re- 
duced duty.  The  proposition  was  recom- 
mended by  being  brought  forward  when 
the  consumption  of  barley  was  much  in- 
creased by  the  recent  extension  of  the  beer- 
trade. 

Sir  John  Newport  trusted  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  question  was  referred, 
would  look  with  extreme  jealousy  at  the 
proposed  attempt  to  introduce  molasses 
into  the  manufactures  of  spirits  and  beer. 
He  could  affirm,  that  spirits  produced  from 
that  article  in  the  country  with  which  he 
was  acquainted,  had  been  of  so  bad  a 
quality  that  it  was  not  drinkable,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  illicit  distillation  of 
whiskey  increased  to  such  a  degree,  that  it 
required  great  exertions  on  the  part  of 
Government  for  several  years  to  stop  it : 
and  he  was  afraid,  that  this  would  be  the 
result  of  the  present  attempt  again  to  allow 
the  use  of  molasses. 

Mr.  Irving  thought  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  premature,  when  a 
Committee  was  sitting  to  investigate  the 
whole  business. 

Sir  John  Newport  did  not  wish  to  pre- 
judge the  question,  but  he  considered  it 
necessary  to  recommend  the  House  to  look 
seriously  at  it,  in  a  point  of  view  which 
might  not  be  entered  upon  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Irvbig  knew  that  particular  point  to 
be  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  John  Wood  could  declare,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  that  it  was  pursu- 
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iDg  its  inquiries  in  a  diligent  and  impartial 
manner.     The  agriculturists  had  no  reason 
to  fear,  that  their  interests  would  not  be  at- 
tended to,  as  several  of  the  most  active 
Members  of  the   Committee  represented 
the  landed  interest.     One  fact  which  had 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  Committee 
vould  shew  that  the  prevailing  alann  was 
anfoanded.  Evidence  had  been  given,  that 
6,000,000    quarters   of  malt   paid   duty 
annually;     the  quantity  of  molasse^t  im- 
ported last   year  was  350,000   cwt,   the 
quantity  of  saccharine  matter  in  which 
would  equal  that  contained    in  220,000 
quarters  of  malt ;  if  that  quantity  was  alto- 
gether deducted  from  the  consumption  of 
5,000,000 quarters,  it  would  not  supply  any 
good  reason  for  alarm  on  the  part  of  the 
agriculturists.     Molasses   was  not  to  be 
used,  however,  until  barley  was  1/.   \As, 
per  quarter,  when  foreign  barley  would  be 
admitted.  The  consequence  would  be,  that 
molasses,  the  produce  of  our  colonies  would 
be  brought  in    competition  with  foreign 
barley  and  not  with  the  produce  of  our  own 
soil.     He  did  not  presume  to  anticipate 
the  decision  of  the  Committee,  in  which 
all  the  interests  concerned  were  fully  re- 
presented, but  only  wished  to  claim  for  it 
the  conlidence  of  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Harty  said,  great  alarm  pre- 
vailed that  the  proposition  would  produce 
material  injury  to  the  agricultural  interests 
if  carried  into  execution,  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped,  the  Committee  would  soon  relieve 
the  anxiety  of  the  country,  by  closing  its 
labours. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  the  present  dis- 
cussion in  anticipation  of  an  inquiry,  the  re- 
sult of  which  would  neither  bind  the  House 
Dor  the  public  to  adopt  the  conclusions 
of  the  Committee,  could  tend  only  to  per- 
plex the  whole  matter.  If  molasses  was 
allowed  to  be  used  under  the  existing  law, 
and  the  landed  interest  wished  to  inquire 
if  the  system  could  not  be  altered  to  the 
{general  advantage,  would  it  not  be  unfair 
to  refuse  the  inquiry  ?  The  principle  was 
exactly  the  same,  though  the  case  was  re- 
versed. The  West-Indian  interest  was  la- 
bouring under  severe  depression,  and  it  was 
but  fair  to  allow  it  to  endeavour  to  make  out 
their  case,  without  attempting  to  prejudice 
the  inquiry.  When  the  report  of  the  Com- 
miftee  was  presented,  the  House  would  be 
in  a  situation  to  enter  into  the  whole  merits 
of  the  question. 

Sir  John  Sebright  said,  the  alarm  felt 
» the  agricnlturai  county  which  he  repre- 


sented, and  which  was  the  chief  seat  of 
the  malting  trade,  on  account  of  the  pro- 
posed use  of  molasses  was  very  great,  and 
he  hoped  the  plan  would  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  they  had  heard  of  the 
landed  interest  and  the  commercial  interest, 
in  the  brief  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  but  nothing  had  been  said,  during 
the  discussion,  of  a  third  interest — the 
most  important  of  all— that  of  the  com- 
munity. It  might  be  worth  while  to  con- 
sider, whether  it  would  be  as  agreeable  to 
the  people,  if  their  beer  was  made  from 
treacle,  instead  of  malt  and  hops.  This 
was  the  point  of  view  in  which  the  ques- 
tion should  be  considered,  and  it  would 
not  conciliate  the  public  feeling  to  have 
treacle  used  in  breweries.  A  wholesome 
beverage  might  be  made  from  that  article, 
but  the  people  of  England  did  not  like  it. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  the  agitation  of 
the  question  had  created  so  much  alarm, 
that  malt  was  perfectly  unsaleable  at  the 
present  moment.  It  was  asserted,  that 
only  500,000  cwt.  of  molasses  could  be 
imported ;  but  would  not  the  worst  descrip- 
tion of  sugars  also  find  their  way  into  the 
breweries  and  distilleries?  Whatever  quan- 
tity of  either  might  be  used  must  dis- 
place an  equal  quantity  of  home  produce. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  it  was  for  the  interest 
of  all  parties,  that  no  further  irritation 
should  be  excited  by  incidental  discussions, 
tending  to  prejudge  a  question  at  present 
before  a  Committee  for  consideration.  The 
report  of  the  Committee  would  be  in  a 
short  time  before  the  House,  and  it  was 
not  a  candid  mode  of  proceeding  to  send 
abroad  reports  injurious  to  all  parties  in- 
terested. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Tyrrell  presented  similar  petitions 
from  Halesworth  and  Harleston. 

Sir  John  Sebright  said,  if  the  measure 
was  proceeded  with,  every  parish  of  Hert- 
fordshire would  petition  against  it. 

Reform.]  Colonel  Sibthorp  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  from  a  respectable 
gentleman,  living  in  the  county  of  Hert- 
ford, with  regard  to  the  opinions  prevalent 
in  his  neighbourhood  on  the  Reform  Bill. 
**  When  first  the  measure  was  introducd," 
said  the  writer,  "  we  were  as  hot  as 
pepper  in  its  favour,  but  we  have  much 
cooled,  and  now  believe  that  unless  it 
undergoes  great  modification,  it  will  prove 
highly  dangerous." 
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Sir  John  Sebrixjht  bore  testimony  to  tlie 
inaccuracy  of  the  statement  of  the  writer, 
and  stiid,  that  as  far  as  his  own  knowledge 
of  the  county  of  Hertford  went,  he  could 
speak  to  a  uniformity  of  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  Reform  Bill. 

East-India  Company's  Ciiarteh.] 
Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore  presented  a 
Petition  numerously  signed,  from  the 
British  and  other  inhabitants  of  Calcutta, 
praying  for  a  free  trade  to  China ;  and 
for  the  abolition  of  the  East- India  Com- 
pany's monopoly.  He  looked  upon  the 
petition  to  be  worthy  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  he  therefore  begged 
ledve  to  state  the  substance  of  it.  The 
petitioners  were  deeply  impressed  with 
the  conviction,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
remove  all  restrictions  which  prevented  the 
employment  of  British  skill  and  capital  in 
India  ;  that  such  restrictions  as  prevailed 
in  India  existed  in  no  other  colonies,  all 
of  which  were  exempt  from  so  injurious  a 
system,  and  that  the  resources  of  India 
could  never  be  fully  developed  until  they 
were  removed.  The  petitioners  remon- 
strated against  the  heavy  duties  imposed 
on  their  produce  in  the  markets  of  this 
country,  and  also  complained,  that  life 
and  property  were  not  adequately  secur- 
ed in  India.  They  laid  considerable  stress 
on  the  injurious  effects  resulting  from 
the  Government  monopolizing  the  China 
trade;  they  represented,  that  laws  were 
passed  affecting  their  interests  without 
their  knowing  any  thing  of  their  operation, 
until  they  were  carried  into  execution ;  and 
they  contended,  that  they  ought  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion 
with  rejjrard  to  such  laws  before  thev  were 
carried  into  effect. 

Mr,  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  this  great  sub- 
ject involved  so  many  important  questions, 
that  he  approved  of  the  resolution  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  not  to  enter  n{>on  a  dis- 
cussion with  regard  to  the  policy  pursaed 
by  this  country  towards  India,  the  whole 
of  which  was  then  under  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee,  from  which  a  report 
might  be  shortly  expected.  He,  how- 
ever, must  express  his  concurrence  with 
the  principal  part  of  the  contents  of  the 
petition,  and  particularly  with  that  part 
which  complained  of  the  injustice  of  the 
heavy  duties  levied  on  the  produce  of 
India  when  imported  into  this  country, 
while  the  duties  on  the  produce  of  this 
country  imported  into  India  were  very 


light.  But,  above  all  these  considerations, 
was  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  peo- 
ple over  whom  we  had  obtained  dominion. 
In  considering  the  question  of  the  proprie- 
ty of  permitting  the  resort  of  Europeans 
to  India,  it  ought  to  be  recollected,  that 
respect  to  the  customs,  laws,  and  even 
prejudices,  of  the  natives  must  be  observed. 

Sir  John  Malcolm  concurred  in  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Kirkcudbright,  but  he  deprecated  all 
discussion  which  was  likely  to  interfere 
with  the  deliberations  of  the  Committee 
then  sitting.  Its  report,  which  might  soon 
be  expected,  would  enable  the  House  to 
form  a  calm  and  deliberate  opinion  upon 
this  most  important  and  momentous  ques- 
tion. To  one  point  only  of  the  petition 
he  felt  it  necessary  to  refer  ;  he  alluded  to 
that  in  which  the  petitioners  complained 
of  the  want  of  security  to  life  and  property 
in  India.  He  could  hardly  imagine  such 
a  statement  was  contained  in  the  petition, 
and  he  could  not  allow  it  to  pass  without 
declaring  his  most  decided  conviction,  that 
there  was  no  foundation  for  the  assertion. 
In  discussing  questions  relating  to  India, 
the  House  must  consider  the  effect  their 
proceedings  were  likely  to  have  od 
100,000,000  of  human  beings,  whom  Pro- 
vidence had  subjected  to  our  rule. 

Petition,  with  several  others  of  a  similar 
nature,  from  various  places  in  Scotland 
and  England,  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  affairs  of  India. 

PosT-FRKE  Charity  Letters.]  Sir 
Robert  Bateson  held  a  Petition  in  his 
hand,  from  the  Ministers  and  Elders  of 
the  Irish  Presbyterian  Church,  commonly 
called  the  General  Synod  of  Ulster,  com« 
plaining  that  the  privilege  of  receiving 
their  letters  free  from  postage,  which  they 
had  long  enjoyed,  had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  charitable  and  religions  institu- 
tions of  Ireland,  and  praying  relief.  The 
petitioners  lamented  that  the  custom  of 
allowing  charitable  and  religious  bodies  to 
receive  letters  free,  had  been  altered  by 
the  present  Gtovemment.  They  were 
thereby  deprived  of  all  power  of  commu- 
nication with  each  other  on  charitable 
subjects.  They  were  aware  of  the  necea- 
sity  of  taxation  to  carry  on  the  Govern- 
ment, but  they  submitted,  charity  was 
the  last  subject  which  ought  to  be  ex- 
)K)scd  to  its  operations.  He  agreed  with 
the  petitioners,  and  knew  that  these 
alterations  had  been  attended  with  the 
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injurious  effect  of  stopping  all  communi- 
catioD  with  religious  bodies,  both  as  to 
infonnation  and  subscriptions.  The  reve- 
nae  derived  no  benefit,  as  the  answers  to 
these  communications  were  also  put  an  end 
to.  There  had  been  no  charge  of  impro- 
per uses  having  been  made  of  this  corre- 
spoDdence,  nor  could  there  be  any  such 
cnarge,  for  all  the  letters  went  thro  ugh  the 
office  open.  He  lamented  there  was  no  Mi- 
nister in  the  House  to  hear  the  observations 
he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  :  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  was,  that  the  House 
would  take  the  subject  into  consideration, 
and  give  the  petitioners  relief. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  thought,  the  pri- 
vilege had  been  cut  off  by  the  noble  Duke 
at  the  head  of  the  Post  Oflice  department, 
under  an  idea  of  reducing  the  public  ex- 
penditure. The  noble  Duke  had,  no  doubt, 
intended  well,  but  he  had  been  mistaken 
in  stopping  the  transmission  of  these 
letters,  for  the  first  object  of  the  Post 
Office  revenue  was,  to  fully  provide  for  the 
internal  communications  of  the  country, 
and  whatever  remained,  after  defraying 
these  expenses,  was  applicable  to  the 
public  services.  But  no  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ever  looked  upon  the 
Post  Office  revenue,  like  other  taxes  or 
impositions, and  great  inconvenience  would 
arise  from  the  order  now  issued.  No  loss 
would  be  sustained  by  permitting  the 
course  followed  so  long  to  be  continued, 
and  there  was  a  chance  of  gain  by  the  an- 
swers to  these  communications.  There 
were  many  societies  in  Ireland  which 
were  in  a  great  degree  supported  by  sub- 
scriptions from  England  and  Scotland, 
and  stopping  these  letters  would  stop  the 
subscriptions,  for  the  subscribers  would 
not  continue  them  unless  they  knew  how 
they  wxre  disposed  of.  Hitherto,  the 
details  and  accounts  had  been  transmitted 
through  the  Post  Office,  under  the  cover 
of  some  official  person,  and  no  abuse  had 
taken  place.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Al thorp)  whether  this  permission 
ou^ht  hot  to  be  revived. 

I^ord  Altfiorp  was  aware  that  complaints 
had  been  made  of  letters,  forwarded  through 
the  Post  Office  free,  by  charitable  institu- 
tions, having  been  discontinued.  But  the 
practice  was  contrary  to  law,  and  if  it  were 
wished  to  revive  it,  and  to  bestow  this 
privilege  on  any  society,  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment must  be  passed,  for  the  existing  law 
could  not  be  dispensed  wilh. 


Sir  Robert  Batcson  was  happy  to  hear 
the  reason  given  by  the  noble  Lord,  for 
the  novel  practice  introduced,  because  he 
hoped  the  noble  I<onl  would  introduce 
some  measure  to  remedy  it,  and  facilitate 
the  obtaining  a  scriptural  education  for  the 
people  of  Ireland,  which,  in  their  miserable 
state,  was  the  greatest  blessing  they  could 
obtain.  He  begged  to  ask  a  question  on 
another  point  connected  in  some  degree 
with  this — VVas  it  true,  that  letters  respect- 
ing the  noble  and  munificent  subscriptions 
for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  the  soldiers 
killed  at  Waterloo,  had  been  lately  charged 
with  postage?  IF  this  was  so,  he  hoped  it 
woulnnotbe  continued,  butthai the  pittance 
allowed  by  the  generosity  of  their  coun- 
trymen would  not  be  stopped  in  its  passage 
to  those  who  had  been  sufTcrers  in  its 
cause  ? 

Lord  Althorp  was  unable  to  answer  the 
hon.  BaronetV  (juestion  further  than  to 
assert,  that,  in  common  with  his  noble 
friend  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Oflice 
Department,  he  would  do  no  act  contrary 
to  law. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Union  with  Iiir.LANn.l  Mr,Brownlow 
rose  to  present  a  Pelilion,  the  subject  of 
which  had  often  filled  his  mind  with 
serious  forebodings,  and  on  which  he. 
altogether  dissented  from  the  opinion 
stated  by  the  petitioners.  He  Imd  Si) 
declared  to  them,  but,  nevertheless  they  had 
requested  him  to  present  their  petition.  It 
was  from  the  Artisans,  Mechanics,  and 
other  inhabitants  of  Belfast,  who  were 
most  respectable  persons,  and  it  prayt;d 
for  the  Reneal  of  the  Union.  He  had 
received  this  petition  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  had  had  no  op- 
portunity of  presenting  it;  since  then  no 
had  communicated  with  the  petitioners,  and 
they  had  recjuested  him  to  present  their 
petition  forthwith.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would 
see,  therefore,  that  the  petition  did  not  origi- 
nate in  temporary  heat  or  caprice,  but, 
atler  reconsideration,  the  parlies  still  con- 
tinued to  declare  themselves  in  favour  of 
a  Repeal  of  the  Union.  He  now  begged 
to  move  that  the  petition  be  brought  up. 

Sir  R,  Batcson  said,  if  this  was  the 
petition  which  was  to  have  been  presented 
last  Session,  it  was  one  got  up  by  decep- 
tion and  fraud,  practised  by  agents  of  the 
Anti-Union  Society  in  Dublin.  Many  of 
the  supposed  subcribers  (if  it  was  the 
petition  to  which  he  alluded)  were  child* 
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ren,  with  the  title  of  "  Esq."  attached  to 
their  names,  and  it  was  said  to  emanate 
from  Belfast,  while  it  was  in  reality  pro- 
duced by  strangers,  or  deleg^ates  from  the 
Dublin  Anti-Union  Society.  On  more 
than  one  occasion,  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
had  been  agitated  at  Belfast,  and  he  could 
declare,  that  every  respectable  Protestant 
merchant  and  shop-keeper  were  to  a  man 
against  the  Repeal.  There  were  not  100 
out  of  the  50,000  inhabitants  who  would 
sign  a  petition  for  the  Repeal,  and  even  the 
small  minority  he  had  spoken  of  were  of  the 
lowest  orders. 

Mr.  Ruthven  testified  to  the  respect- 
ability of  many  of  the  signatures  of  the 
petition.  The  question  was  making  great 
progress  in  Ireland,  and  had  made  some 
even  in  Belfast,  although  lie  himself 
was  no  advocate  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union. 

Sir  R.  Baieson  repeated,  that  if  tliis 
was  the  petition  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
it  was  got  up  in  the  manner  he  had  stated. 
Mr.  Brownlow,  in  moving  that  the  petition 
l>e  printed,  said,  he  should  have  given  the 
Stime  answer  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
received  from  the  hon.  member  for  Downpa- 
irick,  for  he  could  answer  to  the  respect- 
ability of  some  of  the  signatures,  but  gene- 
rally speaking,  it  was  signed  by  those  per- 
sons whose  petitions  it  professed  to  be. 
He  had  asserted,  and  he  repeated,  that 
he  totally  dissented  from  its  prayer,  and 
had,  therefore,  no  interest  to  hold  it  up  in 
a  false  light. 

To  be  printed. 

Hackxey-Coaches.]  Mr.  Alderman 
Thompson  presented  a  Petition  from 
certain  hackney-coach  proprietors,  pray- 
ing the  House  not  to  allow  stage-coaches 
to  interfere  with  them,  by  plying  for  fares 
within  the  streets  of  the  metropolis.  The 
petitioners  stated,  that  they  had  already 
suffered  very  materially  from  the  introduc- 
tion of  cabriolets,  and  that,  if  the  pri- 
vilege was  extended  so  far,  that  common 
stage-coaches  were  allowed  to  ply  in  the 
streets  of  London,  they  should  be  com- 
pletely ruined;  they  also  stated,  that 
much  inconvenience  would  be  felt  by 
the  public,  from  the  constant  stoppages 
that  would  occur,  if  coaches  were  allowed 
to  take  up  passengers  in  the  street.  They 
looked  upon  the  introduction  of  an  in- 
creased number  of  cabriolets  as  an  ad- 
ditional hardship.  He  believed,  that  too 
many  vehiclet  had  been  licensedi  and  that 


was  the   cause  of  the  bad  state,  both  of 
the  coiiches  and  horses. 

Lord  A  It  harp  observed,  that  he  did  not 
believe  any  mischief  arose  from  the  ex- 
tension of  licenses  to  hackney-coaches ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  a  free  competition 
had  a  tendency  to  prevent  mischief.  He 
would  take  care,  in  framing  the  bill,  that 
the  changes  introduced  should  be  so  gra- 
dual as  to  obviate  all  the  nuisance  that 
was  anticipated  from  stage-coaches  ply- 
ing in  London. 

Colonel   Sibthorp  hoped  the   proposed 

change  would  procure  clean  and  whole- 

I  some  carriages,  and  civil  and  honest  coach- 

.  men.     If  any  thing  was  likely  to  produce 

'  cholera   morbus  in    London,  it  was  the 

:  filthy  condition  of  its  hackney-coaches.   A 

•  more  disorderly  and  uncivil  set  of  men,  more 

miserable  vehicles  in  the  shape  of  coaches, 

,  or  more  wretclicd  horses,  could  not  exist 

I  than   at  present  affordeJ   the  only  means 

■  of  conveyance  in   this   great   metropolis. 

He  had  some  knowledge  on  this  subject, 

as  he  had  paid  25/.  in  fares  in  the  course 

of  six  weeks. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

ELrcTioNs  IX  Churches.]  Mr.  7?. 
Gordon  presented  a  Petition  from  the  In- 
habitants of  Cricklade,  complaining  that 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament 
was  carried  on  in  the  parish  church.  He 
believed  that  was  the  only  borough  in  which 
the  clnircli  was  used  for  such  a  purpose, 
and  it  frequently  happened,  from  the  ex- 
citement that  prevailed  on  such  occasions, 
that  speeches  were  made,  and  discussions 
allowed,  not  very  much  in  character  with 
the  nature  of  the  edifice.  He  concurred 
with  the  petitioners  in  thinking,  that  some 
other  place  should  be  selected. 

Mr.  Wilks  assured  the  hon.  Member, 
that  Cricklade  was  not  the  only  borough 
so  circumstanced.  In  the  borough  he 
represented,  the  election  was  usually  car- 
ried on  in  the  church,  but,  like  the  hon. 
Member,  he  was  of  opinion  the  practice 
ought   to   be  abolished. 

Sir  Robert  Inc^lis  trusted,  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  some  steps  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  this  practice.  Elections 
should  take  place  for  towns  at  the  market- 
house,  or  some  other  public  building;  the 
church  ought  never  to  be  used  for  such  a 
purpose. 

Lord  John  Russell  agreed  with  his  hon. 
friend,  that  the  church  ¥ras  a  most  unfit 
place  to  carry  on  a  contested  electioo; 
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bat  be  did  not  wish  to  pledge  himself  to 
introduce  any  enactment  into  the  Reform 
Bill,  to  prevent  the  practice. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Arrangement  of  Business.]  Lord 
AUkorp: — I  beg  to  give  notice,  that  in 
coQsequence  of  the  length  of  time  that 
his  been  occupied  by  the  debates  in  the  \ 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bills,  I  shall 
move  to-morrow,  that  on  such  days  as  the 
Committee  is  appointed  for,  that  Order  of 
the  Day  do  take  precedence  of  all  business 
whatever,  including  petitions.  I  now  beg 
leave  to  move,  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Reform 
Bill. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  begged  to  remind  the 
Doble  Lord,  that  if  he  persisted  in  his 
motion,  he  would  be  acting  directly  con- 
trary to  the  engagement  into  which  he 
entered  on  Wednesday  last — viz.  to  al- 
low the  ordinary  business  of  the  House 
to  have  precedence  on  this  day ;  he  had 
himself  a  bill  of  considerable  importance 
before  the  House,  which  it  had  been  fixed 
should  have  precedence;  he  should,  there- 
fore, substitute  as  an  amendment  on  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  Oaths 
before  the  Lord  Steward's  Bill,  be  read. 

Lord  AUhorp  wished  that  his  right  hon. 
friend  would  postpone  this  bill,  and  al- 
low the  Reform  Question  to  be  proceeded 
with.  He  thought  the  importance  of 
carrying  the  Reform  Bill  through  the  Com- 
mittee, with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
would  induce  every  hon.  Gentleman  to 
defer  all  other  business,  until  that  desir- 
able object  had  been  obtained. 

Mr.  C  W,  Wynn  observed,  that  only 
last  Wednesday,  it  had  been  settled,  that 
Wednesdays  were  to  be  open  days,  on 
which  Government  Orders  of  the  Day 
were  not  to  have  precedence.  He  thought 
the  House  should  come  to  an  under- 
standing, whether  all  kinds  of  public  bu- 
siness should  stand  still,  until  such  mea- 
sures as  Ministers  chose  to  give  prece- 
dence to  should  be  decided.  There  were 
many  matters  of  equal  importance  to  the 
Reform  Bill  awaiting  their  consideration, 
and  it  was  positively  necessary  that  some 
time  should  be  devoted  to  them.  There 
was  the  Bill  relating  to  the  Game  Laws,  for 
instance,  which  it  was  highly  expedient 
should  be  passed  before  the  period  ar- 
rived when  prosecutions  under  the  exist- 
ing laws  would   most  likely  begin.     IF 


his  noble  friend  was,  however,  particu- 
larly desirous  of  proceeding  with  the  Re- 
form Bill  that  evening,  he  would  give  him 
precedence,  provided  he  was  positively 
assured,  the  same  precedence  would  be 
accorded  to  him  on  Wednesday  next. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  such  was 
the  arrangement,  and  therefore,  if  his 
right  honourable  friend  chose  to  insist  on 
precedency,  it  must  be  allowed;  but  he 
(Lord  Althorp)  thought,  that  though  he 
was  literally  bound  to  that  arrangement, 
he  hardly  was  to  the  spirit  of  it,  as  the 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill  might  be 
looked  upon  in  the  light  of  an  adjourned 
debate. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  that  the  Reform  Bill 
ought  to  take  precedence  of  all  other 
questions,  because  it  was  at  present  an 
all-absorbing  question. 

Mr.  Sadler  entirely  differed  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman :  it  was  highly  inconve- 
nient and  improper  that  every  subject  of 
importance,  however  pressing,  should  be 
obliged  to  give  way  to  this  one  measure. 

Lord  Althorp  perceived  that  the  dis- 
cussion was  a  mere  waste  of  time,  he  would, 
therefore,  at  once  give  way  to  his  right 
hon.  friend. 

Oaths  before  the  Lord  Steward.] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Oaths  before  the  Lord  Steward's 
Bill  was  read  ;  and 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  moved,  that  the  Bill 
be  then  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  opposed  the  motion, 
as  breaking  in  on  the  Constitution.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  quoted  an  opinion  of  Hatsell, 
to  show,  that  unless  the  oaths  were  taken 
before  the  Lord  Steward,  it  would  be 
possible  for  men  who  were  not  legally 
Members  of  the  House  to  find  their  way 
into  it,  and  elect  a  Speaker.  This  might 
take  place  in  times  of  great  excitement. 
The  reasons  for  bringing  this  measure  for- 
ward were,  that  Members  had  been  delayed 
in  taking  the  oaths,  and  there  was  a 
wish  to  reduce  the  number  of  oaths.  A 
remedy  could  be  obtained  for  the  present, 
by  allowing  the  deputies  of  the  TA)rd 
Steward  to  administer  the  oaths  ;  with  re- 
spect to  the  other,  the  question  arose,  what 
were  unnecessary  oaths,  and  he  thought 
those  under  consideration  were  not  of 
that  character.  If  they  further  consider- 
ed the  oaths  to  be  taken  by  Meml)ers, 
who  came  in  on  writ  after  a  ^eivet^V  eV^e- 
tion,  they  would  find  iVial  Vo  >a^  XV^  ^^^^ 
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even  now,  hon.  Members  had  taken  their 
places  without  taking  the  oaths.  Was 
It  desirable  to  lessen  the  chance  of  the 
law  being  obeyed  ?  Was  it  useful,  that 
the  proof  of  qualification  should  be  given 
in  that  House,  the  fees  paid,  and  the  in- 
({uiries  made  there  ?  Pressed  as  they  were 
with  business,  the  loss  of  time  that  would 
occasion  was  an  object.  He  was,  there- 
fore, of  opinion,  if  it  was  necessary  to 
abolish  any  oaths  at  all — but  this  he 
denied — it  would  be  better  to  abolish  the 
oaths  taken  ip  the  House,  rather  than  those 
taken  before  the  Lord  Steward.  For  these 
reasons,  he  should  oppose  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  C,  W.  Wynn  woqld  reply,  in  a  very 
few  words,  to  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
friend,  and  state  the  reasons  why,  in  his 
opinion,  the  oaths  taken  before  the  Lord 
Steward  shoiild  be  discontinued.  The 
first  was,  t)ie  objection  to  the  multiplicity 
of  oaths;  for  it  was  absurd  to  take  the  same 
oaths,  first  in  (he  Lobby,  and  afterwards 
in  the  House,  in  the  space  of  a  few  mi- 
nutes. The  next  was,  that  the  taking 
these  oaths  exposed  the  Members  of  that 
House  to  a  state  of  dependence  on  an 
ofHcer  who  had  no  authority  over  the 
House,  and  who  might,  as  he  did  in  1812, 
resign  his  ofHce,  and  make  the  oaths 
taken  before  his  deputies  void.  The  Mem- 
hen  who  took  their  seats,  after  so  taking 
the  oaths,  would,  according  to  law,  have 
forfeited  them ;  and  a  special  Act  was 
obliged  to  be  passed,  to  relieve  them  from 
the  consequences  to  which  they  would 
otherwise  have  been  subjected.  He  ad- 
mitted the  possibility  of  persons,  not 
being  legally  Members,  taking  part  in  the 
election  of  Speaker,  but  that  was  so  re- 
mote and  unlikely  a  contingency,  that  it 
ought  not  to  weigh  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  O,  Bankes  would  vote  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  member  for  Ox- 
ford, should  he  divide  the  House,  against 
the  Bill.  He  would  rather  have  the  second 
set  of  oaths,  those  which  were  taken  in  the 
House,  abolished,  than  the  first  set,  which 
they  might  consider  as  taken  before  the  So- 
vereign himself  represented  by  his  oflicer. 
He  conceived,  it  was  necessary  the  Sove- 
reign should  be  satisfied,  that  the  Oaths 
of  Allegiance  to  him  were  duly  taken,  for 
he  or  his  ofHcers  did  not,  and  could. not, 
attend  the  House.  The  Commons  were 
jealous,  and  justly  jealous  of  the  presence 
of  Royalty  among  them,  and  could  not 
tolerate  it  at  any  time. 


Sir  Charles  Forbes  would  vote  against 
the  Bill,  because  it  would  be  but  a  short 
time  in  existence;  for  he  expected  that 
the  next  Parliament  would  abolish  oaths 
altogether. 

The  House  divided : — For  the  Motion 
78 ;  Against  it  26 — Majority,  52. 

The  Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed- 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England — Committee — Sixth  Day.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill,  Mr.  Bemal 
in  the  Chair. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved,  that  the  name 
of  the  borough  of  Great  Bed  win  stand 
part  of  the  first  clause, 

Mr.  O,  Bankes  wished  to  guard  himself, 
by  allowing  the  vote  to  pass,  against  its 
being  supposed  that  by  doing  so,  he  pre- 
cluded himself  from  hereafter  moving  that 
Great  Bedwin  should  be  combined  with 
other  boroughs  into  a  district  for  returning 
a  Member.  The  hon.  Member  protested,  in 
this  point  of  view,  against  the  greater  part 
of  the  first  clause,  which  said,  that  all  the 
boroughs  contained  in  schedule  A  should 
have  no  part  in  the  Representation  ;  and 
gave  notice  that  he  would  hereafter  sub- 
mit a  motion  to  incorporate  Great  Bedwin 
with  some  other  borough.  Although  he 
did  not  intend,  after  the  division  of  last 
night,  regarding  the  census  of  1821,  to  go 
again  into  the  question,  yet  he  Diust  ex- 
press his  sense  of  the  injustice  of  the 
principle  which  cut  off  the  inhabitants  of 
a  place,  which  had  so  long  sent  Members 
to  Parliament,  from  all  share  in  the  Repre- 
sentation. He  would  content  himself  with 
protesting  against  this  disfranchisement, 
for  he  should  be  able,  when  a  proper  oc- 
casion arrived,  to  show  that,  even  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  of  the  advocates  of 
the  Bill,  this  borough  ought  not  to  be 
wholly  excluded  from  a  share  in  the  Repre* 
scntation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  at  liberty  to  make  any  motion 
hereafter  he  might  think  proper.  He 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of 
oflfering  his  opinion  on  any  amendments 
the  hon.  Members  proposed  when  before 
the  Committee.  The  case  of  Great  Bed- 
win  was  not  one  of  hardship ;  the  propor- 
tion of  assessed  taxes  paid  by  the  borough 
was  98/.  75.  9rf.  per  year,  while  the  parish 
in  which  it  was  included  paid  500/*  But 
that  was  not  the  sole  ground  why  it  was  to 
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bedisfiranchised,  for  the  fact  was,  that  the 
population  of  the  borough  and  parish  iu- 
claded,  were  under  the  required  number 
of  3,000  inhabitants. 

Sir  C  Wetherell  observed,  that  sche- 
dule A  stood  upon  as  rotten  a  foundation 
as  any  rotten  borough  whatever.  He  knew 
not  whether  to  refer  it  to  ignorance,  mis- 
take, or  the  total  absence  of  all  principle  ; 
but  he  believed  he  might  say,  tliat  these 
three  rottennesses,  or  ulcers,  were  charge- 
able not  only  on  schedule  A,  but  on  the 
whole  Billf  It  would  take  a  whole  year 
before  a  man  could  make  himself  master 
of  the  facts  on  which  it  was  proposed  to 
disfranchise  each  of  these  boroughs.  He 
was  by  no  means  satisfied,  that  the  sober 
judgment  of  the  House  might  not  yet 
review  the  decision  which  the  Committee 
had  come  to  yesterday  in  the  case  of  the 
borough  of  Appleby.  Without  going  fur- 
ther into  the  merits  of  the  present  question, 
he  could  only  say,  that  he  saw  no  reason 
why,  in  legislating  in  1831,  they  should 
take  the  status  or  condition  of  the  popu- 
lation upon  the  estimate  of  1821.  The 
argument  urged  by  reformers  out  of  doors 
was,  that  Brighton,  Cheltenham,  and 
other  unrepresented  places,  were  not  so 
large  in  1821  as  they  were  in  1831  ;  but 
no  allowance  was  made  for  the  increase  of 
population  in  the  old  boroughs.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  said,  in  reference  to  the 
old  boroughs,  that  the  census  of  1821 
must  be  adopted  as  the  test,  and  all  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
were  called  upon  to  support  the  measure 
without  the  slightest  modification.  For 
instance,  the  members  of  the  city  of  Lon- 
don were  handcuffed,  tongue-tied,  bound 
hand  and  foot  to  support  every  clause  of 
it.  He  could  assure  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, however,  that,  if  they  really  intended 
to  carry  this  Bill,  they  must  depend,  not 
upon  votes,  but  upon  arguments.  It  would 
he  vain  for  them  to  expect  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  would  sufi'er  themselves 
to  be  carried  thick  and  thin  through  the 
dirt  and  filth  of  "  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill, 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill."  If  they  expected 
to  keep  up  a  majority  by  the  senseless  cry 
of  ''  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  Bill,"  they  would  6nd  themselves 
wofully  disappointed.  They  would  find 
that  the  bond  of  union  between  them  and 
their  adherents  would  soon  be  dissolved. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  the  census  of  1831 
ouglit  undoubtedly  to  be  consulted,  fur  it 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  take  away 


the  right  of  voting  from  places  where  the 
population  was  increasing,  and  leave  it  to 
places  where  the  number  of  iab^bitauts 
was  becoming  less. 

Lord  John  Russell  assured  the  hoD. 
Member,  that  wherever  he  could  i>oint  out 
any  instance  of  the  kind,  it  should  be  im- 
mediately attended  to. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Lord  John  Russell  then  moved,  that 
the  name  of  the  borough  of  Beeralston 
stand  part  of  the  first  clause.  He  wished 
toexplain  the  circumstanccsof  this  borough. 
By  the  population  returns  of  1821,  it  ap- 
peared to  contain  not  less  than  3,000  in- 
habitants, but  that  was  by  including  the 
parish  of  Bcerferris,  in  which  it  was  situ- 
ated. In  a  return  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  it  was  stated •  that  the  limits  gf 
the  borough  are  uot  the  same  as  those 
mentioned  in  the  population  returns  of 
1821,  uamely  the  parish  of  Beerferrip. 
The  borough  is  withip,  and  couiprises  only 
a  part  of  the  parish  of  Beerferrjs,  and  is 
supposed  to  contain  about  ten  acres  of 
land.  It  is  believed  that  in  1821  there 
were  about  109  houses  in  the  borough* 
and  about  400  male  inhabitants.  By  tlip 
returns  under  the  assessed  taxes  it  appeared, 
that  in  the  whole  borough  there  was  only 
one  house  rated  higher  than  10/f  a  year. 
The  taxes  paid  by  it  during  the  last  year 
only  amounted  to  3/.  9s,  The  right  of  vot- 
ing in  the  borough  was  l>y  burgage  tenure. 
The  voters  were  not  resident  in  the  borough, 
and  not  otherwise  connected  with  it — and 
still  less  were  they  connected  with  the 
populous  parish  in  the  neighbourhood. 
It  was  a  most  decayed  borough,  which 
could  not  be  cured  by  letting  in  the  neigh- 
bouring householders  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  placing  it  in  sche- 
dule A. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  proposed  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  question 
of  burgage  tenures  when  they  reached  the 
borough  of  Bletchingly,  and  ho  should 
then  be  happy  to  assist  in  saving  that 
borough,  and  he  trusted  his  exertions 
would  be  seconded  by  the  vote  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Tennyson)  and  also 
that  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  He  wcmld  not,  therefore, 
enter  into  a  discussion  then  on  the  subject 
of  burgage  tenures,  but  would  reserve 
what  he  had  to  say,  till  the  case  of  Bletch- 
ingly came  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  reminded  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  case  of  Beeralston  came 
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precisely  within  the  line  which  he  pro- 
posed to  adopt  with  regard  to  other 
boroughs  which  were  allowed  to  include 
the  population  of  the  parish  in  which  they 
were  situated.  The  first  decision  of  the 
former  evening  settled  the  question  of 
adopting  the  census  of  1821  ;  the  second 
decision  confirmed  the  principle  laid  down 
by  the  noble  Lord,  that  where  a  borough 
was  tomposed  of  parts  of  different  parishes, 
or  was  not  situated  wholly  in  one  parish, 
the  population  of  the  different  parishes 
should  not  be  included  in  the  borough. 
Beeralston  was  in  one  parish,  and  there- 
fore not  open  to  the  distinction  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken  in  the  case  of 
Appleby  last  night,  when  he  refused  to 
allow  its  claim  to  be  placed  in  schedule 
B,  because  it  happened  to  extend  into 
two  parishes.  Beeralston  and  Beerferris 
had  upwards  of  2,000  inhabitants  in  1821, 
the  borough  was  situated  in  the  parish, 
and  yet  the  noble  Lord  placed  it  in  sche- 
dule A.  How  did  the  noble  Lord  reconcile 
this  contradiction.  After  laying  down  a 
rule,  it  would  be  most  inconvenient  to 
depart  from  it.  If  the  House,  therefore, 
adhered  to  the  rule  of  taking  the  popu- 
lation of  1821,  and  to  the  rule  of  taking 
the  parish  and  the  borough  as  one,  when 
the  borough  was  situated  in  one  parish, 
Beeralston  must  be  removed  from  schedule 
A,  and  it  was  only  by  violating  both  his  own 
rules  that  the  noble  Lord  could  preserve  it 
where  he  had  placed  it.  He  was  not  going 
to  discuss  the  question  of  burgage  tenure, 
and  without  entering  further  into  the  sub- 
ject, he  must  say,  that  it  would  be  fair  to 
take  but  one  discussion  on  the  principle 
involved  in  the  question  connected  with 
these  boroughs,  and  contenting  himself 
with  protesting  against  the  course  pursued 
towards  Beeralston  and  the  parish  of 
Beerferris,  he  should  propose,  that  the 
case  of  Downton  be  argued  as  for  the 
whole  of  them.  The  hon.  Members  on 
his  side  of  the  House  were  frequently 
taunted  with  favouritism  and  partiality  in 
the  selection  of  the  boroughs  which  they 
made  the  subject  of  discussion.  Now, 
without  making  any  observations  on  the 
propriety  or  impropriety  of  that  accusa- 
tion, he  would  say,  let  them  take  the 
borough  of  Downton,  the  nomination  of 
which  was  in  the  hands  of  a  noble  Lord, 
a  supporter  of  Ministers.  On  that  borough, 
which  was  precisely  in  the  same  state  as 
Beeralston  and  several  others,  he  proposed, 
therefore,  to  take  the  general  debate,  with 


the  understanding,  that  the  fate  of  Beer- 
alston and  all  the  others  was  to  be  decided 
by  the  vote  on  Downton  ;  and  without,  at 
the  same  time,  precluding  himself  from 
moving  that  Beeralston  be  excluded  from 
schedule  A,  or  from  adopting  any  further 
proceedings  he  might  think  necessary  on 
bringing  up  the  Report. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  quite  willing  to 
accede  to  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  fairness  of  whose 
conduct  throughout  the  debates  on  the 
Bill  merited  his  warmest  approbation. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  with  great 
fairness  and  candour,  contented  himself 
with  applying  his  arguments  to  the  ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  House,  and 
to  that  only,  without  taking  up  their  time 
by  any  further  discussion  of  the  principle ; 
and  while  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  felt  bound 
to  express  his  acknowledgements  for  that 
course  of  conduct,  he  might  also  say,  that 
he  wished  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
p:ive  a  hint  to  his  learned  friend  (Sir  C. 
Wetherell)  who  sat  beside  him. 

Lord  Milton  said,  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  Beeralston  did  not  come  within  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  in  exempting* 
boroughs  from  disfranchisement.  Buck- 
ingham and  A  Id  borough  were  at  first 
placed  in  schedule  A,  then  transferred  to 
schedule  B,  on  the  principle  that  they  con- 
tained upwards  of  2,000  inhabitants  each, 
and  the  chief  scat  of  the  borough  and 
parish  were  one  and  the  same  in  each. 
Beeralston, on  the  contrary,  was  only  asmall 
spot  of  ground  within  the  parish  of  Beer- 
ferris. In  the  other  cases,  as  well  as  Rei- 
gate,  the  seat  of  the  elective  franchise  and 
the  scat  of  the  borough  were  coincident. 
He  was  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  Beer- 
alston came  clearly  within  the  rule,  although 
he  saw  reasons  why  Downton  and  St.  Ger- 
main's should  not  be  included  in  schedule  A. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  must  look  at  the  noble 
Lord  rather  as  an  ally  than  an  op|>o- 
nent.  **  The  parish  and  borough  had 
different  names,  and  were  not  identical," 
said  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  aware  of 
that, as  it  was  also  the  case  with  Tam worth ; 
there  the  borough  was  quite  different  from 
the  parish ;  so  in  the  cases  of  Horsham  and 
Calne,  the  ecclesiastical  divisions  of 
parishes  had  been  admitted  to  save  them. 
For  these  reasons  he  contended,  that 
although  Beeralston  and  Beerferris  were 
not  identified,  still,  as  the  principle  of  con- 
junction had  been  admitted  in  otlier  cases, ' 
it  ought  also  to  be  extended  to  this  case* 
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Lord  Miliom: — Id  the  cases  of  Tarn- 
worth,  Calne,  and  Horsham^  there  is  thb 
difierence,  as  compared  with  Beeralston, 
that  in  the  three  former,  the  priocipal  seat 
of  the  elective  franchise,  and  the  chief  seat 
of  the  parish  and  of  the  popoUtion,  are 
identical,  which  is  not  the  case  with  the 
latter. 

Sir  Robert  Peel: — What,  then,  is  the 
metropolis  of  Beerferris  ? 

Lord  Milton : — Beerferris. 

Mr.  Croker  believed,  the  noble  Lord  was 
in  error;  there  was  no  township  of  Beer- 
ferris. In  point  of  fact,  Beeralston  was 
the  capital  of  the  parish,  for  in  the  popu- 
lation returns,  no  such  town  as  Beerferris 
appeared. 

Lord  Milton  : — Beeralston  is  only  a 
particular  plot  of  ground,  situated  within 
the  parish  of  Beei^rris,  and  is  not  coin- 
cident with  it. 

Mr.  Croker : — Beeralston  is  the  capital 
of  Beerferris,  as  London  is  of  Middlesex. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  they  were  legis- 
lating upon  names,  and  not  things.  What 
would  the  public  think  of  such  quibbling? 
If  Beeralston  had  the  good  luck  to  be 
called  Beerferris,  it  would  not  have  been 
in  schedule  A. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  that  he  should  like 
much  to  know  what  was  the  principle 
which  the  Ministers  proposed  to  adhere 
to.  Last  night  they  would  not  give  the 
franchise  to  a  borough  which  was  situated 
in  two  parishes,  and  on  this  night  they 
would  not  listen  to  the  claims  of  Beeral- 
ston, although  it  was  all  in  one  parish. 

Mr.  Stanley  denied,  that  there  was  any 
change  of  principle,  and  thought  it  would 
be  well  if  hon.  Members  were  reminded 
that  the  parish  of  Beerferris,  for  the  rights 
of  which  they  were  contending,  was  not  in 
a  condition  to  lay  claim  to  exception  from 
disfranchisement :  for  it  would  be  found 
that  it  had,  at  present,  but  1,840  in- 
habitants. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  ask,  who  it  was 
that  now  raised  anew  the  questions  which 
had  been  already  decided  by  a  vote  of  that 
House  ?  Who  was  it  that  now  reverted 
points  which  had  been  already  agreed  to 
to  and  determined  ?  Hisrighthon.  friend 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  had,  in  all  candour  and 
fairness,  abstained  from  adverting  to  this 
point.  He  repeated,  that  his  right  hon. 
friend,  with  a  candour  and  fairness  which 
had  but  the  moment  before  been  com- 
plimented by  the  noble  Lord,  abstained 
from  touching  on  this  point;  because  '"' 
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the  Honse  had  already  decided,  tkev  were 
not  to  take  into  consideration  the  in- 
crease, so  also  he  thou£::ht  thev  were  not 
called  on  to  mection  the  diminmioiis  in 
the  population;  and  yet  it  was  on  tihat 
ground  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlfm, 
one  of  the  most  prominent  of  his  Majesstv^s 
Ministers,  now  stood  up  and  justified  the 
course  pursued  towards  Beeralston. 

Mr.  Praed  would  not  say  anything  more 
at  that  moment  on  the  subject  of  the 
defence  of  principle,  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley^,  than  that 
he  had  escaped  by  an  inconsistency  from 
(ailing  into  an  absurdity. 

The  question, ''  That  Beeralston  stand 
part  of  the  clause,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved,  "  That  Bi- 
shop*s  Castle  stand  a  part  of  the  clause.** 

Mr.  /.  Z.  Knight  said,  that  after  the 
decision  which  the  House  had  come  to 
with  respect  to  Appleby,  he  should  content 
himself  with  protesting  a^rainst  the  course 
adopted  towards  Bishop's  Castle.  He 
begged,  however,  to  remind  the  House, 
that  the  right  of  voting  there  was  not  by 
burgage  tenure,  but  by  inheritance,  derived 
from  a  long  line  of  ancestors,  and  that  the 
voters  comprised  men  of  all  classes  and 
professions,  from  the  highest  down  to  the 
humble  artizan.  Bishop's  Castle  had  pos- 
sessed the  right  of  sending  Members  to 
Parliament  from  the  days  of  Elizabeth, 
and  ever  since  that  time  had  increased 
in  population  and  importance.  There 
was  no  pretence  whatever  for  saying  that 
it  was  a  decayed  borough.  Of  the  bur- 
gesses, there  voted  at  the  last  election  190, 
while  upwards  of  200  more  were  absent, 
either  from  minority  or  on  account  of  their 
residence  elsewhere.  The  population  of 
the  place,  too,  was  1,800  or  1,900  in  the 
year  1821.  He  believed  it  was  now  much 
above  2,000,  and  he  could  say,  with  truth 
and  sincerity,  that  the  electors  exercised 
their  privileges  as  free  from  any  improper 
bias  as  any  body  of  men  in  the  kingdom. 
It  was  not  a  nomination  borough.  There 
had  been  contests  for  its  Representation, 
and  a  Whig  Member  sat  for  it  in  1821. 
A  gentleman  of  Whig  principles  offered 
himself  to  the  electors  at  the  late  election, 
but  met  with  such  a  reception  that  ho 
soon  retired.  The  only  influence,  how- 
ever, which  the  burgessei^acknowled{^od 
was  that  of  kindness,  ana  the  affection 
which  was  kindled  by  the  exercise  of  those 
virtues  which  the  noble  Lord  had  dwelt 
on  as  likely  to  be  increased  by  the  conse- 
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qaences  of  his  Bill.  He  should,  however, 
content  himself  with  protesting  against  the 
decision  of  the  question  at  that  moment, 
and  reserve  the  right  of  moving  hereafter 
that  Bishop's  Castle  he  taken  out  of 
schedule  A,  either  by  a  union  with  some 
other  borough,  or  in  any  manner  he  found 
it  convenient  to  propose. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  influence 
usually  exerted  in  this  borough  was  one 
which  the  House  had  joined  in  reprobat- 
ing, as  most  injurious  to  the  character  of 
Parliament — he  meant  bribery.  Could 
anything  tend  more  to  shake  the  confi- 
dence of  the  public  in  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament,  than  the  oflPence  of  bribery 
and  corruption  ?  It  was  notorious,  that 
the  returns  from  Bishop's  Castle  were  in- 
fluenced by  that  principle,  and  he  was, 
therefore,  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  it 
ought  to  be  continued  in  schedule  A. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  the  Bill 
conferred  no  boon  on  Shropshire,  except 
that  of  giving  it  two  additional  Members 
for  the  county  ;  but  if  Bishop's  Castle  was 
disfranchised,  the  county  would  lose  the  two 
in  one  way  which  it  gained  in  the  other. 
He  denied,  that  Bishop's  Castle  was  in- 
fluenced by  the  corrupt  practices  of  any 
man — it  was  surrounded  by  many  resi- 
dents of  family  and  fortune,  who,  for  the 
last  century,  had  been  generally  returned 
for  the  borough.  In  his  opinion,  the 
virtues  of  the  noble  Peer  who  was  said  to 
have  the  power  of  nomination,  made  him 
reign  in  the  hearts,  and  not  in  the  pockets, 
of  the  inhabitants. 

Mr.  Rogers  called  on  the  noble  Lord 
(John  Russell)  to  lay  before  the  House  some 
proofs  of  that  bribery  which  he  charged 
against  the  voters  of  Bishop's  Castle. 
There  had  been  but  one  attempt  of  the 
kind,  and  that  was  made  in  1821,  by  a 
Whig  gentleman,  who  was  afterwards  un- 
seated l)y  petition.  He  denied,  that  it  was 
in  the  power  of  the  noble  I.ord  to  mention 
another  instance  of  the  kind.  But  sup- 
posing it  had  been,  did  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  say  that  bribery  was  to  be  the  test 
of  disfranchisement  ?  If  so,  he  called  on 
him  to  place  in  schedule  A  the  boroughs 
of  Evesham,  Stafford,  Liverpool,  and  all 
those  where  bribery  had  taken  place.  If 
he  did  not  do  so,  then  let  him  withdraw 
his  articles  of  impeachment  against 
Bishop*a  Castle. 

Hir  John  Brydges  said,  that  this  measure, 
when  completed,  would  retain  little  of  the 
features  of  the  original  Bill,  except  that 


of  spoliation.  The  noble  Lord  had  said, 
that  where  a  case  could  be  made  out  in 
the  Committee  in  favour  of  any  particular 
borough,  it  should  be  considered  ;  but  he 
would  ask,  had  he  acted  up  to  that  decla- 
ration ?  The  noble  Lord  had  voted  against 
the  exemption  claimed  for  Appleby,  back- 
ed, as  he  was,  by  a  delegated  majority. 
Yes,  he  said  a  delegated  majority,  fabric 
cated  upon  the  delusions  of  the  people. 
The  Minister's  fiat  was  to  be  obeyed,  and 
that  fiat  was  conveyed  in  the  words — 
**  Sic  volOf  sic  jubeo:  stat  pro  ratione 
voluntas,*'  He  had  hoped,  that  many  who 
had  voted  for  the  second  reading  would 
have  supported  the  claims  to  exemption  of 
all  those  boroughs  which  were  able  to 
make  out  a  valid  case.  But,  after  what 
had  passed  last  night,  he  feared  that  be 
had  entertained  a  vain  hope.  If  there  was 
any  borough  which  more  than  another 
deserved  the  favour  and  assistance  of  those 
Gentlemen,  it  was  Appleby.  The  manner, 
however,  in  which  its  claims  had  been 
rejected  was  most  arbitrary  and  unjust, 
and  he  looked  for  nothing  fh)m  the  ma- 
jority, but  a  senseless  obedience  to  the 
Ministers.  How  those,  however,  who  had  set 
out  by  declaring  loudly  for  "  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill," 
could  reconcile  their  support  of  the  mea- 
sure at  present  before  them,  which  was 
anything  but  the  Bill,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
comprehend.  The  best  thing  that  Minis- 
ters could  do,  would  be,  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  altogether  [a  laugh].  Gentlemen  might 
laugh,  but  he  hoped  that  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters would  give  an  opportunity  which 
would  be  agreeable  to  many  of  their  adhe- 
rents, to  withdraw  from  supporting  a  mea- 
sure so  totally  different  from  the  measure 
to  which  they  had  pledged  themselves. 
He  felt  but  little  hope  of  success  in  his 
appeal,  from  the  spirit  which  he  had  seen 
manifested ;  but  considering  this  Bill  as  a 
Bill  of  spoliation — a  Bill  of  revolution — he 
looked  upon  it  to  be  the  duty  of  Gentle- 
men at  that  side  of  the  House,  if  they 
could  not  impress  upon  the  House  at 
large  the  mischief  which  this  Bill  was  cal- 
culated to  produce,  at  least  to  make  it 
known  out  of  doors.  In  fact,  the  public 
were  already  beginning  to  be  aware  of  the 
dangerous  consequences  likely  to  result 
from  the  Bill,  and  no  longer  demanded  it 
with  the  same  eagerness  as  formerly. 
There  was  a  reaction  taking  place,  and  if 
Gentlemen  at  that  side  of  the  House  did 
their  duty,  he  had  no  fear  for  the  result. 
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betnr  quite  confident  that  the  Bill  never 
cooU  be  carried  through  Parliament. 

Mr.  /.  X.  Knight  said,  it  was  hard  for 
Gentlenien  at  that  side  of  the  House  to 
know  how  to   act.     If  they  felt  it  their 
duty  to  go  to  a  division,  they  were  styled 
factions  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  were  said 
to  have  no  other  object  than  to  retard  and 
obstmct  the  measure.     If  they  avoided 
gomg  to  a  division,  and  consented  to  any 
particular  proposition  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, they  were  met  with  vague  and  ge- 
neral vituperation.  He  would  ask,  whether 
the    charge  of   bribery   and   corruption, 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 
was  material  or  immaterial  to  the  case  now 
before  the  Committee?     If  it  was  imma- 
terialy  what  right  had  the  noble  Lord  to 
make  the  accusation?     And  if  it  were 
materia^  he  demanded  the  proof.     In 
short,  did  the  noble  Lord  proceed  upon 
bribery  and  corruption  as  the  grouna  of 
the  disfranchisement  of  this  borough,  or 
did  he  not?     If  he  did,  then  he  (Mr. 
Knight)  was  entitled,  on  every  principle 
of  reason  and  justice,  to  demand  proof  of 
the  accusation,  and  he  should  be  quite 
ready  to  meet  the  noble   Lord  and  the 
accusations  of  his  reforming  friends.   But 
the  fact  was,  that  nothing  was  considered 
out  of  place  in  attempting  to  justify  this 
measure.  When  its  supporters  were  driven 
out  of  nomination,  they  fell  upon  popula- 
tion— when  they  were  driven  out  of  popu- 
lation, they  fell   upon  nomination ;   and 
when  deprived  of  both  grounds,  they  had 
recourse  to  bribery,  and  to  vague  and  un- 
founded insinuations. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  had  no  he- 
sitation in  repeating  what  he  had  so  often 
declared  already— namely,  that  the  test 
which  had  been  taken,  was  population. 
But  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
held  up  this  borough  as  one  containing  a 
most  respectable  constituency,  and  pro- 
ceeded in  a  strain  intended  to  excite  a 
feeling  of  compassion  on  account  of  the 
proposed  disfranchisement  of  so  respect- 
able a  community,  he  thought  it  was 
quite  competent  to  him  to  say,  that  while 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
affect  to  deny,  that  the  constituency  was 
less  than  2,000,  the  Committee  ought  not 
to  be  persuaded  that  it  was  so  free  and 
independent  a  borough  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  represented.  It  was 
not  entitled  to  be  removed  from  the 
situation  in  which  it  had  been  placed, 
on  account  of  its  being  neither  under ' 


direct  nomination,  nor  liable  to  have  the 
Members  returneil  by  general  and  pro- 
fuse bribery.  He  was  in  possession  of 
many  particulars  relating  to  this  borough, 
which  he  liad  not  entered  into,  merely 
because  they  were  incapable  of  proof  there* 
And,  with  respect  to  the  proof  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  called  for, 
he  knew  full  well,  that  if  they  had  con- 
trived a  plan  of  Refonn  in  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  go  into  each  case,  and  to 
institute  a  minute  inquiry  whether  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  were  bribed,  or 
wheUier  the  borough  was  under  the  no- 
mination of  a  patron,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  said,  must  know  full  well, 
as  the  House  knew  from  past  experience, 
that  the  Reform  Bill  would  be  like  a 
Chancery  suit— in  which  we  should  have 
references  to  the  Master,  reports  from  the 
Master,  further  directions,  and  so  many 
other  tedious  processes,  that  the  question 
might  be  going  on  like  a  cause  in  that 
Court,  for  twelve  or  fourteen  years,  and 
that  the  substance  of  the  people's  rights 
would,  like  the  substance  of  the  unfor- 
tunate Chancery  suitor's  property,  be 
wasted  by  those  who  kept  it  so  locked  up. 
He  had  stated  the  test  which  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  taken,  and  by  that  test 
they  meant  to  abide.  He  was,  at  the 
same  time,  quite  willing,  when  any  hon. 
Member  said,  he  would  not  divide  the 
Committee  upon  any  particular  question, 
to  say,  that  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
make  whatever  funeral  oration  he  thought 
proper,  and  to  deck,  with  whatever  pomp 
of  mourning  eloquence  he  could  command, 
the  obsequies  of  the  borough  in  which  he 
was  interested.  All  that  he  had  done, 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  set 
forth  the  merits  of  this  borough  in  such  an 
exuberant  manner  was,  to  hint  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  allegations  in 
its  praise  were  not  altogether  to  be  taken 
for  granted. 

Mr.  Ooulburn  observed,  that  if  he  un- 
derstood the  object  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill,  it  was,  that  in  a  reformed  Par- 
liament the  Members  should  faithfully 
represent  the  sentiments,  and  warmly  de- 
fend the  interests,  of  the  places  by  which 
they  were  sent  to  that  House ;  and  yet  the 
noble  Lord  taunted  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  for  doing  precisely  that  which  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  contended  it  was  the 
duty  of  every  Member  to  do.  He  admitted, 
that  the  principal  basis  of  the  Bill  was  popu- 
lation :  but  what  right  had  the  noble  Lord 
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in  supporting  it,  to  bring  a  charge  of  bribery 
against  the  borough  ?  It  was  the  very  case 
in  which  no  charge  of  that  kind  ought  to 
have  passed  the  lips  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
who  ought  to  have  recollected,  that  when 
an  election   petition,  complaining  of  an 
undue   return   for  Bishop's   Castle,    had 
some  years  ago  been  referred  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee,  the  Committee 
determined  against  the  sitting  Member — 
on  the  ground  of  bribery  ?     No  ;  but  be- 
cause there  being  an  equality  of  votes,  one 
of  his  voters  was  proved  to  have  been  a 
minor  at  the  time  of  the  election .     If  there 
was  any  instance  of  bribery  in  the  borough, 
it  should  be  remembered,  that  it  had  been 
practised  by  a  Whig  and  a  Reformer,    He 
was  not  at  all  surprised  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  should   have  shown  some 
warmth  in  the  defence  of  the  rights  and 
character  of  the  place  which  he  repre- 
sented, attacked  as  they  had  been  by  the 
noble    Lord,   who    had   not    brought   a 
shadow  of  proof  to  support  his  assertions. 
Sir  E,'  Sugden  said,  he  was  very  much 
surprised  to  hear  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  holding  the  situation 
which  he  did.     He  was  astonished  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord,  who  must  be  supposed  to 
speak  the    sentiments    of  his    Majesty's 
Ministers,  treat  the  highest  Court  of  Judi- 
cature in  the  country  with  ridicule  and 
derision.       And    the    noble    Lord    now 
laughed  at  this  remonstrance.     The  noble 
Lord  had  talked  of  the  funeral  orations 
which,  he  said,  those  at  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  pronounced.     He  relied 
upon  his  majorities.     It  was  insulting  to 
the  persons  who  sat  at  that  side  of  the 
House  to  treat  them  in  such  a  manner. 
When  the  noble  Lord  should  sit  in  a  re- 
formed Parliament,  he  would  find  himself 
in  a  very  different  situation,  and  would 
have  very  different  persons  to  deal  with 
from  those  over  whom  he  was  now  en- 
deavouring to  lord  it.     The  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord,  relative  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  were  more  out  of  place,  and 
more  ill-applied,  than  any  that  he  had 
ever  before  heard.     There  was  property 
of  the  public  in  that  Court  amounting  to 
many   millions.      Their  dearest  interests 
were  pending  in  that  Court,  and  the  noble 
Lord  held  up  to  the  suitors,  that  if  he  were 
to  give  way  for  a  day  or  two  in  the  con- 
sideration of  this  measure,  he  would  place 
the  rights  of  the  constituency  of  England 
\     in  the  same  painful  situation  in  which  the 
rights  of  the  suitors  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 


cery were  placed.     He  would  tell  the  noble 
Lord,  when  he  made  such  observations, 
that  he  was  utterly  ignorant  of  all  that 
was  passing  in  the  Court  of  Chancery ; 
that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  nature  of 
the   Court,   and   was   speaking    of    that 
which    he     did    not    understand.       He 
would   ask,   how   it  was   possible  to  in- 
culcate respect  and  obedience  to  the  laws 
of  the  country  if  a  member  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  to  speak  thus  lightly, 
and,  he  would  say,  improperly,  of  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  highest  Court  when  it 
was  not  before  the  House  ?     He  would 
recommend   the   noble   Lord   and   those 
around  him  to  inquire  into  the  nature  and 
conduct  of   that  Court,    of  which  they 
seemed  to  be  perfectly  ignorant,  before 
they  took  it  upon  themselves  so  insult- 
ingly to  censure  it.    The  noble  Lord  and 
his  friends,  when  in  Opposition  had  pro- 
mised to  make  great  reform  in  that  Court, 
but  they  had  yet  done  nothing.     If  his 
Majesty's  late  Ministers  had  remained  in 
power,  he  would  take  it  upon  him,  to  say 
that  all  the  real  defects  in  that  Court, 
would  before  now  have  been  got  rid  of. 
Those  who  cried  out  most  for  reform  were 
not,  in  fact,  the  most  efficient  or  speedy 
reformers.     The  great  charge  the  noble 
Lord  now  urged  against  his    opponents 
was,  that  they  wanted  delay ;  but  it  was 
delay  only  to  make  the  Bill  what  it  ought 
to  be.    The  noble  Lord  was  hurrying  it 
through  the  House,  without  any  regard 
whatever  to   consequences.      The   noble 
Lord  and  his  friends  appeared  to  think, 
that  three  weeks  or  a  month's  attention 
would  be  too  much  to  bestow  upon  the 
repairs  of  a  Constitution  which  had  been 
the  pride  and  the  glory  of  this  country  for 
150  years,  and  upon  those  alterations,  the 
result  of  which  no  man  could  foresee.     It 
was  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  alterations 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  arose 
entirely  from  suggestions  made  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House ;  and  it  was 
therefore  not  too  much  for  them  to  expect 
courtesy  of  manner  in  these  discussions, 
and    that   the    noble   Lord    should   not, 
reckoning  upon  his  majorities,  and  confi- 
dent of  his  success,  treat  his  opponents  as 
if  they  were  no  longer  Members  of  that 
House.     If  that  course  were  persevered  in, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  Gentlemen  at 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  to  place 
themselves  before  the  country  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  show  that  they  had  honestly, 
though  vainly,   endeavoured  to  do  their 
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daty.  But  he  hoped  that  the  indecencies 
which  had  beeu  exhibited  at  the  other  side 
of  the  House  at  an  early  stage  would  not 
be  renewed. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  had  never 
listened  with  more  surprise  than  he  had 
DOW  done  to  the  tone  assumed  on  this  oc- 
casion by  thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
without  the  slightest  provocation.  His 
uoble  friend  had  been  attacked  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  on  two 
grounds.  One  was,  that  he  had  alluded 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  was  sorry 
to  say,  that,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  was  an  allusion  which  they  very  fre- 
quently heard  in  that  House  when  delay 
was  complained  of.  The  other  was,  that 
his  noble  friend  had  insulted  the  Opposi- 
tion ;  a  charc^e  that  appeared  totally 
groundless.  The  hon.  and  learned  mem- 
ber for  Bishop's  Castle  had  also  surprised 
him  much  by  his  attack,  because  he  was 
quite  sure  that  his  noble  friend  had  meant 
nothing  discourteous  to  hira.  But  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  a  state  of 
irritation  which  greatly  exceeded  any  pro- 
vocation he  had  received,  made  an  attack 
upon  his  noble  friend.  .  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  paid  him  the  com- 
pliment of  saying,  that  lie  wished  to  pre- 
serve good  temper  in  the  discussion.  He 
certainly  did  wish  it.  He  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  the  satisfactory  consideration  of 
the  measure,  that  all  personal  attack  and 
altercation  should  be  avoided  ;  and  he 
must  say,  that,  in  what  had  occurred  to- 
night, his  noble  friend  was  not  to  blame. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  observe,  that  moderation  was  not  always 
practised,  though  it  was  so  very  desirable, 
in  these  discussions.  With  respect  to  what 
had  occurred  this  evening,  he  would  men- 
tion two  attacks  which  had  been  made  by 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  measure  of 
Reform  upon  all  who  supported  it,  and 
which  had  been  suffered  to  pass  unnoticed. 
He  believed,  that  those  who,  like  himself, 
supported  the  Bill,  without  being,  in  any 
manner,  pledged  to  its  various  details, 
beard,  as  he  certainly  did,  with  very  great 
pain,  and  very  great  indignation,  the  in- 
sinuations thrown  out  by  an  hon.  Baronet 
near  him,  that  they  were  a  delegated  ma- 
jority ;  and,  as  an  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman below  him  said,  a  majority  dragged 
through  the  dirt  of  that  House.  If  they 
sat  silent,  and  did  not  notice  these  attacks 
made  upon  them  night  after  night,  they 
were  taunted  with  being  incapable  of  re« 


plying  to  the  charges  and  the  arguments 
of  their  opponents,  and  they  were  taken  for 
granted ,  in  consequence.  Speaking  of  tlie 
sides  of  the  House — on  which  point,  by 
the  way,  he  had  no  preference — he  did  not 
see  that  either  side  was  strictly  free  from 
blame  in  these  attacks.  But  the  country, 
which — without  caring  for  the  different  sides 
of  the  House,  looked  to  see  if  the  House  of 
Commons,  assembled  with  a  view  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  Reform,  did  its  duty — 
the  country  would  not  be  satisfied,  if  it  saw 
that  House,  night  after  night,  wasting  its 
time  in  quibbling  upon  learned  criticisms, 
and  disputing  about  terms.  He  never  inter- 
rupted the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  he 
could  assure  him  that  in  not  doing  so  he  had 
exercised  a  great  deal  of  forbearance,  hear- 
ing him,  as  he  did,  night  after  night,  use 
the  same  terms — he  would  not  call  them 
arguments — repeating  the  same  phrases, 
and,  after  decisions  had  been  pronounced 
by  the  House  respecting  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  going  back  to  the  details,  and 
travelling  about  in  such  a  manner,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  listen  to  him  with  any 
degree  of  patience.  The  hon.  Baronet  near 
him  (Sir  J.  Brydges)  had  made  a  speech, 
which  he  thought  would  have  been  better 
adapted  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
than  to  the  present  stage.  The  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  the  people  of  England  were  under 
a  delusion.  He  said,  that  they  had  sent 
delegates  to  that  House  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and 
nothing  but  the  Bill ;  and  he  taunted  those 
who  supported  the  measure,  as  it  now 
was  somewhat  modified,  for  inconsistency, 
because  they  had  pledged  themselves  to 
support  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  no- 
thing but  the  Bill.  VVhy,  as  he  under- 
stood the  last  elections,  connected  as  he 
I  was  with  a  populous  city,  and  having  had 
1  occasion  to  canvass  1,300  or  1,400  of  his 
constituents,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
people  of  England  were  not  so  easily  de 
luded  as  the  hon.  Baronet  imagined  ;  or, 
if  he  thought  they  were,  he  recommended 
him  to  go  down  to  Worcester  amonp^st  his 
(Mr.  Robinson^s)  constituents,  and  try  his 
chance  of  success  with  them.  What  he 
understood  by  the  cry  of  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill,  was, 
that  the  people  meant  that  those  whom 
they  should  send  to  that  House  should 
support  some  measure  commensurate  to 
that  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  which  would  give  the  people  that  con« 
trol  and  power  in  the  election  of  Members, 
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which  they  thought  they  ought  to  have, 
and  bcHevcd  the  Reform  Bill  would  give 
them.  If  the  question  was  to  be  discussed 
as  it  had  hitherto  been,  he  saw  no  pros- 
pect of  arriving  at  the  termination  of  their 
labours.  A  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said, 
that  there  were  points  connected  with 
many  of  the  boroughs  which  involved  some 
certain  principle,  as  well  as  the  details ; 
and  he  had  suggested,  that  where  ten  or 
twelve  boroughs  were  similarly  circum- 
stanced, whether  the  point  referred  to 
Domination  or  population,  the  decision  of 
the  House  should  be  taken  on  the  case 
of  one  borough ;  and  thus  Gentlemen 
would  be  prevented,  at  least,  by  the  cour- 
tesy which  governed  them  in  such  under- 
standings, from  involving  the  House  in 
these  perpetual  and  endless  discussions. 
That  suggestion  he  cordially  approved  of, 
and  trusted  it  would  be  acted  upon.  At  the 
same  time  he  must  say,  now  that  the  Bill 
was  in  the  Committee,  it  would  no  longer 
be  proper  to  go  into  general  discussions  on 
the  principle  of  the  measure.  He  was 
satisfied  that,  unless  a  tone  of  moderation 
and  a  principle  of  fairness  were  adopted  in 
all  these  discussions  the  people  would 
consider,  that  the  Members  of  that  House 
were  wasting  the  public  time  in  a  manner 
disgraceful  to  themselves,  and  injuriously 
to  the  national  welfare. 

Sir  C  Wetherell  could  not  charge  his 
memory  with  having  re-opened  the  debate 
on  any  principle  of  the  Bill  which  had 
been  settled  by  the  decision  of  the  House. 
A  noble  and  learned  friend  of  his  (for  so 
lie  should  always  consider  him,  although 
no  men  could  differ  more  completely  on 
many  points,  than  he  did  from  his  noble 
friend),  then  Mr.  Brougham,  now,  Lord 
Brougham,  had  said,  that  "  the  school- 
master was  abroad."  He  (Sir  C.  We- 
therell) did  not  know  where  this  school- 
master was  to  be  found ;  when  lo !  forth 
he  came  that  evening,  in  the  person  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Worcester.  He  was 
quite  ready  to  pay  this  tribute  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  that,  although  the  noble 
Lord  supported  his  opinions  with  warmth, 
he  did  not  assume  the  schoolmaster  in  so 
doing.  But  for  the  hon.  member  for  Wor- 
cester to  have  the  miserable  affectation  of 
taking  upon  himself  the  office  of  school- 
master was  an  absurdity  indeed.  Why, 
even  the  reformed  Parliament  would  not 
dignify  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester 
with  the  office  of  their  leader,  or  cloathe 
him  with  the  scholastic  character.     He 


must  be  permitted  to  tell  the  hon.  member 
for  Worcester,  that  he  was  not  the  school- 
master alluded  to  by  his  noble  and  learned 
friend.  The  hon.  member  for  Worcester, 
in  taking  upon  himself  the  office  of  ad- 
monishing the  Members  of  that  House 
how  to  comport  themselves,  had  played 
the  part  of  schoolmaster  in  a  very  odd 
manner.  For  of  what  did  he  complain  ? 
He  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  had  said,  that  the 
expression  of  '^  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill, 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill,"  was  a  senseless 
one ;  and  for  this  expression  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester,  in  his  capacity  of 
schoolmaster,  lectured  him,  while  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  expression  was  senseless. 
The  hon.  member  for  Worcester  might  de- 
pend upon  it,  therefore,  that  he  was  not 
the  schoolmaster — the  Roger  Ascham — 
meant  by  his  noble  and  learned  friend ; 
since  he  censured  persons  for  doing  what 
he,  at  the  same  time,  allowed  to  be  right ; 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester  might 
also  depend  upon  it,  that  if  he  persevered 
in  the  assumption  of  the  character  of  a 
schoolmaster,  he  would  find  that  House  a 
most  refractory,  disobedient,  and  rebellious 
school. 

Sir  John  Brydgcs  s^xd^  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man,the  member  for  Worcester,  had  charged 
him  with  improper  allusion  to  the  borough 
of  Appleby,  and  Great  Bedwin  which  bad 
been  disposed  of  last  night.  He  denied, 
that  he  had  made  any  remarks  irrelevant 
to  the  question  then  before  them.  Again, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  found  fault  with 
the  expression,  *'  the  Bill  the  whole  Bill 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill  ;*  that  phrase  had 
been  first  uttered  by  some  of  the  Ministers 
or  their  supporters,  who  therefore  were  the 
parties  liable  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  cen- 
sures. 

The  question  that  "Bishop's  Castle" 
stand  part  of  the  clause,  put  and  carried. 

Lord  J.  Russell  moved,  that  Bletch- 
ingley  stand  part  of  schedule  A. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  as  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  one  of  those  bo- 
roughs, which  were  commonly  known  by 
the  name  of  burgage  tenure  boroughs,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this  ques- 
tion. The  borough  of  Bletchingley  was 
a  pure  burgage  tenure  borough  and  he  had 
expected,  that  before  they  came  to  the 
annihilation  of  boroughs  of  this  descrip- 
tion, some  person  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  felt  it  necessary  to 
explain  to  the  House  what  was  the  bear- 
ing of  the  present  measure  upoo  such  bo- 
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roughs.  He  had  expected  this,  because  it 
most  be  notorious  to  all  Gcutleiuen  who 
bad  paid  the  least  attention  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the 
sources  by  which  Members  were  returned 
to  that  House  were  extremely  various. 
Ucmbers  were  sent  from  large  cities 
by  the  freemen  —  from  boroughs  which 
were  close  corporations — from  boroughs 
where  the  right  of  voting  was  in  the  free- 
Qiea  at  large — and  from  boroughs  which 
were  called  scot-and-lot  boroughs.  They 
had  these,  and  they  had  various  other  spe- 
cies of  the  elective  franchise ;  but  the  bur- 
gage tenure  franchise  was  a  species  by  it- 
self, separate,  distinct  from,  and  not  allied 
to  any  other  species  of  franchise  what- 
soever. That  phrase,  which  had  now  (to 
use  an  elegant  expression  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Worcester)  become  a  caut  phrase, 
he  meant  the  phrase  of  *'  rotten  boroughs" 
— could  not  be  applied  to  burgapje  tenure 
boroughs.  At  another  and  more  cunve- 
nient  time  he  would  go  fully  into  this  sub- 
ject. At  present  he  was  only  opt^ning  the 
consideration  of  it.  Now,  it  might  bt;  true, 
that  some  places  which  bad  formerly  been 
places  of  great  account  had  now  fallen 
into  decay  ;  it  might  be  true,  that  in  some 
places,  where  the  population  had  fornierly 
been  large,  it  had  now  become  small ;  it 
might  be  true,  that  in  some  places,  the 
constituent  body  had  formerly  been  inde- 
pendent, whereas  it  was  now  under  influ- 
ence and  control ;  it  might  be  true,  that 
in  some  places,  the  constituent  body  had 
from  tune  to  time  so  fallen  away,  that 
there  was  no  longer  any  of  it  left.  All  this 
might  be  true ;  and  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  was,  that,  as  many  places  which  now 
returned  Members  were  formerly  large  and 
had  now  become  small,  it  was  necessary  to 
enlarge  the  elective  franchise  in  them.  He 
did  not  say,  that  tiiis  was  a  good  principle  ; 
but  such  as  the  principle  was,  this  was  the 
nature  of  it.  Now,  he  called  the  attention 
of  the  gentlemen  opposite  to  this  point. 
He  said,  this  was  his  position,  that  a  bur- 
gage tenure  borough  was  the  same  now — 
was  the  same  in  1831 — as  it  was  centuries 
ago,  when  it  was  first  created  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, that  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
had  not  the  smallest  application  to  burgage 
tenure  boroughs.  This  was  a  point  which 
Mr.  Canning  had  urged  with  his  wonted 
force  and  ability,  in  a  speech  which  he 
made  in  that  House  against  Reform ;  and 
to  this  point,  therefore,  he  thought  that  he 
bad  a  food  right  to  d^illeoge  the  serious 


attention  of  at  least  the  Canning  section  of 
the  Cabinet.  He  trusted,  that  Mr.  Can- 
ning was  an  authority  respected  by  the 
House.  The  advocates  of  the  Bill  might 
tell  him  that  Gatton  was  a  scot  and  lot 
borough,  and  that  no  sound  objection 
could  be  made  to  its  disfranchisement,  in 
consequence  of  the  change  which  time  and 
events  had  made  in  its  circumstances ;  but 
he  could  assert  that  Bletchingley  ever  had 
been  what  it  now  was,  incapable  by  the 
very  circumstances  which  placed  it  upon 
the  constituency,  of  being  disfranchised. 
The  burgage  tenure  boroughs  had  been 
constituted,  not  on  the  basis  of  property 
so  called,  nor  on  the  basis  of  numbers — 
no  change  which  was  likely  to  affect  other 
parts  of  the  Representation  system  could 
aHect  them — no  improvement,  no  decay, 
no  exclusion,  could  operate  in  any  manner 
upon  them.  If  gentlemen  admitted  this 
proposition,  they  must  also  admit  the  con- 
sequence of  it — namely,  that  the  Constitu- 
tion of  burgage  tenure  boroughs  rested 
neither  upon  the  basis  of  numbers  nor  upon 
the  basis  of  Representation.  In  them  there 
had  been  no  decay — in  them  there  had 
been  no  usurpation.  This  was  the  point 
to  which  he  called  the  attention  of,  .and 
which  he  wished  to  be  answered  by,  some 
member  of  the  Cabinet — some  member  of 
the  Canning  section  of  the  Cabinet  he 
should  like  best.  He  said  some  member 
of  the  Cabinet,  because  he  did  not  wish  to 
force  it  upon  the  noble  Lord  who  had  the 
conduct  of  the  Bill.  It  was  too  much,  that 
that  noble  Lord  should  have  been  sub- 
jected to  the  operation,  to  use  an  acade- 
mic phrase,  of  being  crammed,  within  a 
few  short  months,  with  all  the  learning 
necessary  for  the  discussion  of  all  the  parts 
of  a  Bill  like  this.  He  would  ask  the 
advocates  of  the  Reform  Bill,  how  they 
could  make  it  out  that  the  Representation 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  ab  originc 
a  Representation  founded  on  numbers  ? 
He  would  ask  them,  what  they  meant  by 
restoring  the  Constitution  if  they  pro- 
ceeded to  extinguish  those  boroughs  which 
confessedly  had  nothing  to  do  with  popu. 
lation,  but  had  been  granted  to  the  ownei  ' 
of  the  property  as  a  counterbalance  to  thi- 
power  of  the  democracy.  But  the  sense) ' 
less  cry  of  "rotten  boroughs"  had  bee!- 
raised,  and  under  that  false  denominatio  *  , 
the  burgage  tenure  boroughs  were  propose' '  \ 
to  be  disfranchised.  One  might  be  \i\  \ 
dined  to  think,  on  hearing  some  Gentk"  • 
men  talk  of  decayed  boroughs,  that  ear'  ^*i 
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of  such  boroughs  had  formerly  been  an 
Athens,  a  Tyre,  a  Thebes,  a  Rome,  or  a 
Carthage— crowded  with  thousands  of  ar- 
tisans, rich   in  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial greatness,  and  flourishing  as  vast 
emporiums  of  all  that  was  valuable,  but 
which,  from  various  causes  which  historians 
had  forgotten  to  mention,  had  tumbled  into 
ruins.     Let  all  this  be  true  of  what  were 
called  the  decayed  boroughs  ;  but  no  one* 
word  of  it  could  be  true  when  spoken  of 
burgage  tenure  boroughs.    It  might  indeed 
be  said,  that  burgage  tenure  boroughs  were 
in  fact  nomination  boroughs  [cheers,]    Let 
Gentlemen  cheer;  he  was  not  going  to  deny 
that  they  were  nomination  boroughs  ;  but 
he  put  it  to  the  Gentlemen  opposite  to  tell 
him,  whether  it  was  not  notorious  that  the 
basis  of  the  constitution  was  nomination ; 
— whether  it  was  not  notorious,  that  to  the 
Lords  were  given  the  power  of  parcelling 
the  tenements  on  burgage  tenure  as  they 
pleased ;  whether  this  power  was  not  vested, 
by  set  purpose  and  design,  in  the  Lords, 
who  might  create  forty  voters,  or  400  as 
they  pleased?    He  put  it  to  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  tell  him  whether  this  power  was 
not  designedly  given  to  the  landed  aristo- 
cracy, and  whether  the  objectof  giving  it  was 
not  to  create  a  peculiar  sort  of  Members  ? 
He  called  upon  the  apostate  member  for 
Bletchingley,  who  was  to  be  the  high  priest 
at  the  sacrifice  of  it,  and  upon  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
and  upon  his  learned  friend,  the  Solicitor 
General,  who  ought  to  be  chief  mourners 
at  its  funeral — he  called  upon  them  to 
answer  him  upon  these  points,  if  nobody 
else  would.     Now,  he  hoped  that  he  had 
argued  this  question  properly,  as  he  assur- 
ed the  Committee  he  had  intended  to  do, 
and  that  he  had  not  gone  afloat  into  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.     Perhaps  he  had  de- 
tained them  a  little  too  long;  but  before 
Bletchingley  was  executed,  if  it  was  to  be 
executed — before  the  Chairman  put  the 
dismal  question,  fiat  executio,  on  the  bo- 
rough of  Bletchingley — he  had  thought  it 
,  right  to  say  thus  much  upon  it,  because  it 
I  A^as  a  burgage  tenure  borough — because  it 
\  :iad  not  committed  the  sin  of  falling-ofF, 
;  tr  decaying,  or  being  changed — and,  final- 
I  /,   because,    as  its    last   Representative 
'Ould  have  been  a  noble  Lord  eminent 
>r  his  acquirements,  and  his  talents,  and 
s  abilities — he  was  sure  he  need  not  say, 
J.  .  at  he  meant  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
'\r  Foreign   Affairs — he   had   thought  it 
T  I   ght  not  to  be  slain  and  interred  without 


some  little  eulogistic  mention  which  might 
mark  its  fall  to  posterity. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman through  his  historical  detail,  and 
that  he  should  not  attempt  either  to  con- 
trovert the  positions  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  laid  down,  or  to 
argue  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man upon  the  original  constitution  of 
burgage  tenure  boroughs.  At  the  same 
time,  though  it  might  appear  to  be  very 
great  presumption  in  him,  he  must  say, 
that  he  was  very  far  from  being  prepared 
to  admit  all  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  upon  these  points. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
asked,  why  the  Government  proposed  to 
include  in  the  disfranchising  clause  bur- 
gage tenure  boroughs  ?  He  would  answer 
this  question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gren- 
tleman.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  argued,  that  as  such  boroughs 
were  now  precisely  in  the  same  condition 
as  they  had  ever  been,  it  was  not  fair  to 
call  them  decayed  boroughs.  But  whether 
they  were  decayed  boroughs,  or  whether 
they  had  always  been  as  badly  constituted 
as  they  were  at  present,  and  consequently 
could  not  be  said  to  have  become  any 
worse,  were  not  the  questions  for  consider- 
ation. The  question  to  be  decided  was, 
whether  they  were  or  were  not  inconsidera- 
ble boroughs;  for  the  proposition  stated  in 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill  was,  that  it  was 
expedient  to  take  effectual  measures  to 
deprive  inconsiderable  places  of  the  right 
of  returning  Members  to  the  Commons 
House  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  abuses 
that  had  long  prevailed  in  the  choice  of 
Members  could  only  be  corrected  by  grant- 
ing the  elective  franchise  to  large  and  po- 
pulous towns,  and  extending  it  to  the  in- 
habitants generally  in  such  places  where  it 
was  at  present  limited  to  a  few,  and  where 
there  were  inhabitants  enough  to  form  a 
respectable  constituency.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said,  that  burgage 
tenure  boroughs  returned  a  particular 
class  of  Members,  and  seemed  to  think, 
that  the  Ministers  were  bound  to  prove, 
that  it  was  safe  and  proper  to  get  rid 
of  that  class,  whose  return  was  vested  in 
the  landed  aristocracy.  On  that  point  he 
was  quite  prepared  to  meet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  was  far  from 
thinking — nay,  he  utterly  denied — that 
the  continuance  of  this  power  would  be 
advantageous  to  the  landed  anstocracy  of 
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this  country.  He  admitted,  that  it  in- 
creased the  infiuence  of  certain  indivi- 
daals  of  the  landed  aristocracy  who  hap- 
pened to  be  possessed  of  these  boroughs, 
but  it  certainly  did  not  confer  any  advan- 
tage upon  the  aristocracy  or  the  landed 
interest  generally.  The  measure  which 
they  proposed  was  much  more  fair  to  the 
community  at  large,  while  at  the  same  time 
it  was  much  more  advantageous  to  the 
landed  interest ;  for  while  it  gave  Repre- 
sentation to  the  people  generally,  it  se- 
cured also  to  the  landed  interest  generally, 
and  not  to  a  few  persons  only  connected 
with  that  interest,  those  fair  advantages 
and  that  legitimate  influence  which  the 
possessor  of  landed  property  ought  to  en- 
joy. Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
mean  to  say,  that  the  landed  interests,  and 
the  interests  of  the  aristocracy,  were  served 
or  promoted  by  the  existence  of  those  no- 
mination boroughs  ?  Those  close  boroughs 
were  an  abuse,  and  as  such  they  brought 
odium  and  dislike  on  the  whole  body  of 
the  aristocracy  of  the  country.  Instead  of 
being  an  advantage,  then,  as  had  been 
contended  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, the  existence  of  such  boroughs 
constituted  a  positive  disadvantage  to  the 
aristocracy,  for  as  long  as  they  existed,  the 
members  of  the  aristocracy  would  not 
stand  as  well  as  they  ought  with  the 
people  of  England,  who  called  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  all  such  close  bo- 
roughs. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  argued  the  present  matter  very  fairly, 
he  had  not  travelled  out  of  the  case ;  and 
the  ground,  as  he  understood,  upon  which 
the  learned  Gentleman  had  rested  his  op- 
position to  the  disfranchisement  of  this 
borough  was,  that  it  was  one  which  afforded 
an  instance  of  simple  burgage  tenure,  and 
that  it  could  not  be  described  as  one  of 
those  decayed  boroughs  which  the  Bill 
proposed  to  cut  off.  Without  denying, 
that  the  tenure  in  this  borough  did  not 
differ  from  that  which  it  had  been  original- 
ly in  the  first  instance,  he  begged  to  ob- 
serve, that  this  borough  came  within  the 
class  of  those  inconsiderable  boroughs 
which,  when  it  was  proposed  to  effect  an 
alteration,  in  accordance  with  the  general 
and  well-established  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution, it  was  impossible  to  allow  to  re- 
main any  longer  in  existence.  But,  said 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  **You 
cannot  call  this  a  restoration  of  the  ancient 
principles  of  the  Constitution.  This  in- 
dividual borough,  ever  since  it  obtained 


the  right  of  sending  Members^to  Parlia- 
ment, has  remained  precisely  in  the  same 
state,  and  when  you  disfranchise  it,  you 
cannot  say,  that  you  are  returning  to  the 
ancient  principles  of  the  Constitution.'' 
When  he  and  his  colleagues  spoke  of  the 
Constitution,  they  spoke  of  it  as  a  whole, 
not  of  its  individual  parts ;  and  when  they 
talked  of  re-establishing  the  Representa* 
tive  system  upon  the  ancient  principles  of 
the  Constitution,  they  meant  that  (Consti- 
tution by  which  the  people  of  this  country 
were  entitled  to  be  fully,  freely,  and  fairly 
represented  in  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament.  The  measure  which  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed,  therefore, 
was  a  restoration  of  the  ancient  principles 
of  the  Constitution,  though  it  might  destroy 
some  boroughs  which  had  existed  up  to 
the  present  day  in  the  same  condition  that 
they  had  been  at  their  original  establish- 
ment. Viewed  as  a  whole,  it  could  not  be 
denied,  that  the  measure  was  a  restoration 
of  the  ancient  and  undoubted  principles  of 
the  Constitution.  He  denied,  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  merely  to  destroy 
decayed  boroughs,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  argued.  The  principle  of 
the  Bill  was,  to  cut  off  all  inconsiderable 
as  well  as  decayed  boroughs,  and  to  esta- 
blish the  Representation  of  the  people  upon 
its  ancient,  comprehensive,  and  constitu- 
tional basis. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
in  the  speech  which  he  had  just  made, 
had  opened  the  discussion  anew  into  the 
whole  principles  of  the  Bill.     He   must 
enter  his  protest   against    the   doctrines 
which   had  been  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord.     The  noble  Lord  said,  that  when 
they  looked  at  the  measure  as  a  whole, 
they   would   see  that  its   object  was,  to 
give  to  the  people  a  full  and  fair  Repre- 
sentation in  Parliament,  and  that,  as  such, 
it  might  be  justly  described  as  a  restora- 
tion of  the  ancient  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution ;  for  that  those  principles  were, 
that  the  people  should  be  fully  and  fairly 
represented   in   the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament.  Now  that  involved  the  fallacy, 
that  the  people  of  this  country  ever  had    • 
the  right  which  it  was  proposed  to  give  j 
them  by  this  Bill.     He  would  deny,  diat  [ 
the   phrase,    "the   people  of  England,"  ' 
ever  meant  the  people  of  England  as  they  , . 
were    polled    by   this    Bill.     What  was  ii 
meant  by  the  people  of  Engand,  when  we  |j 
spoke  of  the  Representation  of  the  peo-  ^ 
pie  of  England  in  ancient  times,  consisted^ 
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in  the  great  Corporate  bodies,  and  those 
great  clussen  of  the  community  to  whom 
the  franchise  was  intrusted,  and  of  whom 
the  Members  sent  to  Parliament  were  the 
Representatives.  But  the  word  **  people" 
was  never  used  then  as  it  was  in  the  present 
Bill — it  was  never  used  so  as  to  mean  1 0/. 
householders  who  had  never  hitherto  pos- 
sessed a  right  to  that  franchise,  wliich  it 
was  now  proposed  to  give  them.  The 
elective  franchise,  as  it  had  been  estab- 
lished in  England  in  former  times,  had 
never  existed  in  the  form  in  which  the 
present  Bill  proposed  to  establish  it,  but 
m  a  much  better,  more  practical,  and 
ro(Nre  beneficial  form.  He  was  far  from 
denying,  that  a  sentiment  of  dissatisfaction 
had  been  expressed  throughout  the  coun- 
try with  regard  to  what  were  called  nomi- 
nation boroughs ;  but  that  dissatisfaction, 
and  that  clamour,  with  respect  to  those 
boroughs,  he  felt  justified  in  attributing 
entirely  to  the  manner  in  which  this  mea- 
sure had  been  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 
vernment, under  the  sanction  of  his  Ma- 
jesty. The  Ministers  themselves  had 
excited  that  clamour,  which  they  pleaded 
as  one  of  the  grounds  for  disfranchis- 
ing those  boroughs.  So  far  as  burg- 
age tenure  boroughs  were  concerned, 
they  certainly  could  not  be  described  as 
any  usurpation  on  the  rights  of  the 
people.  It  was  said,  that  the  possession 
of  such  boroughs  could  not  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  aristocracy,  and,  indeed, 
the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland  had  argued, 
upon  a  former  night,  that  as  the  right  of 
returning  Members  from  such  boroughs 
was  vested  in  individuals,  it  was  not 
probable,  that  it  could  be  exercised  for 
the  benefit  of  the  general  body,  and  that, 
in  fact,  the  possession  of  such  boroughs 
was  disadvantageous  to  the  interests  of 
the  aristocracy  at  large.  But  though  the 
power  might  be  vested  in  the  hands  of  a 
single  individual,  was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  it  ever  would  be  used  by  him  for  the 
promotion  of  his  individual  and  personal 
'  mterests,  and  not  for  the  promotion  and 
*  support  of  the  uiterests  of  the  general 
body  to  which  he  belonged  ?  If,  for 
'  instance,  they  should  give  Members  to 
*  Birmingham,  was  it  probable  that  those 
Members  would  attend  only  to  the  inter- 
\  ests  of  Birmingham,  and  not  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  iron-manufacturers  at  large  ? 
Now  those  nomination  boroughs  served  the 
i*  'same  purpose  exactly  with  respect  to  the 
I   property  and  interests  of  the  aristocracy. 


The  Attorney  General  said,  that  it  was 
easy  to  talk  of  fallacies,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  done,  and  to  describe  as  a 
fallacy  that  proposition  which  had  been 
brought  forward  by  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. That  proposition,  however,  though 
their  opponents  might  choose  to  denomin- 
ate it  a  fallacy,  was  adopted  by  the 
disinterested  part  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land ;  and  such  persons  only  as  were  con- 
nected with  that  spurious  property  which 
it  was  proposed  to  put  an  end  to,  and  who 
appeared  determined  to  die  in  the  last 
ditch  in  its  defence,  thought  proper  to 
charge  the  great  majority  of  that  House, 
and  the  people  of  England,  with  acting 
upon  a  delusion.  Which  set  of  judges 
could  most  reasonably  lay  claim  to  the 
merit  of  impartiality — the  small  minority, 
who  throve  by  the  abuse  or  the  universal 
people,  who  condemned  it  ?  But  to  that 
very  people  the  appeal  had  been  made, 
at  the  instance,  too,  of  those  who  now 
refused  to  be  bound  by  the  sentence. 
"Wait,"  they  had  said,  "till  the  people 
have  had  time  to  speak  ;  let  their  voice  be 
heard  before  the  measure  passes."  They 
had  spoken,  with  a  loud  and  unanimous 
voice ;  but  it  seemed  they  were  labouring 
under  a  delusion.  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  accused  of  fomenting  a  dissatisfac* 
tion,  which  had  blinded  all  eyes,  and  per- 
verted all  understandings.  The  right  hou. 
Baronet,  in  adopting  the  reason  for  the 
dissatisfaction  which  he  acknowledged  to 
exist  throughout  the  country,  with  regard 
to  the  nomination  boroughs,  had  clearly 
confounded  cause  and  effect.  For  that 
general  irritation  and  discontent,  produced 
by  the  existence  of  those  boroughs,  it  was 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
provide  a  remedy.  He  must  say,  with 
reference  to  boroughs  (like  that  now  under 
examination),  when  the  right  of  voting 
depended  on  burgage  tenures,  that  prac- 
tically they  contributed  nothing  to  the 
fair  Representation  of  the  people.  If  the 
Crown  granted  that  right,  to  enable  its 
own  favorites  to  return  Members  to  the 
Commons  House  of  Parliament,  that  g^nt 
was,  in  its  origin,  an  abuse  of  the  preroga- 
tive. The  right  of  election  was,  however, 
vested,  not  in  individuals,  but  in  the  bur- 
gage tenants  :  the  form  of  a  popular  elec- 
tion was  gone  through ;  the  voters  were 
probably  as  independent  in  their  circum- 
stances as  the  10/.  householders,  to  whom 
the  present  Bill,  in  strict  conformity  with 
the  principles  of  the  Constitutiosi  iutroitt 
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wished  forDoUiinc:  but  tbo  Bill,  from  con- 
viction that  no  lai^crchanji^s  wcroroqiiinMl 
to  effect  so  indispensable  an  object.  This 
might  be  called  a  cuckoo  ciy,  by  the  dealers 
in  eternal  repetitions,  whose  tardy  profes- 
sions were  deserving  of  no  hotter  name. 
The  Reformers  who  began  to  learn  the 
lesson  of  Reform  in  Marcii,  who  found  that 
they  did  not  quarrel  with  all  Reform,  but 
thought  this  measure  too  sweeping,  who  no 
longer  declaimed  against  Reform  in  the  ab- 
stract, but  felt  an  irresistible  repugnance 
to  the  only  Reform  that  had  been  proposed, 
without  hinting  at  any  other  project, 
ought  not  to  speak  too  contemptuously  of 
cuckoo  cries.  The  oflen  repeated chuUcnge, 
''  shew  us  the  particular  period  when  the 
Representation  was  purer/*  he  was  not 
bound  to  take  up  :  if  abuses  had  at  all 
times  prevailed,  the  reason  for  removing 
them  was  so  much  the  stronger:  the 
people*s  loud  complaint  of  an  existing 
grievance  was  not  answered  by  telling 
them,  that  the  like  corruption  had  obtuiiied 
in  former  times  :  they  had  a  right  to  the 
sound  principle,  instead  of  the  long-en- 
dured abuse  ;  and  were  justly  attached  to 
the  measure,  which  placed  their  constitu- 
tional freedom  on  foundations  which  had 
been  recoi^ni/ed  and  proclaimed,  though 
net  uniformly  acted  upon,  from  the  earliest 
l/ftnodiA  of  their  history. 

.Sir  A.  Pficl  observed,  that  the  obs(;rva- 
tion  of  thf;  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as 
*o  tho%  who  were  fteformers  since  March 
l^t,  coiild  not  p<'>^sihly  apply  to  him 
rSir  R.  Feeh,  for  he  harl  never  during  his 
lire  U;#:ri  a  ftoforrfier,  j»nd  certainly  not  a 
Fttfoi'rr.i.f  since  March  UaI,  lie  had  quit- 
defended  a.-*  the  hficri  of  th»*  Crow.T  to  th»':  tf-A  oiticftor.  thr-Qur;^rion  of  Fteform.he  was 
high  aristocracy  of  i^e  .-iairii ;  ^. id  unices  I  opp^>s»j^i  to  the  pffr^ent  measure?,  and  he 
it  were  lawf.ii  zo  trarfic  i.i   the  v,te.i  and    sho^iid  rr,n^ir:Jje  v»  i^.ve  it  his  opposition. 

T:"ke  A fior^y-Oenr.ral ^fi\f\f  that  he  had 
not  ^pp^iicd  the  o!-,s#*rv?itions  referred  to, 


the  main  burthen  of  sending  Representa- 
tives to  Parliament.  To  monopolize  in  a 
single  hand  the  rights  of  all  these  tenants, 
was  an  abuse  of  wealth  in  him  who  made 
the  purchase.  All  ideas  of  ancient  aristo- 
cracy were  dispelled  ;  all  influence  arising 
from  public  service,  or  from  royal  favour, 
from  station  and  nobiUty,was  absorbed  in  the 
aristocracy  of  the  pocket,  and  the  amount 
of  capital  which  any  man,  of  whatever 
quality  or  character,  was  able  to  bring  into 
the  borough-market.  The  self-constituted 
patron  might,  indeed,  exert  his  parliament- 
ary power  solely  for  the  benefit  of  his  coun- 
try ;  but  had  experience  proved,  that  there 
was  no  danger  of  his  bartering  it  for  personal 
advantages  to  himself?  We  heard  much 
of  the  passions  of  the  people,  which  were 
never  strongly  and  permanently  excited 
without  a  just  cause ;  but  were  patrons 
wholly  without  passion,  and  had  sordid 
and  selfish  objects  never  entered  into  their 
calculation  ?  The  name  of  boroughmonger 
Lad  been  complained  of,  and  the  high 
honour  of  some  patrons,  loudly,  perhaps 
justly,  vaunted.  But  how  long  could  any 
one  guarantee  that,  under  the  present 
system,  the  purest  of  patrons  should  not 
degenerate  into  the  meanest  of  borough- 
mongers  P  He  who  never  bartered  the 
vote  of  a  dependant  M':m^>er  for  honours  or 
emoluments  to  himself,  might  h<:  driven,  by 
the  thousand  circum-staziccs  wh.ch  dailv 
led  to  a  transter  of  property,  to  l^rin;^  hi:^ 
burgage  tenements  to  the  hammer ;  he  died, 
and  his  possess iooi  w^.^.t  to  the  highest 
bidder.  **  Xunc  pretio — au,7c  sotU  iupre- 
mar  Everything*,  theri,  usAf-A  xx»  the  per- 
version   of    that     iuu:.erice     A'hich    w;is 


coQscienceH  ot  men,  tatii  \,fjt\\.\^x  specie •< 
of  franchise    must   ue    ir^oiisher'.     '•Viu. 
regard  to  the  Bill  vliA.h  .vrui  now  ander 
the  ccnsiderattcn  <k\'\\(i  Hci^*:.  x  -A.ts  .lot 
to  be  supposed,  iliat   i   p^TtVr.^  innasure 
could  be  devised  )v  i.iu;  vt  of  :ii:in  ;  '*»ir 
the  honest  statesmen  vhoiivi  >ei=;n  '*r''>u^ht 
together  'o   ?orm    \  ( .^\\\x\i-x  '«.  "Trtint    i  i 
Reform,  seeing  Hi nr.'-r.- J',  for  ifar:.r;ii  ijo^.'l,  ' 
upon  pnncipies   '<vhio.'i    bfv    .\in\    tlv^vs  ■ 
profesfle^t,  had  "Kf-n  shie  *o   »r»»'.-  or  v^«-l 
a  measure  ^hich,  tiow'^-v<ir  :ss5iil*v:  »y  ,-,t,- 
cism  !n  "_hat  Piouvs.  'ir-fx-v^^^t  *'•  •  MicJil". 
had  Teen  TonnM  to  iHtisfv  '.hr  v.jjr.tr     ^t 


to  \\\f.  iT^i.t  hon.  B'iroi.'-'t.  it  w:)4  satis- 
tUotor?,  h\  \\\  i3v<5nf.s,  that  the  present 
.\f  jr.isrrv  could  not  '.*e  charged  with  having 
proniijied  mor-'*.  -.vhii*^.  in  Opp'-^sition  than 
thov  X'^<\  portormed  wh*='n  in  ofttce. 

'if/.  Hn*',\ifj  ^aid,  ?hnt  ae  .vas  not  liablr^ 

*.o  'lie  ■•har/«;  of  li'ivin^  r^^^n  a  Reformer 

ontv  -inr*?  rhe  monrh  ot  March  last,  for  hr- 

'\'-%t\    *'.^n  'A  i<.'former  h»I  his  iiff*.      ft  war 

»i9  -.'"n'ir^tion.   now«ver.    r'or  'he  Const i 

>'»>}e   >'ai«t^n^''   -o  'h's    .-neaviire.     Th 


larze.  ThftCO*jnirv  ^rloorwi  -hr:  v:iOr«-  MX.  '■  tr /-.pHPnt  •*(  'ii*^  Ar»or  »^v-^,«ner"fJ  he  •ii' 
Bom  cofjviction  rhat  .lO  .r-s  t  .?' n^iir^  |  •'ler^to^i'l  p^rfe'^tlv  ^rW.  He  iindcntor' 
would  iCCUfe  i  ^ood  KepresenUition  ;  md  |  that  ibis  ^as  to  it  no  rettoratioa  of  tlV  ' 
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CoDstitution  settled  by  the  Revolution  of 
1688,  but  we  were  to  have  a  Revolution 
of  1831.  People  were  taught  to  think 
that  the  former  Constitution  was  not 
suited  to  the  present  time,  and  they 
wished  to  try  a  ticket  in  the  lottery  of 
Constitutions,  and  see  if  they  could  draw 
a  prize.  They  were  perfectly  consistent. 
But  on  what  plea  had  this  measure  been 
recomnfended  from  the  Throne?  Not 
that  there  was  to  be  a  new  Constitution, 
but  the  King,  it  was  distinctly  stated, 
called  the  Parliament  together  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  expediency 
of  a  Reform  in  the  Representation ; 
and  he  added,  **  you  will  carefully  ad- 
here to  the  acknowledged  principles  of 
the  Constitution."  But  the  Attorney 
General  had  not  pretended,  that  the 
principle  of  Representation  by  numbers 
and  no  property,  was  that  recommended 
by  the  Crown,  as  conformable  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitotion.  A  Represent- 
ation by  numbers  would  never  consist 
with  the  constitutional  influence  of  the 
Crown.  He  defied  any  person  to  show  an 
instance  of  Monarchy  co-exisling  with 
such  a  system  of  Representation.  What 
was  the  French  House  of  Commons, 
which  was  even  now  tending  to  extinguish 
their  House  of  Peers,  compared  with  our 
new  Representation  ?  In  short,  we  were 
launching  upon  a  wide  sea  of  experiment. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  be 
the  best  Constitution-makers  the  world 
had  ever  produced ;  but  they  had  pro- 
duced one  which  it  was  impossible  for  any 
thinking  man  to  say,  would  work  well. 
l(  any  additional  security  for  the  people 
could  be  provided,  if  any  additional  gua- 
rantee of  our  institutions  could  be  invented, 
he  was  no  enemy  to  Reform  ;  but  he  was 
averse  to  such  a  violent  change  as  this 
Bill  introduced.  The  Constitution  of  this 
country  consisted  of  the  King,  the  House 
of  Peers,  and  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and  the  House  of  Commons  was  returned, 
half  by  the  people,  and  half  by  the  aris- 

*  iocracy ;  and  was  it  not  a  total  change  in  the 

*  Constitution  that  the  whole  should  be  rc- 
> 'turned  by  the  people?     Hitherto  the  peo- 

*  V>le  had  been  like  a  man  Bghting  with  one 

*  tiand  tied  behind  him  ;  they  said  **  loose 

',he  other  hand  ;"  but  it  had  been  hitherto 

answered,  "No,  you  are  a  violent  and 

desperate  fellow,  and  we  must  keep  you 

■  s  you  are."  An  increase  of  power  in 
\  \\  ^le  hands  of  the  people  would  be  de- 
^  \  '.ructive,  not  of  the  aristocracy  alone,  but 


of  the  very  people  themselves.  The  people 
had  no  right  to  that  degree  of  power,  for 
an  instrument  was  not  to  be  put  into  their 
hands,  with  which,  if  they  thought  proper, 
they  could  tear  the  whole  fabric  to  pieces; 
— it  ought  to  be  kept  out  of  their  reach — 
just  as,  out  of  kindness  to  a  child,  prudent 
parents  kept  out  of  his  reach  instruments 
with  which  he  might  injure  himself.  If 
any  Gentleman  doubted  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  more  power  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  the  people,  let  him  look  round, 
si  momimentum  quceris  circumspice.  Had 
the  power  of  the  people  in  that  House 
been  so  reduced  that  it  was  necessary  to 
reconstruct  it,  in  order  to  give  them  more  ? 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp),  had  de- 
tailed to  the  House  the  votes  which  had 
been  given  against  the  people.  But  it 
was  the  merit  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
as  it  was  now  constituted,  that  it  miti- 
gated the  democratic  power  in  the  country. 
He  hoped  that,  when  we  had  the  new 
Constitution,  the  noble  Lord  would  find 
he  could  do  his  duty  to  the  Crown 
and  to  the  Constitution  without  bringing 
about  him  a  great  mass  of  the  Repre- 
sentation, who  would  not  be  looking  to 
what,  in  their  honest  opinion,  was  for 
the  interest  of  the  country,  but  voting, 
as  a  great  many  did,  with  the  con- 
sciousness, that  if  they  did  not  vote  in 
a  particular  manner,  before  the  sun  rose 
there  would  be  some  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  their  conduct.  If 
we  were  to  have  a  Constitution  in  which 
the  action  of  the  people  was  so  immedi- 
ate and  so  intense,  it  was  contrary  to  all 
experience  to  suppose,  that  the  country 
would  not  fall  into  agitation.  The  pre- 
sent influence  of  the  aristocracy  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  a  conserva- 
tive principle,  inasmuch  as  it  tended  to 
support,  not  the  interests  of  a  single  peer, 
but  of  the  aristocracy  generally,  against  the 
democracy.  With  regard  to  the  open 
buying  and  selling  which  had  been  talked 
of,  where  was  the  great  practical  harm  of 
that?  Some  great  merchant  might  be 
willing  to  pay  4,000/.  or  5,000/.  for  a  seat, 
or  some  East-Indian,  having  lived  long 
abroad,  and  possessing  very  valuable  in- 
formation, by  this  means  found  his  way 
into  the  House,  where  his  information  was 
useful.  But  it  was  absurd  to  say,  that 
they  were  not  as  capable  of  doing  their 
duty,  and  as  likely  to  have  the  interests  of 
their  country  at  heart,  as  those  who  went 
about  among  10/.  householders  exagger* 
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Lord  John   Russell  then  moved,  that 
"  Boroughbridge  stand  part  of  schedule 

Sir  C.  Wethereil  did  not  rise  to  detain 
the  Committee  with  a  lengthened  defence 
of  the  l>orou«^h  which  he  had  the  hononr 
of  representing^,  as  he  had  already  antici- 
pated all  he  coukl  say  hy  way  of  defence, 
when  defending  the  cause  of  Bletchingley. 
He  had  undertaken  that  defence,  as  he 
had  stated,  because  he  wus  fearful  that,  if 
even  left  to  its  own  proper  Representatives, 
poor  Bletchingley  would  be  without  even  a 
half-moumer  at  its  funeral.  As  he  had, 
however,  on  that  occasion  taken  it  upon 
him  to  personate  the  noble  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, he  hoped,  that  as  that  noble  Lord 
was  a  stout  champion  of  free  trade  and 
reciprocity  principles,  and  acting  upon  the 
good  old  adage  of  "  one  good  turn  deserves 
another,"  the  noble  Lord  would  do  as 
much  for  him  now,  and  defend  Borough- 
bridge.  Earl  Grey  and  the  Attorney 
General  had  admitted,  that  burgage  tenures 
were  as  old  as  the  Constitution  ;  and  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill  stated,  and  its  fram- 
ers  asserted,  that  its  object  was  not  to  de- 
stroy, but  to  *'  restore"  the  Constitution, 
therefore  to  restore  the  Constitution  was  to 
preserve  the  burgage  tenures;  and  therefore 
Boroughbridi^  should  not  be  disfranchised, 
as  its  franchise  was  burgage  tenure. 

Viscount  Palmenton  regretted,  that  he 
could  not  recipocrate  the  kind  office  for 
Boroughbridge  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  performed  for  Bletchingley ; 
and  that  all  he  could  do  would  be,  to  assist 
in  consiffninjr  them  to  the  one  tomb  with 
equal  funeral  honours.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  burgage  tenure  argu- 
ment was  a  fallacy,  so  far  as  the  preamble 
of  the  Bill  was  concerned,  because  that 
preamble  had  not  a  syllable  touching 
"  restore  the  Constitution,"  and  merely 
stated  that  **  it  was  expedient  to  correct 
certain  abuses  which  had  crept,  in  the 
course  of  time,"  into  our  Representative 
system. 

Mr.  Attwood  would,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, content  himself  with  denying  the 
right  to  disfranchise  Boroughbridge,  leav- 
ing to  Ministers  all  the  responsibility  of 
the  consequences  of  their  audacious  and 
most  unconstitutional  measure.  The  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Boroughbridge 
had  distinctly  proved,  that  the  burgage  te- 
nure boroughs  were  now  pretty  much  in 
their  original  state,  and  that  since  the  origin 
of  Representation  in  this  country,  no  greater 


degree  of  popular  influence  had  been  exer- 
cised in  returning  Members  for  these  bo- 
roughs than  at  present.  The  electors  were 
tainted  with  no  crime,  convicted  of  no 
corruption,  and  charged  with  no  abuse  and 
their  privilc^os,  coi-val  with  the  existence 
of  the  Constitution,  an*!  cloMy  connec\ed 
with  the  privileires  of  the  Pecraore,  and  the 
prerogative  of  the  Monarch,  ought  not  to  be 
taken  awav. 

The  qnestion  was  carried,  that  "  Bo- 
roughbridj;:c  stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

The  next  qnestion  was  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Bossiney  stand  part  of  schedule 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  as  he 
could  not  question  the  general  accuracy  of 
the  amount  of  population  under  which 
Bossiney  was  proposed  to  be  disfranchised, 
he  would  not  divide  the  Committee  on  the 
present  question.  All  he  would  say  was, 
that  his  family  never  exercised  any  influ- 
ence, other  than  the  legitimate  influence 
of  property,  in  tliat  borough,  that  it  was 
not  a  nomination  borough,  and  never  had 
been  an  object  of  traffic. 

The  question  was  carried,  that  **  Bossiney 
stand  part  of  schedule  A."  The  next  ques- 
tion was,  that  **  the  borough  of  Brackley 
stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

Mr.  /antes  Bradshaw  said,  as  it  was  true 
that,  according  to  the  population  returns 
of  1821  (but  not  those  of  1831,  which 
made  the  population  2,100),  Brackley  fell 
under  the  line  of  disfranchisement  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord,  he  only  begged 
Members  to  consider,  that  if  the  borough 
had  contained  its  present  population  in 
1821,  and  had  diminished  itistead  of  in- 
creased 2.56  in  the  interval,  it  would  have 
been  entitled  to  return  one  Member.  He 
would  imitate  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Bossiney,  and  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. He  could  assure  the  Committee, 
that  his  family  never  exercised  any  influ- 
ence in  that  borough  but  that  which  pro- 
perty bestowed  upon  them.  He  was  re- 
turned by  the  influence  of  property  situ- 
ated within  the  borotjgh.  There  was  no 
charge  of  bribery  against  it,  nor  did  he 
believe  there  had  been  any  these  last  thirty 
or  forty  years  at  least. 

The  question  carried,  "  that  Brackley 
stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

Mr.  Bernal  next  put  the  question-^— 
"  that  the  borough  of  Bramber  stand  part 
of  schedule  A." 

Sir    C.  Wethereil  hoped  that  the  noble' 
Lord  would  stop  at  that  stage  for  the  pre-J  i 
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sent,  and  allow  them,  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  a  little  time  to  bury  the 
numerous  slain  of  the  evening.  There  they 
had  the  defunct  bodies  of  six  or  seven  bo- 
roughs before  them — a  radical  feast  with 
a  vengeance,  the  sport  of  one  short  even- 
ing- and  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  for  a 
little  delay,  to  enable  all  parties  to  digest 
their  corporation  repast. 

Lord  Althorp  hoped,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  make  no  objection 
to  going  on  a  short  time  longer. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  could  answer  for 
the  hon.  member  for  Bletchingley,  but  he 
was  doubtful  if  every  hon.  Member  would 
be  so  ready  to  attend  the  funeral  of  his 
own  borough. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  fix  a  limit  to  the  debate,  since 
a  long  discussion  would  take  place  on  the 
transfer  of  the  borough  of  Downton  from 
schedule  6  to  schedule  A. 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  propose  to  go 
further  than  Downton  that  night. 

The  question  was  carried,  '*  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Bramber  should  stand  part  of 
schedule  A.'' 

The  next  question  was  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Callington  stand  part  of  schedule 
A.** 

Mr.  Baring  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee with  many  observations,  as  the 
population  of  the  borough  was  clearly 
under  the  line  taken  by  the  noble  Lord 
according  to  the  census  of  1821.  He 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  again  pro- 
testing, that  he  had  never  given  a  farthing 
in  money  to  any  voter  of  that  borough,  nor 
got  for  any  of  them  places  either  in  the 
Excise  or  in  the  Customs,  or  in  any  other 
department  of  Government.  It  was,  there- 
fore, impossible  for  any  man  to  impute 
to  this  borough  any  impurities  of  a  per- 
sonal nature.  He  should  take  leave  of 
it,  without  shame  because  it  was  disfran- 
chised for  no  abuse  which  it  had  committed 
of  the  trust  it  had  long  held. 

Mr.  Croker  presumed,  that  if  he  wished 

I  to  make  any  additions  to  this  schedule,  he 
,  need  not  move  the  insertion  of  the  borough 
,t  according  to  its  place  in  the  alphabetical 
'*  list.     If  so,  he  would  postpone  proposing 

I I  the  addition  of  any  boroughs  to  this  sche- 
*  dule,  until  the  noble  Lord  had  reached  the 

'termination  of  his  schedule. 

^     Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  right  hon. 

VCrentleman  would  be  at  liberty  to  make  his 
-^  ^potion  when  he  pleased,  provided  it  was 
^ '  .-pefore  the  schedule  was  finally  disposed  of. 


The  question  was  carried  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Callington  stand  part  of  the  sche- 
dule."- 

On  the  question  **  that  the  borough  of 
Camelford  stand  part  of  schedule  A," 

Mr.  Milbank  stated,  that  when  he  last 
went  to  Camelford,  to  visit  his  constituents 
his  constituents  told  him  and  his  hon.  col- 
league, that  they  had  determined  unani- 
mously to  give  up  their  exclusive  privilege, 
because  they  felt  that  such  a  sacrifice  was 
demanded  from  them  by  their  country. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  that  he  was  now 
entitled  to  take  credit  for  the  fact,  that 
these  boroughs  were  not  always  influenced 
by  corrupt  motives. 

The  Attorney  General  thought,  that 
upon  the  same  evidence  he  too  was  en- 
titled to  take  credit  for  the  fact,  that  the 
reaction  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
asserted  to  have  commenced,  had  no  exist- 
ence in  this  borough. 

Sir  R,  Peel: — Perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's visit  took  place  very  soon  afler  the 
dissolution. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell: — So,  then,  this  bo- 
rough of  Camelford  is  a  felo  de  se.  It 
must  be  buried,  therefore,  in  the  cross 
roads,  and  the  hon.  Members  for  Camel- 
ford must  have  the  honour  of  driving:  the 
stake  through  at  its  heart  at  the  per- 
formance of  its  disgraceful  obsequies.  I 
must  call  out  "  fie,  fie  !  upon  suicidal 
Camelford." 

Lord  John  Russell : — The  epitaph  ought 
rather  to  say  "  Died  for  the  Good  of  the 
Country." 

Mr.  Milbank  was  not  at  all  surprised  at 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Boroughbridge.  He  had  got 
the  key  to  them  the  last  time,  that  he  passed 
through  that  place ;  for  the  people  there 
had  told  him  that  they  were  afraid,  if  this 
Bill  passed,  it  would  be  the  death  of  the 
poor  old  gentleman  who  represented  them. 

The  question  was  carried,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Camelford  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule A." 

No  observations  were  made,  on  the  ques- 
tion being  put  and  carried  ''that  the  bo- 
rough of  Castle  Rising  stand  part  of  the 
same  schedule." 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  same  ques- 
tion on  the  borough  of  Corfe  Castle. 

Mr.  IT.  ^an^es  observed,  whatever  might 
be  said  hereafter  of  the  fate  of  Corfe  Castle, 
it  should  not,  at  least,  have  those  disgrace- 
ful obsequies  performed  upon  it,  which  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  had  just  bestowed 
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OD  tlie  bonmgfa  of  Camelford.  The  justi- 
ficatioo  for  the  extinction  of  Code  Castle 
could  not  be,  that  it  was  either  a  decayed 
or  a  decaying  borough ;  for,  in  the  last 
ten  vears,  there  had  been  an  increase  of 
200  in  its  population,  making  its  present 
population  no  less  than  1,700.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  any  further  ob« 
serrations,  as  he  could  not  take  this  bo- 
rough out  of  the  operation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill. 

Hie  question  that  Corfe  Castle  stand 
part  of  the  clause  was  then  carried  by 
acclaination. 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  Chairman 
reported  progress :  to  sit  again  the  next 
day. 

Hackney  Coach  Acts.]  Mr.  Bernal 
brought  up  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Hackney  Coach  Acts. 

Mr.  Hume  congratulated  the  House  on 
getting  rid  of  this  monopoly,  which  instead 
of  attaining  the  object  in  view,  had  a  direct 
tendency  to  defeat  it. 

I^rd  Althorp  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  bringing  in  a 
bill  to  regulate  Hackney-Coaches  and 
Cabriolets.  With  regard  to  Stage  Coaches, 
they  did  not  intend  to  lay  restrictions  upon 
them,  to  extend  to  the  number  of  horses, 
and  passengers  they  were  to  carry,  so 
strictly  as  had  hitherto  been  done. 

Mr.  Sadler  thought,  a  further  inquiry 
ought  to  be  made,  before  passing  a  mea- 
sure which  was  likely  to  affect  so  many 
interests,  and  cause  great  inconvenience. 

Lord  Althorp  hoped  to  introduce  such 
provisions  as  would  protect  Hackney- 
Coach  proprietors,  but  he  did  not  see  how 
the  measure  would  materially  affect  Stage- 
Coach  proprietors.  All  considerations  of 
that  nature  had  better  be  deferred  to  an- 
other opportunity. 

The  following  Resolutions  were  reported 
and  agreed  to  : — 

1 .  "  That  the  duties  under  the  care  of  the 
Commissioners  for  Licensing  and  regulat- 
ing Hackney-Coaches,  and  now  payable 
in  respect  of  Hackney-Coaches,  Chariots, 
and  two-wheeled  carriages,  shall  cease  and 
determine  ;  and  in  lieu  thereof  there  shall 
be  raised,  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  the 
several  Stamp  duties  following  (that  is  to 
say): 

**  For  and  upon  every  License  to  keep, 
use,  employ,  and  let  to  hire,  any  Hackney- 
Coach  at  any  place  within  the  distance  of 
five  miles  from  the  General  Post-office  of 

VOL.  V.  {JSi} 


.  the  City  of  London  6/.  And  for  and  in 
respect  of  every  such  License  as  aforesaid, 
weekly,  and  every  week  during  the  conti- 
nuance thereof,  the  sum  of  10s. 

2.  *'  That  it  is  expedient  to  transfer  the 
management  of  the  said  duties  on  Haek«> 
ney  Coaches  to   the    Commissionem  of 

:  Stamps.** 

\      Bill  to  be  brought  in. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
ThursdayyJ%dy^],WU. 

Mtnvtbs.]  Bilk,  noad  a  Uiinl  time  i  Militia  Rtillot  Kui- 
penaion.  Dean  Fomt  DouiulariM,  and  AmckiumI  Taxes 
Composition. 

ReCurm  ordered.  On  the  MoUon  of  Lortl  Trvnham.  (Iid 
quantity  of  Capsicum  and  Capaioum  Puda  ImportMl  fur 
Uie  last  Seven  Yean,  disdnguhhinf  taoh  yenr,  and  th« 
amount  of  Duty  paid  thereon. 

Petitions  preaenteid.  By  the  Marquis  of  Thomond,  ftrom  the 
Merchants,  Traders,  and  Inhabitants  of  Cork,  against  thtt 
removal  of  the  Naval  Station  (hrni  Cove.  Uy  the  UUhup 
of  GLoucKDTRa,  ftom  the  Minister  and  InhaUitants  of 
Southborough  (Kent),  against  that  jNurt  of  tlie  Uet>r  Hill 
which  allowed  Beer  to  be  drank  on  the  Prumites.  Hy 
Lord  Plunkbtt.  and  the  Marqui*  uf  Duwnwhihh.  from 
the  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  Charluville,  for  rctfulating 
Grants  for  Education  t  and  of  the  Inhabitants  of  Drouiara. 
Dromore,  and  Gawaghy,  fur  continuing  the  Grant  lt>  thu 
Kildaro  Street  Society.  By  thu  Duke  of  IIk-iimond,  fhan 
the  Inhabitants  of  Llanerchymedd,  praying  to  Return  a 
Member,  in  unison  with  other  Boroughs. 

FuAUDs  ON  CiiEDiToiiR.]  Lord 
Wynford  moved,  that  the  Order  of  tlu* 
Day  for  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Hill 
be  discharged,  and  that  the  Third  Keudinj^; 
be  taken  on  Tuesday  next. 

Lord  Plunkett  said,  that  he  had  exam- 
ined the  Bill  since  it  was  last  hefort)  tlit) 
House,  and  he  still  considered  tlio  cluuHt^ 
which  he  then  objected  to,  to  be  harsh  and 
oppressive.  He  thought  it  would  ho  a 
severe  enactment  to  bring  under  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bankrupt-IuwB,  a  man  who 
went  abroad  for  his  amusement,  or  in  con- 
sequence of  some  temporary  embarrasn- 
ment,  and  who  had  no  intention  of  de- 
frauding his  creditors.  He  imagined  that, 
though  the  reference  to  a  tribunal  to  de- 
cide on  the  fact  of  his  absence  was  appa- 
rently fair,  yet  in  reality  it  was  no  proltjc- 
tion  to  him.  The  Bill  provided  that,  after 
notice  being  given  in  the  London  Gazeltr, 
and  at  his  last  place  of  residence,  unless 
he  returned  and  compounded  with  hJH 
creditors  within  three  months,  his  person 
and  property  became  subject  to  the  Bank- 
rupt-laws. As  to  the  notice  in  the  Gazette, 
it  was  not  likely  ever  to  reach  the  debtor,  ^ 
for  men  did  not  go  abroad  to  read  the  ^ 
London  Gazette  ;  and  as  to  a  notice  at  his  ' 
last  place  of  residence^  the  probability  in  f 
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most  cases  was,  that  the  person  who  left 
the  country  had  no  house  in  it,  and  it  was 
probable  that  the  last  thing  he  would  do 
on  going  abroad  would  be,  to  dispose  of 


nell.  He  did  not  attach  blame  to  any 
one,  but  he  was  anxious  to  ascertain,  in 
a  regular  way,  the  reasons  why  seatenee 
was   not  pronounced,  and  to  take  some 


his  dwelling-place  here.  Notice  of  this  '  steps  towsirds  remedying  the  state  of  the 
nature  to  him  was,  therefore,  a  most !  law,  if  it  were  from  any  defect  in  the 
doubtful  proceeding,  and  where  such  a  j  Statute,  that  the  proceedings  were. termi- 
doubt  existed,  it  was  a  hard  enactment  to  ;  nated  so  abruptly.  In  bringing  forward 
sentence  a  man's  person  and  property  to  j  this  question,  he  disclaimed  all  feeling 
the  operation  of  the  Bankrupt-laws,  par-  j  with  regard  to  that  particular  case,  and  he 
ticularly  when  it  was  considered,  that  if  he  inquired  into  it  only  for  the  purpose  of 
did  not  surrender  within  a  certain  time, '  ascertaining  the  state  of  the  law. 
he  could  be  punished  criminally,  and  |  Lord  P/un^e// said,  that  the  insufficiency 
became  liable,  as  a  felon,  to  transportation,  i  of  the  law  to  punish  after  the  eiptration  of 
It  was  evidently  a  harsh  proposition,  to  ;  the  Act  against  which  the  offence  had 
declare  a  private  gentleman,  who  pever  |  been  committed,  and  for  the  breach  of 
traded,  to  be  a  bankrupt  if  he  did  not  j  which  the  party  was  tried,  was  so  sensibly 
compound  with  his  creditors  within  three  |  felt,  that  in  many  cases  a  clause  was  intro- 
months.  If  their  Lordships  were  de-  j  duced,  enabling  the  Courts  to  award  pun- 
termined  to  carry  the  spirit  of  the  clause,  {  ishment,  notWithstandiD^f  the  ef  pifftliim 
he  thought  that,  at  least,  it  ought  to  be  j  of  the  Act.  Ne  such  clause  had  betii 
modified  so  far  as  that  the  proceedings  in  '  inserted  in  the  Aet  for  the  infraction  of 
bankruptcy  should  be  suspended  during  |  which  Mr.  O'Connell  was  proseouted«  and 
his  absence.  The  whole  principle  of  the  the  absence  of  it  was  one  of  the  rtatont 
law,  hitherto,  was  against  these  cases  of  which  influenced  the  Law  OfHoert  of  the 
constructive  bankruptcy;  apd  the  man  •  Crown  in  giving  their  opinion  that  the 
who,  as  in  Ireland,  lent  money  on  the  j  sentence  could  nql  be  enforced. 
estate  of  another,  and  secured  the  priority  i      The  Earl  of  Eldon  was  far  from  taynigf 


of  his  claim  by  a  priority  of  judgment, 
would,  by  this  Bill,  have  his  right  de- 
stroyed. The  judgment  creditor,  if  the 
law  was  in  England  the  same  as  the  law  in 


that  any  body  had  acted  wrong  t  he  only 
sought  to  have  the  question  settled  for 
the  foture. 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  if  the  Bijl  was 


Ireland,  would,  if  this  Bill  passed,  have  {  deficient  in  preventing  judgment — eredit- 
no  priority.  He  merely  threw  out  these  \  ors  from  being  confounded  with  simple 
hints  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  contract  creditors,  who  ought  to  be  dis- 
he  reserved  himself  for  a  fuller  investiga-  i  tjnguished,  it  was  necessary  that  some 
tion  till  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  I  further  provision   should    be    introduced 

The  Earl  of  i?^on  intimated,  that  at  pre-  ;  into  it,  and  he  woulc|  be  h^ppy  to  attend 


sent  his  feelings  were  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  though  he  admitted  some  legisla- 
tion was  necessary,  to  correct  the  abuses 
which  it  was  intended  to  remedy.  The  Bill 
was  of  immense  consequence,  and  should  be 


to  any  suggestion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  that  or  any  other  point, 
Third  Reading  postponed. 

Titubs*   Composition    Bill.]      The 


well  considered  by  their  Lordships  before  it  !  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  moved,  that  the 

passed  into  a  law.  The  Court  or  Chancery    Tithes'  Composition  Bill  be  committed. 

was  in  the  habit  of  protecting  young  men        Lord    Teynham  observed,   that   it   wai 

of  estate  from  constructive  bankruptcy,  '  a  subject  of  the  greatest  importance.     The 

though  the  attempt  was  often  made,  to  \  Tithe  liystem   was  one  which  ealled  for 

bringthem  within  the  operation  of  that  law,  :  very  m(\terial  alteration  and  improvement, 

in  consequence  of  transactions  in  horses    and  the  country  expected,  that  auoh  an 

or  carriages.     This  Bill  was  founded  on  a  '  improvement    shoulu    be   made    without 

j    principle  directly  opposed  to  that  which    delay.     He  was  not  satisfied  that  this  Bill 

I    had  hitherto  guided  the  Courts  of  Equity,    would   answer  the  purpose.     He  would 

■I    and  it  required  no  slight  degree  ofcircum-    not,  however,  oppose  its  gojn§p  Into  the 

■    spection  on  behalf  of  the  Legislature  be-    Committee ;  but  unless  it  underwent  con- 

IK  fore  it  passed  such  a  law.     Before  he  sat .  siderable  alterations,  he  would  oppose   it 

:  down,  he  begged  leave  to  give  notice,  that !  on  the  third  reading. — The  Bill  was  then 

*}  he  intended   to  move  for  a  copy  of  the    committed. 

'^^  record  in  the  case  of  the  King  v.  O^Con-  '      On  the  first  clause  beiii|j^  iMd^ 
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Lord  Wyf^ord  moved  as  an  amend- 
ment, to  insert  the  words  ''  lay  impro- 
priator of  any  parish."  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Bill,  if  it  did  not  extend  to 
lay  impropriators  of  tithes,  would  create 
great  confusion,  and,  therefore,  he  wished 
his  amendment  to  extend  to  every  pro* 
vision  of  the  Bill. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  expressed 
his  hope,  that  if  this  amendment  were  to 
be  adopted,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  lend  his  assistance  to  get  it  adapted 
to  the  Bill,  without  injuring  its  object  and 
progress. 

Lord  Wynford  promised  his  assistance, 
either  in  or  out  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  Eld(m  did  not  think,  that 
the  Bill  was  one  which  could  pass  in  its 
present  shape.  There  was  no  provision 
made  in  it  for  determining,  in  cases  of 
modases,  whether  there  was  a  modus  or 
not ;  or  whether  the  modus,  if  one  had 
eiistedy  was  or  was  not  a  legal  modus.  It 
sometimes  happened,  that  very  delicate 
questions  arose,  as  to  whether  certain 
lands  were  or  were  not  titbeable;  and 
sometimes,  persons  who  had  not  paid  tithe 
for  their  lands,  were  not  able  to  tell  the 
reason  why  they  had  paid  none ;  and  yet 
they  might  have  good  right  of  exemption. 
A  case  had  occurred  in  the  course  of  his 
professional  life,  where  a  man  pleaded  an 
exemption,  but  could  not  tell  the  reason 
why  he  had  not  paid  tithes ;  and  after  an 
investigation  of  six  years,  it  was  found 
that  he  himself  was  the  owner  of  the 
tithes,  and  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Rector 
had  nothing  to  do  with  them.  Then  there 
was  no  provision  made  in  this  Bill  for 
cases  where  compositions  real  had  been 
entered  into,  in  which  cases»  lands  had 
been  given  in  lieu  of  tithes.  These  were 
material  defects  in  the  Bill ;  and  as  to  a 
Barrister  of  five  years*  standing  deciding 
in  the  cases  which  he  had  mentioned,  he 
would  not  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose, 
even  although  he  were  a  schoolmaster 
besides^-begging  pardon  of  his  noble  and 
learned  friend,  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
person  to  whom  he  had  alluded,  as  pleading 
an  exemption  for  which  he  could  not  show 
the  grounds,  had  found,  at  last,  that  the 
ancestor  under  whom  he  claimed  had  pur- 
chased the  lands  from  a  grantee  of  Henry 
8th,  and  that  the  lands  had  belonged  to 
a  Monastery,  and  were,  therefore,  ex- 
empt from  the  payment  of  tithes.  There 
was  no  proper  provision  in  the  Bill  for 
settling  difficult  questions  of  this  kind, 


and  cases  of  composition  -  real,  where 
lands  had  been  given  in  lieu  of  tithes, 
were  in  the  same  predicament.  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  that  the  Bill  must 
receive  much  more  consideration  than  had 
yet  been  bestowed  upon  it.  In  all  its 
provisions  it  seemed  to  be  extremely  defi- 
cient, and  unless  it  were  thoroughly  recast, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  their  Lordships 
to  give  it  their  assent. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  said, 
that  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site had  explained  to  him  (the  Archbishop) 
some  months  ago,  the  objections  which  he 
had  that  evening  stated  to  their  Lordships 
he  should  have  been  so  governed  by  such 
an  opinion,  that  he  shoula  have  thrown  the 
Bill  into  the  fire.  He  agreed  in  every 
word  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  as  far  as  his  (the  Arch- 
bishop's) experience  in  those  matters 
allowed  him  to  form  a  judgment.  But  in 
this  respect,  he  was  compelled  to  difier 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord — he 
could  not  possibly  see  what  connexion  all 
that  the  learned  Lord  had  said  had  with 
the  Bill.  The  only  object  of  the  Bill  was, 
to  provide  a  means  of  paying  the  clergy 
the  value  of  the  tithes  to  which  they  had 
a  right,  different  from  the  mode  in  which 
they  had  hitherto  been  received.  In  de- 
vising a  new  mode  of  payment,  it  was 
necessary  also  to  provide  a  new  means  of 
enforcing  that  payment.  But  it  was  by 
no  means  necessary  that,  in  an  Act  pro- 
viding for  an  assessment  of  tithes,  there 
should  be  an  enumeration  of  the  various 
kinds  of  titheable  produce.  For  his  part, 
he  (the  Archbishop)  could  desire  notning 
more  earnestly  than  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  should  devise  a  mode  for  the 
settlement  of  all  disputes  as  to  tithes.  If 
he  could  put  an  end  to  all  differences  on 
the  subject  of  titheable  produce,  he  would 
confer  the  greatest  benefit  upon  the 
country.  As  to  the  duties  to  be  performed 
by  the  Barrister,  he  thought  a  standing  '■ 
of  five  years  was  quite  sufficient  qualifica- 
tion for  the  competent  discharge  of  them,  • 
as  all  that  he  would  be  called  on  to  do  • 
was,  to  ratify  the  composition,  and  to  see 
that  it  had  been  made  in  accordance  with  ' 
the  Act. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  assured  the  mosti 
reverend  Prelate,  that  he  should  be  most|  \ 
anxious  to  assist  him  with  the  present^  ^ 
Bill,  or  any  other  that  he  might  originate^  : 
As  it  appeared  to  him,  however,  where  th^* . 
lands  of  the  same    party   consisted    o^  | 
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83par^te  assessments,  some  of  the  lands 
being  held  where  there  had  been  a  compo- 
sition-real, or  a  modus  non  decimando,  he 
would  have  nothing  to  do  under  this  Bill, 
but  to  come'  in  and  claim  one  exemption 
for  the  whole.  He  would  give  his  very 
best  attention  to  the  subject,  out  of  respect 
to  the  interests  of  all  parties  concerned. 

The  Lord   CJiancellor  was  sure,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  advantageous  to 
the  Bill,  ortnore  calculated  to  secure  its 
completeness,  than  that  the  assistance  of 
the  noble  and   learned   Lord  should  be 
g^ven  to  discover  its  faults,  and  to  supply 
its  deficiencies.     He  was  sure,  that  if  it 
passed  with  his  assent,  it  would  be  free 
from  errors,  as  he,  surely,  would  allow  no 
fault  to  escape.     But  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) did  not  think,  that  the  Bill  was 
liable  to  the  objections  alleged  against  it 
by  his  noble  and  learned  friend.     In  the 
first  pJace,  the  learned  Lord  had  said,  that 
the  Bill  contained  no  provision  for  cases 
in  which  there  had  been  a  composition- 
real.       Now  he  (the   Lord   Chancellor) 
thought  it  would  be  safest  on  that  sub- 
ject   to    follow    the    precedent  of    the 
Irish  Composition  Act,  which  was,  and  so 
far  it  had  been  attended  with  no  difficulty, 
to  make  no  mention  whatever  of  compo- 
sition-real.    He  believed  it  was  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Irish  Act,  and  if  he  were 
mistaken,  his  noble  friend    behind   him 
would  correct  him.    The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  the  assessment  were  so  distribu- 
tive, that  they  might  comprehend  all  cases 
that  could  arise.     It  was  provided,  that 
when  a  dispute  might  arise  respecting  the 
assessment  of  one  particular   part,  then 
there  should  be,  for  that  part,  a  separate 
assessment.     In  another  clause,  the  case 
of  composition-real  was  comprehended ; 
for  it  contained  a  provision,  that  where  any 
land  had  been  before  exempt  from  tithe, 
the  Commissioners  should  have  no  power 
to  make  an  assessment,  as  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Act  to  give  the  tithe-owner 
a  better  title   than  he   possessed  before. 
,  The  Commissioners  should  have  no  power 
t  to  decide  upon  disputed  claims,  all  which 
^  were,  on  the  contrary,  to  be  referred,  after 
the  Act;  to  the  Courts  of  Law,  as  was  the 
..course  followed   at  present.     As  to   the 
.-.objection  to  the  qualification  of  the  Bar- 
Krister,  looking  to  the  very  moderate  juris- 
Hdiction,  he  thought  that  the  experience  of 
^ve  years'  standing  was  quite  sufficient. 
•  r^e  was  not  prepared  to  say,  however,  that 
'  r  here  were  not  defects  in  the  details  of  the 


Bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed,  that  the 
most  reverend  Prelate  who  introduced  the 
Bill  had  some  alterations  to  propose. 

Lord  Wynford  thought,  that  the  Bill 
was  particularly  deficient  in  its  principal 
enactment,  inasmuch  as  it  provided  no 
means  of  ascertaining  who  constituted  the 
two-thirds  of  the  tithe-payers  ;  and  yet  it 
was  indispensable  to  have  that  ascertained 
before  the  first  step  could  be  taken  towards 
that  composition  which  was  the  great  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill.  Reference  to  the  poor- 
rates  would  not,  as  had  been  said,  be 
sufficient  for  that  purpose.  He  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  take  the  majority,  say 
two- thirds  of  the  parishioners  assembled 
in  vestry,  as  was  done  under  the  Irish 
Tithe  Composition  Bill.  He  thought,  at 
the  same  time,  that  the  public  were  deeply 
indebted  to  the  most  reverend  Prelate  for 
having  introduced  his  Bill ;  and  he  knew 
how  much  attention  the  most  reverend  Pre- 
late had  bestowed  upon  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  although  his  mind  was  so  much 
occupied  with  more  important  matters, 
that  he  must  necessarily  leave  the  pre- 
paring of  the  clauses  to  others.  He  (Lord 
Wynford)  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Pri- 
vate  Committee,  if  such  a  proceeding 
were  consistent  with  the  practice  of  the 
House.  He  perceived,  from  the  nod  of  a 
noble  friend  opposite,  that  his  proposition 
could  not  be  acted  upon.  He  should, 
therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  moving,  that 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  should 
leave  the  Chair,  and  report  progress  to 
the  House ;  so  that,  before  the  next  sitting 
of  the  Committee,  his  noble  and  learned 
friend  beside  him,  and  other  noble  Lords, 
might  have  time  to  consider  the  Bill.  He 
made  that  motion  because  he  was  friendly 
to  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  by  postponing  the  Com- 
mittee, such  alterations  might  be  proposed 
as  would  render  it  effective. 

Lord  Carnarvon  proposed,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  printed,  and  re-committed  on  a 
future  day. 

Lord  Eldon  said,  that  if  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  were  postponed,  he 
would  give  it  his  best  attention. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  ex- 
pressed his  pleasure  at  being  able  to  avail 
himself  of  the  professional  advice  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Earl  of  Abingdon  begged  to  be 
allowed  to  remove  any  impression  that  the 
most  reverend  Prelate  might  have  taken. 
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that  his  services  had  not  been  duly  appreci- 
ated by  the  House.  He  could  appeal  with 
confidence  to  the  opinion  of  all  their 
Lordships,  as  to  the  beneficial  tendency  of 
the  present  Bill,  and  its  general  advantages 
to  the  country. 

Bill  to  be  re-committed. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday y  July  21,  1831. 

HiNUTKS.]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Wilks, 
that  the  Churdiwardens  of  eadi  Parish  in  England  and 
Wales,  furnish  Accounts  of  all  Monies  CoUected,  tram 
Earter,  1830  to  Easter,  1831,  for  Church  Rates,  and  all 
other  Expenses  relating  to  the  Repair  of  Churdies,  Chapels, 
dec.,  and  the  amount  expended  for  the  same  purposes : — 
On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Wvss,  for  the  amount  of  Tolls 
received  on  the  River  Shannon  for  the  last  Ten  Years : — 
On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Newport,  of  the  number  of 
Causes  tried  in  the  Admiralty  Court  (Ireland),  since  the 
1st  of  August,  1830:  the  number  of  Causes  set  down  for 
hearing,  how  they  were  disposed  of,  and  the  Number  of 
Days  the  Court  sat. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Crokrr  and  other  Hon. 
Members,  firom  Electors  of  Minehead,  praying  for  that 
Borough  to  be  transferred  finom  schedule  A  to  sche- 
dule B,  as  comprising  a  portion  of  an  adjoining  Parish, 
containing  more  than  2,000  Inhabitants:  flrom  the  Corpo- 
ration of  New  Romney,  with  Lydd  and  Old  Romney,  to 
retain  the  privilege  of  returning  One  Member;  from 
Inhabitant  Householders  of  Lydd,  to  be  annexed  to  New 
Romney,  and  return  One  Member  ;  from  the  Corporation 
of  Trcg(xiy,  praying  for  that  Borough  not  to  be  Disfhm- 
diised.  By  Mr.  Hodges,  firom  the  Tnutees  and  Managers 
of  the  Seven  Oaks  Savings'  Bank,  for  alteration  of  Act  9 
George  4th.  Cap.  92.  By  Mr.  Tyrrxll,  ftom  Patrick 
Stead,  against  the  use  of  Molasses  in  Distillation. 

Improper  Decision  of  a  Commit- 
tee.] Lord  Morpeth  having  on  a  former  day 
presented  a  petition  from  the  subscribers 
of  the  Leeds  and  Manchester  rail-road, 
complaining  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  had  decided  against  the  facts  submit- 
ted, having  declared,  that  the  preamble  had 
not  been  proved,  and  having  then  entered 
into  a  statement  of  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances connected  therewith,  the  further 
consideration  was  adjourned,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  some  hon.  Members  ;  the  noble 
Lord,  after  reminding  the  House  of  these 
circumstances,  resumed  the  subject.  After 
recapitulating  the  leading  particulars,  with 
the  nature  of  the  grievances  of  which  the 
petitioners  had,  he  thought,  just  cause  to 
complain,  he  concluded  by  moving  to  re- 
fer the  petition  to  a  Select  Committee  of 
Appeal.  Before  he  concluded,  he  must 
observe,  that  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Committee  had  come  to  a  decision,  with- 
out having  heard  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
in  support  of  the  allegations  contained  in 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  He  wished  also  to 
remind  the  House,  that  the  last  case  of  a 

petition  being  referred  to  a  Con^mittee  of 


Appeal  wasTn  the  year  1826,  and  that  case 
was  by  no  means  so  strong  as  the  present. 

Mr.  Strickland  seconded  the  motion, 
and  bore  testimony  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  asserted  respecting  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Committee  having  givea 
their  votes  against  the  preamble,  wiuiout 
having  attended  to  the  evidence  in  its  sap- 
port.  He  complained  of  the  practice  which 
prevailed  in  Committees  above-stairs  on 
private  bills,  and  hoped  that  something 
would  be  done  to  obviate  the  evil.  He 
could  not  but  condemn  such  a  mode  of 
proceeding.  It  would  be  well  for  Com- 
mittees to  imitate  the  patient  investiga- 
tion which  Courts  of  Justice  exemplified 
before  decisions  were  pronounced  upon 
bills  which  they  were  called  upon  to  inves- 
tigate. In  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the  peti- 
titioners,  the  property  implicated  was  oi 
considerable  amount. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  defended  the  Com- 
mittee, and  hoped  that  his  noble  friend 
would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Delay  of  the  Reform  Bill.]  Lord 
Althorp : — I  rise,  in  pursuance  of  notice  1 
gave  yesterday,  to  bring  forward  a  motion 
to  enable  the  Committee  to  make  more 
expeditious  progress  with  the  Reform  Bill 
than  it  is  now  doing.  I  am  aware  thai 
the  Motion  I  am  about  to  make  is  one 
for  which  there  is  no  precedent  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House  ;  and  it  will,  there- 
fore, be  necessary  for  me  to  recall  tc 
the  recollection  of  the  House  those  spe- 
cial circumstances  which,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  to  induce  the  House  to  agree  tc 
the  Motion.  My  proposition  is,  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Reform  Bill  in  the  Com- 
mittee shall  take  precedence  of  all  public 
business  whatever,  on  those  days  for  which 
it  is  appointed.  The  grounds  on  which  1 
make  this  Motion  are,  that  the  measure  is 
one  which,  as  all  agree,  whether  they  be 
in  favour  of,  or  opposed  to,  the  Bill,  is  o 
paramount  importance — of  more  import 
ance,  indeed,  than  any  measure  that  wa 
ever  under  the  discussion  of  the  House 
and  not  only  is  the  subject  of  vast  irapori 
ance,  but  the  measure  itself  is  of  i^o  com  pi 
cated  a  nature,  that  it  will  necessarily  lee' 
to  much  discussion  and  consumption  . 
time  in  the  Committee,  thus  not  ori  I 
forming  an  exception  to  all  rules  in  '  < 
importance,  but  also  in  its  details.  I  .  i 
not  propose  this  Motion  with  a  view  to  8c  ^ 
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unnecessary  haste  ;  I  rather  propose  it  in 
order  to  give  plenty  of  time  ;  but  that  the 
measure  may  not  be  spread  over  so  large 
a  space  as  to  render  it  improbable  that  it 
will  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  at 
last.  I  am  aware  that  what  1  am  pro- 
posing will  form  a  novel  precedent,  and 
that  it  will  be  a  precedent  which  may,  on 
future  occasions,  lead  to  inconveniences ; 
but  still,  I  think,  that  were  the  same  circum- 
stances again  combined  as  are  combined  on 
the  present  occasion,  it  would  be  a  prece- 
dent proper  and  unobjectionable.  What 
are  these  circumstances  ?  It  is  a  question 
which  interests  every  part  of  the  country, 
from  one  end  of  it  to  another;  and  I 
should  say,  even  were  its  importance  only 
one  half  what  it  is,  that  while  it  is  so 
deeply  interesting  to  the  whole  of  the  po- 
pulation, it  would  be  wise  in  the  House  to 
give  up  the  rest  of  the  business  before  it, 
for  the  purpose  of  attending  more  particu- 
larly to  this ;  and  I  also  think,  that  the 
country  would  have  a  right  to  expect  this 
of  the  present  House  of  Commons,  chosen, 
as  that  has  been,  to  promote  Reform.  I 
think  that,  as  the  country  is  looking  for- 
ward with  breathless  impatience  to  the 
carrying  of  this  one  measure,  it  has  a  riglit 
tocallonits  Representatives  to  postpone  all 
things  of  minor  importance,  in  order  that 
we  may  apply  our  undivided  attention  to 
this  single  one.  I  have  now  stated  the 
grounds  on  which  I  make  this  Motion.  It 
is  not  necessary  for  me  further  to  impress 
these  grounds  on  the  House  ;  for  if  ther6 
are  any  Gentlemen  who  do  not  think,  that 
circumstances  in  any  instance  can  justify 
the  precedent  which  we  are  now  about  to 
set,  nothing  that  I  can  say  will  convince 
them  to  the  contrary.  But  every  one 
must  be  aware  of  the  truth  of  what  I  have 
stated.  Though  I  shall  propose,  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill  take  prece- 
dence of  all  public  business,  whether  pe- 
titions, motions,  or  orders  of  the  day,  there 
are,  undoubtedly, petitions  which  mustform 
an  exception  to  the  rule ;  those  on  the  Bill 
.  itself,  of  course,  must  be  received.  I  should 
\  therefore  propose.  Sir,  having  communi- 

icated  with  you  on  the  subject,  and  having 
obtained  (as  might  be  expected  from  your 
.  readiness  to  forward  all  the  objects  of  the 
'House)  your  kind   consent  to   take  the 
BChair  at   three  o'clock,  as  at  the  com- 
ibiencement  of  the  Session,  and  also  to  sit 
^  ifjn  Saturdays,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
■  .;^etitions — I  should  propose,  that  such  be 
'  he  arrangement ;  oy  which  means  we 


shall,on  Saturdays,  have  time  for  petitions ; 
and  by  meeting  at  three  o'clock,  we  may 
hope  to  be  able  to  proceed  to  the  question 
of  Reform  at  four,  and  so  have  about  eight 
hours  every  night  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  in  the  Committee.  In  pri[)posing  this,  I 
do  not  think,  that  I  am  asking  too  much, 
for  I  cannot  see,  that  the  House  would  gain 
any  advantage  from  varying  the  subjects 
under  discussion  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think 
til  at  it  will  be  better  able  to  give  its  atten- 
tion to  this  absorbing  topio^  by  not  eDterinf 
into  any  such  variety.  With  this  View,  I 
beg  leave  to  move, "  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  Committee  on  the  Reform  of 
Parliament  (England)  Bill,  do  take  prece- 
dence of  public  petitions,  notices  or  mo- 
tiotis,  and  other  orders,  on  eftch  day  for 
which  it  may  be  appointed.** 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  had  heard  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion  with  deep  concern.  He 
had  heard  it  with  deep  concern,  because 
he  knew  of  no  proposition ,  within  the  last 
fortnight,  coming  from  the  noble  Lord, 
which  had  not  received  the  assent  of  the 
House.  If  the  Government  had  power  to 
give  effect  to  this  Motion  (but^  he  thanked 
God  that  they  had  not  the  power),  in  what 
a  situation  would  that  House  be  placed. 
If  the  King's  Ministers,  backed  by  a  ma- 
jority in  that  House,  were  to  foe  allowed  to 
say,  that  for  an  indefinite  time  particular 
business,  which  was  proceeding  de  die  in 
diem^  should  always  be  entitled  to  pre- 
cedence over  all  other  public  business 
— if  no  Member,  without  their  consent, 
was  to  be  allowed  to  bring  forward  a  mo- 
tion— he  should  say,  that  that  House  was 
abdicating  its  functions  of  being  the  Grand 
Inquest  of  the  nation.  But  they  were 
told,  that  Saturdays  would  be  allowed  for 
petitions.  Petitions  on  the  Reform  Bill 
were,  indeed,  to  be  admitted.  He  begged 
to  be  allowed  to  ask,  if  there  was  a  peti- 
tion charging  the  Ministers,  or  any  one  of 
them  with  an  offence,  and  if  a  Member  of 
the  Commons  chose  to  lay  that  petition 
before  the  Representatives  of  the  country, 
was  the  permission  of  the  Government  to 
be  asked  for  that  purpose  ?  and  was  it  to 
be  humbly  implored  to  waive  the  privilege 
with  which  the  vote  of  that  House  had  in- 
vested it.  He  felt,  that  it  was  only  necessary 
to  suggest  to  the  House  how  imprudent  it 
would  be  to  agree  to  so  dangerous  a  pre- 
cedent. He  remembered  when  the  propo- 
sition was  made  for  orders  to  have  the  pre- 
ced^ce  of  notices,  and  he  remettbered 
that  it  was  resisted  by  faim  and  olliervi  on 
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tKe  ground  that  it  was  an  improper  rule 
fur  the  House  of  Commons  to  adopt,  and 
might  put  a  stop  to  the  most  interesting 
basioess.     But  what  was  the  answer  on 
that  occasion  ?     Why,  that  business  of  an 
urgent  nature,  whetWr  Ministers  insist- 
ed on  their  right  of  precedence  or  not, 
might  be  brought  forward  by  any  Mem- 
ber ;  that  the  right  of  a  Member  to  stand 
up  and  make  a  motion,  without  giving  any 
notice,  could  not  be  taken  away,  and  he 
might  bring  forward  any  urgent  business. 
No  regulation  respecting  orders  preceding 
notices  could  take  away  that  right.     It 
was   now  proposed    by  the   noble    Lord 
that  the  Reform  business  should  hate  pre- 
cedeiM!e  over  all  other  business ;  and  that 
it  should  come  forward  on  certain  nights, 
and  have  priority,  even  before  the  present- 
ation of  petitions,  which  was  always  the 
first  stage  of  all  business.     What  would 
be  the  copsequence  ?   What  would  be  the 
remedy  applied  ?     Why,  every  person,  on 
the  Order  of  the  Day  being  moved,  might 
move  an  Amendment,  and  might  suecess- 
fully  resist  the  progress  of  business,  and 
effectually  stop  the  House  from  proceeding 
with  the  measure  the  nobte  Lord  was  so 
anxioBS  to  forward.     He  should  be  sorry 
if  any  person  embraced  such  a  course,  but 
he  could  conceive  cases  in  which  a  Mem- 
ber might  think  that  warranted.     There 
was  a  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
on  the  state  of  the  poor  of  Ireland,  which 
he  should  say  wan  a  question  more  immedi- 
ately urgent — he  would  not  say  of  com- 
paratively more  importance — but  of  more 
immediate  urgency,  than  the  Reform  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  might  think  k  proper 
to  bring  on  that  motion  before  the  Reform 
question  was  settled.     If  the  noble  Lord 
should  persist  tn  his  Motion,  he  foresaw 
that  debates  would  be  brought  on  in  a 
contentious  spirit,  and  in  a  manner  most 
inconvenient  to  the  House  ;  giving  rise  to 
personal  acrimony  and  personal  contests, 
and  retarding  the  business  of  Parliament 
more  than  could  possibly  be  done  by  ad- 
herence to  the  old  rules.   The  course  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  would  be  found 
pregnant  with  evils.  What,  then,  could  be 
done  better  ?     He  was  disposed  to  accede 
to  an   understanding  or  arrangement,  by 
which,  without  making  a  positive  order, 
the  Reform  business  might  come  on  first. 
If  his  noble  friend  would  allow   him  to 
suggest,  that  an  understanding  of  this  kind 
would  be  better  thmn  an  order,  because  an 
mdantuiding  could,  at  any  time,  in  a 


case  of  urgency,  be  set  aside,  and  no  pre- 
cedent would  be  established.   If  they  were 
now  to  establish  such  a  precedent,  it  might 
be  used  hereafter,  by  an  over-bearing  ma- 
jority, to  prevent  the  business  of  the  House 
coming  on,  and  put  a  stop  to  the  most  im- 
portant and  urgent  matters.      It  might  be 
used,  for  example,  to  prevent  the  House 
acting  on   that  order,  which  said,  that  a 
Committee  of  Supply  should  precede  other 
business  on  certain  nights,  and  thus  stop 
the  most  important  national  business.  The 
redress  of  grievances  was  the  first  duty  of 
the  House,  even  before  granting  the  Sup- 
plies.    If  the   House,  however,  allowed 
such  an  order  to  pass,  it  might  place  a 
power  in  the  hands  of  a  Ministry  to  pro- 
cure the  Supplies,  and  then  to  prorogue 
the  House,  and  take  away  from  a  minority 
the  means  of  even  insuring  a  discussion, 
or  taking  into  consideration  any  grievance 
whatever.      He  was   aware,   that   if  his 
noble  friend  pressed   his   Motion,  resist- 
ance would  be  useless ;     still   he  would 
urge  it  on  his  noble  friend — he  would  urge 
it  oA  the  members  of  the  Government — 
that  it  would  be  much  better  to  come  to 
an  understanding  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment should  take  effect,  than  to  press  the 
Motion.     He  would  remind   the   House, 
that  there  was  no  occasion  for  the  order, 
because,   since  the  question   of  Reform 
came  on  this  Session,  not  the  slightest  at- 
tempt had  been  made  to  forward  any  mo- 
tion to  delay  the  Reform  Bill.     It  would 
be  infinitely  better,  therefore,  to  depend  on 
the  inclination  of  the  House,  than  to  estab- 
lish an  order,  of  which  no  man  living  could 
foresee  the  consequences,  or  have  any  idea 
of  the  danger  attending  it.     It  might  be 
said,  that  he  was  tenacious  of  precedents ; 
but  he  had  sat  for  thirty  years  in   that 
House,  and  he  had  seen  many  individuals 
live  to  regret  the  precedents  they  had 
established  to  suit  a  particular  occasion, 
and  which  often  led  to  consequences  of 
which  the  mover  had  no  idea.    What  rea- 
sons did  the  noble   Lord  urge  for  this 
order  ?     He  stated  the  very  great  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  the  great  length 
to  which  it  was  likely   to   extend.     He 
would  say,  that  all  the  Members  seemed 
of  the  same  opinion,  for  no  person  had,  at 
any  time,  made  any  motion  with  the  inten-* 
tion  of  creating  delay.     But  if  the  subject  ! 
were  of  such  importance,  it  was  necessar\ 
to  allow  time  to  discuss  it  in  all  its  details  - 
The  details  were  so  various — they  em*   • 
braced  to  many  things^that  even  th'ii 


143 


Delay  of  the 


{COMMONS} 


Reform  Bill. 


144 


iramersof  the  Bill  must  allow, that  it  would 
take,  at  the  least,  four  or  five  weeks  to  ex- 
amine them  thoroughly.  He  would  urge 
on  his  noble  friend,  to  adopt  his  suggestion, 
and  be  content  with  an  understanding  in 
the  House,  and  trust  to  the  general  temper 
and  disposition  of  the  House  for  that  sup- 
port it  seemed  inclined  to  give  him. 

Lord  il/Morp  was  aware,  that  the  regula- 
tion he  had  proposed  might  produce  great 
inconvenience ;  but,  under  the  particular 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  thought  that 
course  necessary.  His  only  object  was, 
to  ensure  the  House  going  into  a  Commit- 
tee on  the  Reform  Bill,  at  an  early  hour. 
If,  however,  he  thought  that  this  object 
could  be  obtained  by  the  suggestion  of 
his  right  hon.  friend,  and  if  he  found  the 
House  ready  to  come  to  such  an  under- 
standing, he  for  one  should  be  disposed  to 
agree  to  that  suggestion.  He  was  aware 
that  what  his  right  hon.  friend  had  stated 
was  correct — that  no  Gentleman  had  in- 
terfered by  notices  of  motions  to  stop  the 
Reform  Bill;  but  there  had  been  other 
discussions,  which  prevented  it  being 
brought  on  till  six  or  seven  o'clock.  If  he 
found  the  House  ready  to  come  to  an 
understanding,  that  the  discussion  on  the 
Reform  Question  should  always  come  on 
at  a  certain  hour,  he  should  be  ready  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  At  the  same  time 
he  felt,  that  he  was  bound  to  propose  it, 
because  it  was  urgent  that  some  step 
should  be  taken. 

Mr.  Goulburn  objected  to  the  Motion, 
that   it   would   either  place   the  House, 
bound  hand  and  foot,  in  the  power  of  the 
Ministers,  or  it  would  beget  most  unseem- 
ly conflicts  every  day  on  the  motion  for 
going  into  a  Committee.     It  would  not 
take  from  the  Members  their  power  to 
move  an  adjournment,  or  to  bring  forward, 
if  they  saw  fit,  any  matter  of  importance, 
as  an  amendment  to  the  Order  of  the  Day, 
as   was  frequently  done  last  Session  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  thus  provoke 
a  debate  on  any  question,  that  from  its 
merits  ought  to  have  a  separate  and  dis- 
tinct consideration.     He  hoped,  that  the 
'•^   understanding  would  be  preferred  to  the 
order;    and,   in  that  case,    he  for  one 
;    should  offer  no  obstacle  to  the  arrangement, 
'^r  As  a  proof,  that  the  Opposition  were  not 
IL  disposed  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
-^the  Ministry,  he  would  remind  the  Gen- 
^tlemen  opposite,  that  when  it  was  pro- 
*^ipo8ecl  the^t  the  Reform  Bill  should  come 


on  at  three  o'clock,  they  objected  to  that 
as  interfering  with  public  business  ;  and 
he  and  the  Gentlemen  on  his  side  ac- 
quiesced in  the  Ministers*  views,  because 
he  believed,  that  the  time  till  four  o'clock 
was  required  for  public  business.  He 
would  also  remind  hon.  Members,  that  he 
had  never  brought  forward  any  motion  to 
interfere  with  the  Reform  Bill ;  although 
there  were  some  matters  of  great  import- 
ance, to  which  he  was  most  anxious  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Lord  Milton  admitted,  that  the  order 
might  be  pregnant  with  inconvenience, 
and  if  its  object  could  be  otherwise  ob- 
tained, his  noble  friend  would  do  well  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
thrown  out.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
necessary  that  something  should  be  done 
to  give  satisfaction  to  the  country,  and  get 
through  the  business,  which  might  be  ac- 
complished by  an  understanding  that  the 
Reform  measure  should,  on  the  days  ap- 
pointed for  discussing  it,  take  precedence 
of  all  other  questions. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  a  motion  standing  for 
the  28th,  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws, 
which  he  thought  of  quite  as  much  con- 
sequence as  the  Reform  Bill  [a  laugh]. 
If  the  hon.  Member  who  laughed  was  liv- 
ing on  half  a  bellyful,  he  would  laugh  on 
the  other  side  of  his  mouth.  He  thought 
his  motion  of  great  consequence.  He  did 
not  wish  to  throw  any  impediments  in  the 
way  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  he  wished, 'if 
he  were  not  to  bring  forward  his  motion, 
that  he  should  be  bound  by  an  order  of 
the  House,  rather  than  trust  to  its  dis- 
cretion. He  recommended  the  Gentle- 
men on  his  side,  as  they  had  no  chance 
of  success,  to  give  up  their  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  and  allow  the  Ministers  to  pass 
the  Bill  on  their  responsibility.  The  public 
began  to  look  with  a  little  suspicion  on 
the  matter.^  They  thought  there  was  some 
tampering  with  the  subject,  some  getting 
up  of  sham  debates,  or  fighting  in  muffled 
gloves;  and  he  would  recommend  that 
this  sort  of  opposition  be  withdrawn.  He 
would  rather  the  House  should  meet  at 
three  o'clock ;  and,  after  sitting  eight 
or  nine  hours,  they  would  then  have  a 
chance  of  getting  home  and  to  bed  about 
the  hour  that  the  thieves  came  abroad. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  satisfied,  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  only  trust tohis  own  plain 
and  unbiassed  judgment,  that  he  would 
find  more  facilities  for  carrying  forward 

the  measurci  than  by  atteiidiiig  to  ib» 
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recommendatioDs  of  the  newspapers,  and 
considering  their  suggestions.  Let  the 
noble  Lord  act  on  his  own  judgment,  and 
disregard  their  advice — treating  with  in- 
difierence  and  contempt,  as  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  did,  the  shameful  menaces  by  which 
it  was  attempted  to  deter  Members  of 
that  House  from  performing  their  duty. 
The  noble  Lord  had  trusted  the  House, 
and  what  had  been  the  consequence  ?  A 
disposition  had  been  excited,  to  throw  no 
obstacles  in  his  way,  which  had  gone  so 
far,  that  even  petitions  had  not  been  pre- 
sented, notices  of  motion  had  been  waived, 
and  no  desire  shown  to  delay  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House.  If  they  were  told, 
however,  that  they  were  to  surrender  their 
judgment,  and  not  examine  into  the 
details  of  a  measure  that  was  to  give  a 
new  Constitution  to  the  country,  to  that 
he  could  not  agree,  and  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding he  entirely  disapproved.  That 
was  not  treating  the  important  subject  as 
it  deserved ;  but  any  party  who  should 
propose  measures  for  the  purposes  of  delay 
would  find  them  recoil  on  the  proposers. 
At  the  same  time,  the  subject  should  be 
fully  and  fairly  considered.  There  were 
already  several  notices  given  of  motions 
for  Amendments  of  parts  of  the  Bill ;  there 
were  at  least  sixteen  such  notices ;  two 
had  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord  (Mil- 
ton); of  these  sixteen  notices,  no  less  than 
ten  had  been  given  by  Gentlemen  who 
voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  who  thought  it  right,  that  the  subject 
should  be  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  in  the  same  aspect  as  it 
appeared  to  them  ;  if,  out  of  those  sixteen, 
ten  were  given  by  Gentlemen  who  were 
friendly  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  was 
it  fair — was  it  just,  to  impute  to  those  who 
were  not  friendly  to  the  Bill,  who  brought 
forward  Amendments,  a  motive  to  delay 
it?  It  was  said,  that  the  Bill  would  be 
defeated  by  delay.  What  was  the  mean- 
ing of  that?  Had  the  Ministers  not  a 
majority  to  support  the  Bill?  If  it  was 
meant,  that  by  discussion  the  ap- 
petite for  Reform  would  be  abated, 
that  would  be  due  to  the  fair  influence 
of  reason,  and  nothing  else.  If  the 
public  should  become  as  weary  of  the 
.  discussion  as  the  House  was  —  if  they 
should  look  for  some  other  topic  of  inter- 
est, some  other  cause  of  excitement,  if 
that  were  to  be  the  consequence  of  delay, 
it  showed  there  was  ground  to  doubt  if 
•  the  clamour  for  Reform  was  produced  by 


the  evils  of  the  system,'  and  shewed  that 
those  who  dreaded  delay  had  a  convic- 
tion that  it  was  a  mere'  temporary  excite- 
ment, which  would  die  away  before 
the  voice  of  reason.  He  would  do  his 
best,  however,  to  facilitate  the  object  of  the 
noble  Lord,  if  the  noble  Lord  wasdispoted 
not  to  press  his  Motion,  to  dispense  with 
the  order,  and  trust  to  an  amicable  under- 
standing. Such  an  understanding  had 
taken  place  last  Session,  and  under '  it 
they  had  begun  private  business  at  three 
o'clock,  and  the  public  business  at  five ; 
that  had  continued  through  the  Session, 
without  any  inconvenience,  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  an  amicable  understanding 
would  be  better  than  an  order  of  the 
House,  establishing  a  most  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, such  as  that  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord.  Besides,  an  order  could  not 
be  efHcacious,  as  the  Members  might 
insist  on  their  right  to  bring  forward 
any  subject,  or  to  present  petitions,  when 
the  motion  was  made  for  going  into  the 
question  of  Reform.  He  was  sure,  that  if 
the  order  were  withdrawn,  and  an  under- 
standing agreed  to,  tliat  would  be  adher- 
ed to.  On  all  these  grounds  ho  must 
press  the  noble  Lord  to  witlidraw  his 
Motion,  and  be  content  with  an  under- 
standing that  the  business  of  Reform 
should  have  precedence  of  all  other  busi- 
ness. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  after  the 
speeches  of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
he  should  be  ready  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, on  the  House  coming  to  an  under- 
standing that  the  Reform'  Bill  should  go 
into  a  Committee  every  night  on  which  it 
was  to  be  discussed,  at  four  o'clock  [cries 
of  "  wo,  no!  "  and  ^^  five  o*clockr*]  He 
would  agree,  then,  to  five  o'clock. 

It  being,  therefore,  an  understanding 
that  the  Reform  Bill  should  come  on 
every  evening  at  five  o'clock,  when  it  stood 
for  discussions,  the  subject  dropped.         y 

MaoisteriI^l    QppiiEssioN  —  The 
CASE  OF  THE  Deacles.]  Coloncl  Evans 
rose,  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
forward  the  Motion  of^  which  he  had  given 
notice,  and  hc>  meant  to  do  so  with  the 
greatest  brevity.     He  had  taken  up  the 
matter    from  a    sense  of  duty,  and  not 
from  a  desire  to  attack  any  individual.  •  It  ' 
was  not,  indeed,  a  case  that  concerned  ' 
individuals,  but  the  exercise  of  magistericil  | 
authority.     He  knew  nothing  of  the  sufar*  ^, 


ject  but  what  be  had  learnt  from  the  pub^ 
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lie  papere ;  and  all  he  wished  the  House 
to  grant  was  information*     He  wished  to 
ha?e  the  iDfortnation  Ihat  was  laid  before 
the  Magistrates  of  Winchester,  which  led 
to  the  taking  up  Mr.  and  Mtb.  Deacle  six 
miles  from  Winchester.     He  wished  for 
the  depontiona  on  which  the  warrants  had 
been  made  out^  and  which  four  or  fire 
Magwtrates  attended  to  carry  into  execu- 
tioil.     The  only  documents  from  which 
he  derifed  his  informaUon  were  an  author- 
ised statement  in  the  public  papers  of  the 
trials  and  an  ex  parte  defence  which  had 
been  published  by  Mr.  Bingham  Baring. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  enter  into  discus- 
sion, but  merely  to  ask  for  information. 
He  would  show  what  was  the  character  of 
the  penon  arrested,  by  quoting  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Refers.     Mr.  Rogers  was  a 
clergyman,  and  he  stated,  *'  that  he  had 
km>wn  the  plaintiff  several  years,  and  had 
seen  the  testimonials  he  had  received  at 
coHege;  his  father  was  a  most  respect- 
able man/*    He  would  also  quote  a  short 
passage    from   the   summing-up    of   the 
Judge.     ''  His  Lordship  could  not  help 
remarking,  that  the  handcuffing  was,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  a  very  harsh  proceeding 
towards  a  lady  and  gentleman  who  had 
been  perfectly  civil  and  quiet,  and  had 
ofierea  no  resistance,  and  whose  station  in 
life  was  that  of  a  gentleman — the  son  of  a 
clergyman   of  the   Church  of  England.*' 
He  had  read  these  things  with  sorrow,  and 
he  was  oUiged  to  say,  that  his  sorrow  was 
not  much  assuaged  by  the  defence  which 
had  been  published.  Mr.  Bingham  Baring 
had  admitted,  *'  that  no  attempt  at  escape 
was  at  any  time  made  by  Mr.  Deacle ; 
and  thought  the  state  of  the  country  ren- 
dered   caution    necessary,    his    conduct 
throughout  was  orderly  and  submissive.*' 
Yet  this  gentleman  (who  was  quiet  and 
orderiy  and  submissive)  and  his  wife,  were 
taken  away  from  their  home,  with  unwont- 
ed  violence.    No  attempt   was  made  to 
substantiate    the  charge    against    them, 
and   when   Mr.   Deacle    appealed    to   a 
Court  of  Law,    a  verdict   was  given  in 
his  favour.     Mr.   Bingham  Baring  said, 
in  the  defence  which  he  had  published, 
I    <<  I  come  now  to  the  material  parts  of  the 
[    charges  against  me,  which  are  substan- 
;    tiallv  three.   First,  that  I  ordered  the  con- 
^  stable  to  hand-bolt  the  prisoners;  second, 
^  that  I  dragged  Mrs.  Deacle  personally  by 
^  the  body,  her  head  hanging  on  one  siae  of 
'^me  and  her  feet  on  the  other,  through  the 
V  mud  to  the  cart ;  and  third,  that  I  struck 


Mr.  Deacle  while  in  the  cart,  on  the  road 
to  Winchester.*'  Excepting  the  blow, 
Mr.  Bingham  Baring  denied  the  charge, 
and  proposed  to  prove  his  statement,  bat 
he  had  not  given  any  reason  to  satisfy  the 
public,  that  he  should  be  able  to  disprove 
the  other  parts  of  the  statement,  any  more 
than  he  was  able  to  deny  having  given 
the  blow.  The  trial  of  this  case  had  created 
a  strong  ferment  in  that  part  of  the  county 
where  it  had  occurred,  and  the  House 
should,  he  thought,  inquire  into  this  abuse 
of  magisterial  authority.  In  London,  also, 
this  trial  had  excited  a  considerable  feeling. 
Two  trials  had,  in  fact,  taken  place,  and 
no  evidence  had  been  adduced  on  the  first 
against  the  Deaclcs.  If  the  papers  for 
which  he  moved  should  remove  the  im- 
pression he  at  present  entertained,  he 
should  be  very  glad ;  if  they  dkl  not,  he 
should  think  it  necessary  to  follow  up  his 
Motion  by  moving  an  humble  Address  to 
his  Majesty,  to  remove  Mr.  Bingham  Bar- 
ing fVom  the  Commission  of  the  peace.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  an  Ad* 
dress  to  his  Majesty,  for  a  Copy  of  the  In- 
dictment in  the  prosecution  against  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Deacle ;  also,  Copy  of  the  Record  in 
the  cause  Deacle  versus  Bingham  Baring, 
with  the  result  thereof,  respectively,  as 
the  same  were  tried  at  Winchester ;  sAeo 
for  Copies  of  the  Judges'  Notes  taken 
upon  these  trials. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  rose  to  second  the 
Motion,  which,  he  thought,  no  person  in 
the  House  could  so  properly  do  as  he 
could.  He  was  jealous  of  his  character 
of  a  gentleman,  which  he  felt  was  at  stake, 
and  he  was  gratified  at  the  opportunity  of 
making  a  statement  in  the  House,  which, 
but  for  the  motion  of  the  gallant  Officer, 
would  have  been  made  elsewhere.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the  indie- 
nation  excited  by  the  statements  m 
the  public  papers,  and  certainly  these 
statements  were  calculated  to  excite  in- 
dignation, and  the  indignation  would  be 
perfectly  justified  if  the  facts  were  as 
stated  in  the  public  papers.  In  making 
the  House  acquainted  with  the  real  facts 
of  the  case,  he  would  beg  leave  to  recall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state 
of  the  county  in  which  the  transaction 
occurred.  In  the  month  of  November, 
there  was  a  great  disturbance  in  Hamp- 
shire. He  himself  was  called  from  another, 
and  a  peaceable  part  of  the  country,  to  a 
scene  of  riot  and  disorder.  The  arrest  of 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Deacle  took  place  on  No* 
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mob,  and  went  away  with  the  mob.  The 
hon.  Membor  then  proceeded  to  quote 
the  deposition  of  Mr.  Francit  Wright, 
Clerk,  one  of  the  defendants.  He  said, 
this  gentleman  deposed  to  having  seen  m 
mob  on  the  ^drd,  with  a  lady  on  hone- 
back,  in  the  midst  of  them.  This  party 
extorted  money  to  the  amount,  as  one  of 
the  men  informed  him,  of  10/.,  and  the 
lady  was  riding  in  fh>nt  of  them.  A 
person  told  him  (Mr.  Wright),  that  this 
lady  was  Mrs.  Deader  One  of  the  party 
asked  him  for  20«.  The  lady  rode  up  to 
him,  and  asked  him  if  there  were  any 
soldiers  in  the  neighbourhood.  There 
were  two  parties,  and  Mrs.  Deacle  rode 
from  one  to  anodier.  He  had  this  con- 
Tersation  with  her,  but  no  more.  The 
hon.  Member  then  said,  he  had  another 
paper,  which  was  not  the  original  depo- 
sition, but  a  copy,  which  he  believed  was 
correct,  and  would  read  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  then  read  the  depo- 
sition of  Stephen  Child^  as  follows:  — 
**  That  a  large  mob  of  persons  bad  col- 
lected together  on  the  24th  of  November, 
and  went  about  destroying  machinery, 
and  collecting  money  by  using  threats. 
Deacle  was  with  this  mob,  and  encou- 
raged them  by  calling  out  '  Boys,  cut  in  I' 
and  seemed  wholly  to  approve  of  what 
was  going  on.  That  on  one  occasion  the 
mob  went  up  to  a  house,  where  money 
was  demanded.  Deacle  was  with  them, 
but  kept  in  the  rear,  at  the  end  of  a  lane ; 
that  a  boy  in  the  service  of  Deacle  had  a 
horn,  or  trumpet,  which  his  master  told 
him  to  blow ;  that  this  mob  went  to  the 
house  of  Miss  Long,  and  having  insisted 
on  her  signing  a  paper  for  the  reduction 
of  tithes  and  rents,  demanded  15/.  of  Miss 
Long,  and  eventually  went  away;  that 
Deacle  was  with  this  mob  also,  but  kept 
in  the  rear  while  they  obtained  the  money 
— that  from  thence  they  proceeded  to 
several  other  places ;  that  Deacle  stopped 
at  a  public-house  with  some  of  the  party, 
but  that  Mrs.  Deacle  remained  with  the 
main  body  during  the  whole  of  the  day, 
and  assisted  in  the  distribution  of  the 
money  amongst  them  in  the  evening/' 
He  ought  to  observe,  that  there  was  a 
great  difficulty  in  obtaining  information — 
one  man  trembled  exceedingly  while  be 
gave  his  deposition,  and  expressed  his 
fears  that  his  house  would  be  pulled  about 
his  ears  on  his  return  home.  Another 
deposition  stated — *'  That  a  mob  went  to 
the  bouse  of  a  hxmer^  tad  that  ikef  werQ 


vember  24th.  At  that  time  the  whole 
country  was  full  of  mobs,  and  different 
classes  of  people  were  goin^  about  in 
great  numbers,  within  a  few  miles  of  Win- 
chester. The  hon.  Member  read  a  list  of 
sevetal  mobs  of  700,  of  1,000,  of  100, 
of  400,  of  600  people,  which  were  going 
about  on  the  days  immediately  preening 
the  day  on  which  Mr.  Deacle  was  ar- 
rested. That  woukl  show  the  House  the 
state  of  the  county  of  Hampshire  at  that 
time.  A  general  panic  prevailed,  and  it 
was  "publicly  and  repeatedly  stated,  that 
it  was  necessary  to  act  with  energy;  that 
it  was  necessary  that  the  police  of  the 
county  should  be  diligent,  and  exceedingly 
watchful.  A  terror  had  spread  throughout 
the  county,  excited  by  these  mobs,  and 
it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  the  county,  that  the  greatest  ac- 
tivity and  energy  should  be  exhibited  on 
the  part  of  the  Magistrates.  And  here  he 
must  be  allowed  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  had  been  said  at  the  time  the  riots 
commenced.  "Where,"  it  was  asked, 
•*wcre  the  Magistrates?  Why  do  they 
not  appear,  and  each  take  his  share  in  re- 
storing order  ? **  And,  said  the  Newspapers 
at  that  time,  '*  If  the  Magistracy  acted  with 
firmness  and  energy,  all  the  disturbances 
would  be  quieted.  At  that  lime,  depo- 
sitions were  made  before  the  Magistrate, 
against  the  Deacles,  and  as  he  had  a  copy 
of  them,  he  would  trouble  the  House  with 
a  portion  of  them.  /  The  hon.  Member 
accordingly  read  the  deposition  of  the 
bailiff  of  the  Earl  of  Northesk,who  stated, 
that  on  the  23rd  of  November,  a  mob  of 
persons  came  to  that  nobleman's  house, 
within  a  few  miles  of  Winchester,  and  de- 
manded whether  there  were  any  threshing 
machines  about  the  premises.  He  replied, 
there  was  a  small  winnowing  machine, 
which  was  locked  up  in  a  barn.  They 
then  produced  a  paper  for  him  to  sign, 
agreeing  to  give  the  labourers  2^.  a  day. 
They  iben  asked  money  of  him,  and, 
afler  several  evasions,  he  gave  them  51, 
They  then  cried  out,  "  Hurrah,  now  for 
the  machine,"  and  were  about  to  break 

rthe  bam,  where  the  winnowing  ma- 
i  was,  had  he  not  opened  it.  They 
then  broke  the  machine  into  pieces.  He 
saw  at  this  time  in  the  mob,  a  female  on 
horseback,  who  he  was  told  was  Mrs. 
Deacle,  of  Ouselbury,  who  was  said  to 
have  great  influence  vrith  the  mob.  The 
female  looked  on  while  the  mob  was 
broakmg  Uie  machine ;  she  oame  with  the 
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accompanied  by  a  man,  whom  deponent 
understood  to  be  Mr.  Deacle ;  that  Deacle 
said  to  the  farmer,  *  We  want  your  men/ 
The  farmer  replied — *  You  are  a  man  of 
understanding,  and  I  hope  you  will  not 
take  my  men;'  that  another  person  then 
called  out,  *  You  must  sign  the  paper,  and 
give  us  a  sovereign;'  that  the  man  thus 
addressed  said,  *  I  will  sign  the  paper — 
but  I  have  no  sovereign  to  give/  That 
another  person  then  called  out,  'You 
must  send  your  men,  then,  and  give  a 
half-sovereign,  or,  if  you  do  not,  you 
must  give  a  sovereign ;  or,  if  you  do  not, 
it  will  be  worse  for  you ; '  that  Mr.  Deacle 
was  present,  and  that  deponent  also  saw 
a  woman  on  horseback  along  with  this 
mob."  Having  thus  stated  the  subject  of 
the  depositions  made  before  the  Magis- 
trates, it  might  be  also  necessary  to  say, 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  oral  evi- 
dence to  the  same  effect,  which,  of  course, 
had  its  influence  on  the  minds  of  the 
Magistrates  who  signed  the  warrant  for 
arresting  the  Deacles./Of  these  Ma- 
gistrates, however,  he  himself  was  not 
one.  He  was  merely  a  party  with  some  of 
his  friends  concerned  in  the  execution  of 
the  warrant.  He  had,  however,  thought 
it  right  to  trouble  the  House  by  reading  the 
depositions  at  length,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  comprehend  under  what 
impressions  the  Magistrates  proceeded  to 
execute  the  warrant  against  these  persons, 
and  whether  it  could  be  fairly  said,  that 
they  had  grossly  outstepped  the  bounds 
of  their  duty,  invaded  the  privacy  of  do- 
mestic life,  and  wantonly  insulted  a  modest 
and  retiring  woman,  when  it  became  ne- 
cessary to  take  legal  notice  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  person  who  employed  the  influ- 
ence of  her  sex,  and  the  power  of  her  sta- 
tion, toTuin  the  poor  and  the  ignorant  who 
lived  in  her  immediate  neighbourhood. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  of  the  station 
of  the  Deacles.  He  was  willing  to  allow,  that 
they  were  much  above  the  ordinary  condi- 
tion of  the  farmers  in  that  part  of  the  coun- 
try;  he  was  quite  willing  to  admit,  that  their 
station  was  much  above  the  class  of  those 
who  had  been  charged  with  the  proceed- 
ings which  were  unhappily,  at  that  time, 
going  on  in  this  part  of  the  county; 
but  that  only  made  their  conduct  the 
more  reprehensible.  He  had  seen,  with 
pain,  and  with  sorrow,  the  ignorant  and 
deluded  labourer  guilty  of  acts  which 
required  the  immediate  interposition  of 
the  strong  arm  of  the  law ;  but  when  be 


found  a  person  like  Mr.  Deacle,  a  man    i 
above  the  common  rank  of  farmers,  em-    { 
ploying  his  influence  to  encourage    the 
commission  of  the  offences  of  which  the    ^ 
poor  labourers  had  been  guilty — incitiog 
them    to     frame-breaking,    encouraging     i 
them  to  demand  the  reduction  of  rent  and 
tithes,  and   accompanying  them   to  de-     j 
mand  money,  but  stopping  at  the  end  of 
the  lanes  while  his  assistants  went  for-     ! 
ward  to  the  houses ;  when  he  saw  all  this, 
he  thought,  that  such  a  person  was  de- 
serving of  the  immediate  attention  of.  the 
Magistracy,  and  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
policy,  as  much  as  of  justice,  to  remove 
him  from  the  scene  of  his  offences,  and  to 
make  him  amenable  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible at  the  bar  of  public  justice.     That 
was  the  feeling  of  the   Magistracy.     It 
was  with  .that  view  the  arrest  took  place, 
under  the  circumstances  which  had  been 
described ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say,  that 
after  the  execution  of  the  warrant  against 
the  Deacles,  they  heard  no  more  of  any 
outrages  in  that  part  of  the  country.     He 
might  here  observe,  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Magistrates,   in  ordering 
and  executing  the  arrest,  it  was  of  no  con- 
sequence that  the  facts  stated  in  the  de- 
positions were  not  afterwards  fully  borne 
out  on  the  trials.     They  were  stated  on 
oath,  in  the  information  before  the  Ma- 
gistrates, and  on  that  they  were  bound  to 
act,  and  to  apprehend  the  accused.  He  now 
proceeded  to  the  three  charges  which  were 
preferred  against  his  relation  and  the  other 
Magistrates,  and  which  formed  the  subject 
of  the  evidence  on  the  trial.     The  warrant 
was  put  into  the  hands  of  a  constable 
named   Lewington,  who  professed  to  be 
acquainted  with  the  persons  of  the  ac- 
cused ;  and  he  might  then  observe,  that 
he  believed  it  was  the  very  first  arrest  in 
that  part  of  the  country  which  had  been, 
up  to   that  time,  attempted  without  the 
assistance  of  the  military.     On  the  trial 
this  constable  is  represented  to  have  said, 
that  he  told  the  Magistrate  he  required  no 
assistance,  and  that  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  intention  of  the  gentlemen  to  accom- 
pany him.    But  he  could  state  on  his  oath, 
that  Lewington  told  him,  that  Mr.  Deacle 
was  not  a  person  to  be  taken  easily.     The 
words  were  so  remarkable,  that  they  made 
an  impression  on  his  mind,  and  he  was 
positive  on  the  point  that  they  were  used. 
He  asked  Lewington  what  he  meant  by 
that — did  he  mean  to  say  that  Deacle 
would  resist  ?    And  LewiogtQn  aniworedi 
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that  he  believed  he  would  :  and  that  he 
must  have  assistance.  He  (Mr.  Baring) 
then  told  Lewington,  that  a  party  of  gen- 
tlemen would  accompany  him,  and  de- 
sired him  to  get  a  light  spring  cart  for  the 
purpose  of  conveying  the  prisoners  to 
Winchester.  With  regard  to  this  cart, 
of  which  so  much  had  been  said,  it  was 
obvious  that  any  other  and  speedier 
method  of  conveyance  would  have  been 
more  agreeable  to  those  who  had  such  a 
disagreeable  duty  to  perform;  but  they 
conceived,  that  in  a  part  of  the  country 
which,  it  should  be  understood,  is  rather 
wild  and  retired,  no  other  conveyance 
could  have  well  escaped  notice.  He  was 
convinced,  indeed,  that  if  they  had  at- 
tempted to  bring  their  prisoners  away  from 
their  own  house  in  a  post-chaise,  the  house 
would  have  been  surrounded,  signals 
would  have  been  given,  the  whole  popula* 
sion  would  have  been  up  in  arms,  and  it 
wonld  have  been  impossible  to  avoid  the 
risk  of  a  rescue.  It  was  but  the  day 
before  the  execution  of  this  warrant,  that  a 
military  escort  was  necessary  to  convey 
the  prisoners  from  Romney  to  Winchester; 
and  he  begged  again  to  observe,  that  no 
warrant  had  been  executed  before  without 
the  assistance  of  the  military.  He  thought 
it  right  also  to  remind  the  House,  before  he 
proceeded  further,  that  he  stood  before 
them  in  some  measure  as  a  witness  in 
favour  of  his  relation,  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring,  who  had  been  so  much  censured 
for  the  part  he  took  in  those  transactions, 
and  whose  conduct,  he  might  add,  had 
been  so  grossly  calumniated.  He  pro- 
ceeded now  to  speak  more  distinctly  of  the 
three  charges  brought  against  his  relation, 
and  he  was  entitled  to  do  so  with  more 
con6dence,  as  he  himself  had  been  ac- 
quitted of  all  participation  in  them  by  the 
verdict  of  a  Jury.  In  the  first  place, 
then,  the  constable,  Lewington,  swore  on 
that  trial  that  Mr.  Bingham  Baringrode  up 
to  Mr.  Deacle's,  came  into  the  house,  and 
said,  "Constable  do  your  duty;  hand- 
bolt  them ;"  and  he  added,  thathe  (Mr. 
F.  Baring)  and  another  gentleman  were 
present  at  the  same  time.  It  should  be 
here  observed,  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
enter  minutely  into  all  the  evidence  in  his 
possession,  because,  if  he  were  to  state  all 
the  facts,  he  might  surrender  all  chance  of 
justice  which  was  yet  left  to  his  relation  in 
a  future  examination  of  the  case.  He  was 
ready  now,  however,  to  say  most  distinctly, 
that  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  did  not  enter  the 


room,  as  the  constable  stated ;  that  no  words 
such  as  those  mentioned  could  have  been 
used  by  Mr.  Bingham  Baring,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  he  could  have  given  such  an 
order  as  the  witness  described,  because  he 
had  not  even  seen  the  Deacles  until  after 
they  were  confined  with  the  hand-bolts 
and  released.  The  person  who  gave  the 
order  he  would  not  at  that  moment 
mention,  nor  say  any  more  than  that  he 
accompanied  them  to  identify  the  prisoner. 
After  the  handcufi*s  were  removed,  and 
after  Mr.  Deacle  was  taken  to  the  cart,  it 
was  sworn,  that  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  caught 
Mrs.  Deacle  in  his  arms,  and  dragged  her 
through  the  mud,  with  her  head  and  feet 
hanging  close  to  the  ground.  Now  he 
(Mr.  F,  Baring)  was  ready  to  state  on  his 
oath,  that  the  constable  was  totally  mis- 
taken with  respect  to  this  part  of  the  case. 
He  was  himself  the  person  who  carried 
Mrs.  Deacle,  and  he  would  state  the  whole 
of  the  circumstances  connected  with  that 
part  of  the  transaction.  They  had  waited 
some  time  for  Mrs.  Deacle's  bonnet  and 
cloak,  but  on  finding  that  the  delay 
was  considerable,  and  that  Mr.  Deacle 
had  been  taken  to  the  cart,  he  offered  his 
hand  to  Mrs.  Deacle,  and  prepared  to 
follow  the  others,  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  hav- 
ing accompanied  those  who  were  with  Mr. 
Deacle.  Mrs.  Deacle,  on  the  way,  com- 
plained of  the  mud  through  which  it  was 
necessary  to  pass,  and  he  offered  to  lift 
her  over  a  part  of  the  path,  which,  as  it  is 
usual  in  farm-yards,  was  wet  and  dirty. 
He  was  almost  ashamed  to  enter  into  such 
details.  The  lady  said,  she  was  afraid  he 
would  find  her  very  heavy.  He  told  her, 
he  did  not  recollect  in  what  terms,  that  he 
believed  he  should  be  able  to  carry  her  in 
safety;  and  he  then  took  her  in  his  arms,  in 
the  least  familiar  manner  that  was  possible, 
and  carried  her,  with  all  the  respect  due 
to  her  sex  and  station,  about  half  a  dozen 
paces,  and  then  led  her  to  the  cart.  On 
the  way  the  servant  joined  them  with  Mrs. 
Deacle's  bonnet  and  cloak,  and  she  was 
then  placed  in  the  vehicle.  This  fact  he 
could  prove  on  the  oaths  of  the  whole  of 
those  gentlemen  who  had  been  made  co- 
defendants  with  him  in  the  action.  It  was 
admitted  on  the  trial,  that  he  (Mr.  V. 
Baring)  had  not  evinced  anything  like 
harshness  or  severity  in  his  conduct,  sfnd 
it  might  very  reasonably  be  presumed,  that 
the  witnesses  whose  testimony  implicated 
Mr.  Bingham  Baring,  were  altogether 
mistaken  in  the  evidence  they  gave.  That 
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GaoUeman,  howevery  was  deprived  of  the 
meani  of  vindicating  himeelf  in  the  clearest 
poisible  manner,  in  congequence  of  the 
other  parties  engaged  in  the  transaction 
having  been  made  co-defendants  with  him. 
The  third  charge  was^  that  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring  refused  to  allow  Mrs.  Deacle  to  be 
conveyed  by  her  own  horse.  Upon  this 
point  It  might  be  sufficient  for  him  to  say, 
that  no  time  whatever  was  to  be  lost,  for 
the  Magistrates  apprehended  a  rescue 
every  instant.  A  man  was  seen  standing 
at  the  door  with  a  gun  in  his  hand,  which 
Mr.  Bingham  Baring  took  from  him.  Per- 
ceiving this,  and  well  knowing  the  con- 
vulsed state  of  the  country,  the  Magis- 
trates were  anxious  to  see  the  warrant  ex- 
ecuted without  a  moment's  delay.  Her 
horse  was  not  ready  saddled,  and  it 
would  have  taken  some  time  before  every- 
thing necessary  could  be  arranged.  Under 
such  circumstances,  it  was  not  deemed 
right  to  allow  those  indulgences  which,  in 
a  different  state  of  things,  he  might  have 
been  very  willing  to  grant.  Whom  were 
the  Magistrates  to  trust  to,  surrounded  as 
they  were  by  a  highly-agitated  population  ? 
He,  for  one,  at  least,  feared  a  rescue,  and 
knowing  that  such  an  attempt  would 
cause  bloodshed,  he  considered,  that  that 
was  not  a  proper  time  to  listen  to  small 
objections.  But  it  was  said,  that  she 
was  an  invalid  at  the  period  when  the 
transaction  occurred.  It  might  be  so — 
but  how  could  the  Magistrates  suppose, 
much  less  believe,  that,  when  they  had 
the  evidence  in  the  depositions  before 
them,  that  at  four  o'clock  on  the  previous 
day  she  was  at  the  head  of  a  body  of  men 
engaged  in  breaking  machinery,  whom  she 
encouraged  by  her  smiles  ?  Had  they  any 
reason  to  think,  that  slie  was  in  a  very  de- 
licate stote  of  liealth  ?  He  now  came  to 
the  cart  in  which  the  Deacles  were  con- 
veyed. It  was  certainly  a  light  market- 
cart,  and,  undoubtedly,  at  their  first  start- 
ing, they  went  at  rather  a  quick  pace,  and 
Mrs.  Deacle  complained  that  they  went 
too  fast,  and  that  she  was  affected  by  the 
jolting;  but  let  it  be  considered,  that  the 
place  they  were  going  through  was  a 
narrow  by-lanc,  in  which  an  attempt  at 
rescue  could  be  easily  made.  They  had 
passed  on  the  road  a  servant  of  Deacle's, 
who  had  set  out  before  them,  and  at  one 
part  of  it  ihey  saw  three  men  standing 
with  a  gate  unhung,  which,  if  they  had 
thrown  in  their  way,  would  have  com- 
pletely obstructed  them  for  a  time,  and,  in 


the  then  agitated  state  of  the  country,  they 
might  not  unreasonably  dread  an  attempt 
at  rescue,  particularly  as  the  road  west 
round  a  village,  from  which  even  a  small 
number  of  men  might  easily  have  ob- 
structed their  passage.  They,  therefore, 
did  go  on  at  rather  a  quick  pace,  but  that 
it  was  not  at  any  violent  rate  was  proved 
by  the  fact,  that  the  two  constables  who 
were  on  foot  kept  up  with  them  without 
any  difficulty.  But  when  they  came  to  the 
open  road  they  went  at  a  slower  pace,  and 
there  they  obtained  a  post-chaise,  in  which 
the  prisoners  were  conveyed  to  Win* 
Chester.  As  to  the  allegea  blow  by  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring,  he  was  not  able  to  speak 
farther  than  this,  that  he  saw  nbthing  of 
it.  There  vras,  however,  another  gentle- 
man with  the  cart,  who  could  state,  that 
he  saw  Mr.  Deacle  raise  his  hand  to  catch 
hold  of  the  reins,  and  Mr.  Bingham  Baring 
at  the  same  time  raised  his  itidct  and 
touching  him  gently  with  it,  said,  ''Let 
the  reins  alone,  Sir ;"  but  this  gentleman 
was  made  a  co-defendant,  and,  of  course, 
bad  no  opportunity  of  stating  that  fact 
on  the  trial;  but  for  his  part  he  (Mr.  F. 
Baring)  saw  no  blow,  or  anything  like 
a  blow,  or  any  temper  that  evinced  even 
the  slightest  disposition  to  inflict  a  blow 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bingham  Baring, 
He  might  also  add,  that  on  his  way  to 
Winchester  be  spoke  frequently  to  Mr. 
Deacle,  and  he  never  made  any  complaint 
that  he  had  received  a  blow.  Nor  aid  he 
(Mr.  F.  Baring)  ever  hear  anything  on  that 
subject  until  he  received  a  letter  from  the 
attorney  for  the  plaintiff,  stating  that  he 
was  going  to  bring  an  action.  Having 
stated  thus  much  of  matters  which  had 
come  within  his  own  knowledge,  he  would 
ask,  was  the  evidence  of  the  constable 
sufficient  to  warrant  such  a  colour  as  had 
been  given  to  the  whole  transaction  7  He 
(Mr.  F.  Baring)  had  given  his  statement 
of  the  facts  exactly  as  they  occurred,  with 
only  the  exception,  that  he  could,  as  he 
had  said,  go  into  more  minute  details,  on 
many  nrnor  particulars,  but  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  his  friend  to  put 
other  parties  in  possession  of  matters  that 
had  better  first  be  brought  forward  before 
the  tribunal  which  might  have  to  inves- 
tigate them.  He  now  begged  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  patience  with  which  it  had 
heard  him,  and  to  express  his  gratitude  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  brought  forward 
this  Motion,  for  tlie  opportunity  he  had 
given  him  of  appearing  before  the  House 
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M  a  witness  in  b^alf  of  his  friend  and 
relatioD.  He  had  been  reared  up  with  his 
hen.  friend  for  years,  and  he  knew  him, 
and,  from  his  intimate  knowledge  of  his 
disposition  and  habits,  he  would  say,  that 
he  was  the  last  man  in  the  world  who 
would  be  capable  of  such  conduct  as  had 
been  imputed  to  him  in  this  instance. 
[An  Hon.  Member*  here  intimated  a  desire 
to  know  why  Mr.  Deane  had  not  been 
ftvamined  at  the  trial  ?]  He  was  glad  of 
the  opportunity  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  given  him  of  noticing  that  fact,  which 
would  otherwise  have  escaped  his  attention. 
Mr.  Deane  was  not  examined.  He  saw 
DO  blow  given  ;  and  even  if  it  had  been,  he 
conld  not  have  seen  it,  for  he  almost 
immediately  left  the  cart  when  the  prisoners 
got  in,  and  went  on  to  Winohester,  to 
Ofd«r  a  post-chaise.  Hq  could  not,  thare- 
fbre«  be  called  upon  to  disprove  an  alleg- 
ad  ftust,  of  which  he  could  nave  no  know* 
ladga.  But  the  House  was  aware,  that 
counsel  sometimes,  looking  to  the  effect  of 
a  powerful  reply,  were  apt  to  throw  a 
witness  overboard.  If  the  same  investiga- 
tion were  to  be  gone  into  again,  there  was 
not  an  individual  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  transaction,  whom  he  and  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  would  not  be  most  ready 
to  put  into  the  witness-box.  But  the 
misfortune  of  the  case  was,  that  all  the 
principal  parties  who  could  speak  to  the 
facts  as  they  occurred  at  Deacle's  house, 
and  on  the  road,  were  made  co-defend- 
ants, and  thus  precluded  from  making  the 
case  known  as  it  occurred.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  thanking  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  it  had  allowed 
him  to  defend  his  relation  and  friend 
from  the  accusation  of  having  been  guilty 
of  acts  which  every  man  of  honour  must 
condemn. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Wilde  said,  that  having 
been  engaged  in  assisting  the  Attorney 
General  in  conducting  the  prosecutions  at 
the  late  special  commission  in  Hampshire, 
be  hoped  he  should  be  excused  if  he  stated 
a  few  of  the  circumstauces  which  had  come 
to  his  knowledge  as  to  some  of  the  matters 
connected  with  this  charge.  Of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  warrant  in  this  case  was 
executed  he  knew  nothing,  but  probably 
something  might  be  inferred  as  to  that 
matter  from  the  oiroumstances  he  was 
about  to  state.  It  had  become  a  part  of 
his  duty  to  investigate  the  informations 
that  had  been  prepared,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain who  were  the  initlgatora  of  the  pro- 


eeedings  for  which  so  many  ware  lo  be 
placed  on  their  trial.  In  the  ooarseof 
those  investigations,  he  found,  thai  a  cer- 
tain number  of  farmers  had  met  together 
and  drawn  up  a  paper  addressed  to  land- 
lords and  clergymen,  for  the  purpOMof 
inducing  them  to  lower  their  rents  and 
tithes.  At  this  meeting  there  were  sevand 
whose  names  were  stated,  and  amongst 
others  this  Mr.  Deacle,  and  a  man  named 
Boyce.  Soon  after  this,  soma  of  the  same 
parties  met  again,  attended  by  a  consider- 
able number  of  labourers,  who  pressed 
others  to  join ;  so  that,  at  last,  they  be- 
came formidable  in  numbers,  and  proceed- 
ed to  the  houses  of  several  gaqtlemen  in 
the  neighbourhood,  at  first  insisting  that 
the  paper  for  lowering  rents  and  tithes 
should  be  signed,  then  demanding  money, 
and  also  destroying  machinery,  A  party 
of  this  kind,  amountiag  to  400  or  600, 
went  to  the  house  of  Miss  LoQ|f»  armed 
with  hammers,  hatehets,  clubs,  and  other 
kinds  of  weapons,  and  one  of  the  parsons 
in  the'  crowd  called  out  that  the  pftper 
should  be  signed.  The  lady  having  signed 
it,  Boyce,  who  was  present,  retired  to  the 
rear  of  the  crowd,  where  Deaele  was  wait- 
ing. Boyce  was  a  farmer  in  Independent 
circumstances.  The  mob  then  demanded 
15/.,  but  went  away  after  having  obtained 
SI.  From  that  place  they  went  about  de- 
stroying machinery,  and  obtained  money 
by  threats  of  violence  at  several  places. 
Having  found  that  some  of  the  farmers 
had  set  the  example  of  breaking  their  own 
machinery,  the  labourers  felt  themselves 
justified,  as  it  were,  in  going  about  to  de- 
stroy the  machinery  of  others,  and  there 
was  no  doubt  that,  but  for  the  encourage- 
ment they  had  received  from  the  farmers, 
they  would  never  have  proceeded  to  such 
extreme  acts  of  violence.  Boyce,  who  took 
so  prominent  a  part  in  the  proceedings, 
was  tried,  and  acquitted,  as  much  to  his 
astonishment  as  he  believed  it  was  to  that 
of  every  man  who  heard  the  evidence. 
He  had  every  respect  for  the  Jury  who 
tried  him,  but  he  owned  he  was  not  able 
to  account  for  the  acquittal,  exoapt  it  were 
that  it  was  produced  in  a  great  degree  by 
the  sympathy  of  those  who  were  in  the 
same  condition  of  life  as  himself.  On 
hearing  the  acquittal,  he  wrote  to  the  At- 
torney General,  who  was  in  the  other 
Court,  stating  the  fact  of  the  aoquittal, 
and  stating  his  opinion,  that  a  roan  whom 
he  believed  to  have  been  mainly  instru- 
mental in  fomenting  much  of  the  riot  and 
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with  this  case.  As  to  calling  for  the  notes 
of  the  Judge,  he  did  not  suppose  the 
House  would  be  ready  to  accede  to  it. 


4iMy)er  which.had  occurred  in  the  county 
shojild  not  be  albwed  to  escape,  as  there 
w.ere:Other  indictments  against  him.  In 
this  the  Attorney  General  concurred,  and 
by^his  advice,  Boyce  was  brought  before 
another  Jury  in  the  other  Court,  and  on 
nearly  the  same  evidence,  but  applying  to 
another  case,  was  convicted — not,  how- 
ever,* of  the  capital  charge,  for  he  escaped 
that  by  a  mere  technicality,  as  Miss  Long, 
the  lady  from  whom  the  money  was  taken, 
did*  not  see  him  at  the  moment  it  was  given 
by  her  butler.  He  was,  however,  sentenced 
to  transportation.  Looking  at  the  inform- 
ations against  Deacle,  at  his  station  in  life, 
and  the  part  he  was  described  to  have 
taken  in  these  proceedings,  he  thought 
that  he  ought  to  be  prosecuted,  and  in  this 
(he  Attomey3.General  concurred ;  and  as 
the  prc^ution  was  intended,  he  used 
greal^■.cauti6n>  in  examining  witnesses  in 
other  .crises,  'in  order  to  prevent  the  name 
of  the*>i)eacles  from  transpiring,  that  their 
case  might  be  in  no  way  prejudiced  ;  that 
the  prosecution  had  not  been  gone  into, 
he  could  only  attribute  to  the  speedy  paci- 
fication of  the  county  which  followed  the 
first  steps  taken  to  bring  the  guilty  parties 
to  justice,  and  this  was,  in  a  great  degree, 
owing  to  the  prompt  and  vigorous  exertions 
of  those  very  gentlemen  whose  conduct 
forinedthe  subject  of  the  present  discus- 
sion. Indeed,  he  would  say,  that  the 
sudden  restoration  of  the  quiet  of  that 
ftart  of  .the  country  was  almost  miraculous. 
Iff  there  was  any  harshness  in  the  steps 
taken  by  these  active  Magistrates  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty,  he  should  regret 
it. V  Of? that  he  knew  nothing;  but  this 
he  did,  know,  that  the  case  was  one  which 
i^uired  prompt  and  vigorous  exertion. 
Whether  they  had  exceeded  the  strict 
bounds  of  law,  he  could  not  state;  but 
this  he  could  state,  that  as  all  the  parties 
who.  were  made  defendants  were  men  of 
ampler  fortune,  sufficient  damages  could 
have:been  recovered  from  any  one ;  and  if 
Utith  were  the  object,  they  would  not  have 
l^en  joined  as  co-defendants.  But  those 
in;  the}  profession  knew  that  where  parties 
were  thus  joined,  and  all  evidence  shut 
out,  the  case  could  be  only  considered  as 
ex,parte.  The  parties  were  in  some  respect 
taken  by  surprise  as  to  portions  of  the  evi- 
dence :  and  if  that  should  be  made  out  to 
i  the  satisfaction  of  the  superior  Court,  a 
k  new  trial  might  be  granted :  it  would,  then, 
i  be  I  better  to  wait  until  that  was  known 
j  before  the  House  proceeded  any  farther 
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They  were  the  Judge's  private  notes,  and 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  produc- 
ing them.  As  this  was  not  a  case  where 
a  party  was  selected  for  any  private  mo- 
tives, every  allowance  should  be  made 
for  those  who  acted  in  the  honest  dis- 
charge of  their  duty.  Another  objection 
to  this  Motion  was,  the  effect  it  might 
have  on  any  future  acts  of  Magistrates. 
If  ever  any  similar  circumstances  should 
occur,  which,  he  hoped,  would  not  be  the 
case,  he  trusted  that  Magistrates,  instead 
of  being  prevented  by  the  obloquy  which 
had  been  thrown  on  these  gentlemen, 
should  rather  be  stimulated  to  carry  into 
force  the  law,  which,  while  it  commanded 
respect,  also  inspired  terror.  He  hoped 
that  Magistrates  would  not  be  deterred 
from  doing  their  duty  by  the  misrepresen- 
tations that  had  gone  forth  in  this  case. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman observed,  that  though  he  regretted 
that  the  ladv  in  this  case  might  have  been 
lifted  X)ver  the  mud,  or  carried  to  the  cart, ' 
or  in  it,  a  little  more  quickly  than  was 
agreeable,  still  he  must  say,  that  he  was 
glad  that  the  result  of  these  prompt  and 
active  steps,  in  apprehending  those  against 
whom  informations  were  laid,  had  suc- 
ceeded in  putting  down  tumults,  which 
though  they  had  not  been  unattended 
with  loss  of  life,  might  have  been  attended 
with  a  still  greater  loss,  and  that  they  had 
not  been  so  they  owed  to  the  great  ac- 
tivity of  those  very  gentlemen  whose  con- 
duct was  so  very,  in  his  opinion,  unjustly 
impugned. 

Sir  G,  Rose  bore  testimony  to  the  great 
activity  of  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  in  endea- 
vouring to  suppress  the  riots  that  had  taken 
place  in  the  county.  On  one  occasion,  at 
great  personal  risk,  he  went  into  the  midst 
of  a  large  and  riotous  mob,  and  was  the 
means,  not  only  of  dispersing  it,  but  of 
bringing  many  of  the  most  active  of  the 
rioters  to  justice. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  remain  silent,  afler  hearing  the 
speech  just  delivered  by  his  hon.  and 
leariled  friend  (Mr.  Wilde.)  He  would, 
however,  in  the  first  place,  begin  by  stat- 
ing, that  no  hon.  Member  of  that  House  . 
had  stood  more  favourably  in  his  opinion 
than  Mr.  Bingham  Baring.  Ever  since 
he  had  known  that  Gentleman,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  he  had  considered  him 


161       Magisterial  Oppressum-^       {July  21} 

as  an  example  of  mildness  and  affability, 
and  utterly  incapable  of  performing  the 
act  with  which  he  had  been  charged.  He 
was  not,  therefore,  disposed  to  give  cre- 
dence to  the  charges  made  against  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring ;  and  had  they  not  been 
proved  by  evidence,  he  never  could  have 
believed,  that  that  Gentleman  had  been 
guilty  of  one  half  of  the  severities  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  by  him.  He  was 
well  aware  of  the  important  and  difficult 
duties  which  Magistrates  had  to  perform 
in  times  of  disorder ;  and  he  thought,  that 
no  man  should  allow  himself,  when  the 
danger  was  past,  to  judge  too  severely  of 
their  conduct,  but  should  make  some  al- 
lowance for  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  had  been  placed.  But  he  regretted 
extremely,  that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
(Sergeant  Wilde)  had  given  a  tone  and 
temper  to  the  debate  which  had  not  been  im- 
parted by  the  preceding  speaker.  If  there 
was  any  point  more  than  another  respecting 
which  he  was  anxious  to  obtain  satisfaction 
(and  his  anxiety,  he  was  sure,  was  shared 
by  a  great  portion  of  the  public),  it  was 
this — how  far  the  Magistrates  who  were 
present  at  Mrs.  Deacle's  apprehension, 
conducted  themselves  with  proper  atten- 
tion and  delicacy  towards  her ;  and  whe- 
ther the  severities  alleged  to  have  been 
committed  towards  that  lady  were  actually 
committed  by  them  ?  He  had  listened  with 
great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  F.  Baring)  who,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  his  observations,  stated,  that  he 
had  himself  afforded  assistance  to  the  lady 
to  cross  a  puddle  [lojighter].  He  saw  the 
Members  plainly  enough  who  were  laugh- 
ing, and  he  thought  that  it  would  do  them 
iiore  credit  if  they  refrained  from  such  a 
proceeding.  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
after  the  civility  which  was  stated  to  have 
been  shown  to  Mrs.  Deacle,  it  was  true  or 
not  that  orders  were  given  to  convey  her 
and  her  husband  away  handcuffed,  and 
whether  it  was  true,  that  Mr.  Deacle  at- 
tempted to  take  the  reins  and  drive  the 
cart?  He  wished,  that  his  hon.  friend  had 
given  some  explanation  on  these  points. 
He  gave  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
credit  for  the  due  performance  of  those 
duties  which  he  was  called  upon  to  dis- 
charge, but  he  asked  him  what  possible 
connexion  there  was  between  the  case  of 
Boyce  and  Deacle  ?  He  had  not  imagin- 
ed, before  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
acquainted  him  with  the  fact,  that  a  man 
could  be  tried  in  one  Courts  and,  after  his 
VOL.  V.,{J?r.} 
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acquittal,  be  handed  into  another  Court, 
and  there  again  put  on  his  trial,  changing, 
perhaps,  the  form  of  the  indictment.     He 
thought  such  a  proceeding  was  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  the  English  law.     He 
understood,   that   his  hon.  and   learned 
friend  had   stated,  that  Boyce,  a* farmer, 
was  tried  and  acquitted  on  op'^  charge, 
and  that  he  was,  at  his  learned  friend's 
own  suggestion,   sent  to   another  Court, 
and  found  guilty  upo'i  ati  ^ther  indictment 
of  rioting.     He  wishi.d  II;  know  whether 
any  orders  for  handcuffing  were  given  ; 
for  such   conduct  was   inconsistent  with 
the  opinion  he  had  formed  of  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring's  character.     He  had  also  risen  to 
protest  against  the  language  used  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend,  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  speech,  when  he  stated,  that  it  was 
one  of  the  duties  of  Magistrates  to  strike 
terror  into  all  around  them.     He  was  well 
aware,  that  in  times  of  difficulty  Magis- 
trates were  bound  to  perform  their  duty 
firmly,  because  in  such  cases  firnuKiSs  was 
mercy  towards   those   persons   who    had 
been  misled.  He,  therefore,  did  not  dissent 
from   the   observations  of   his  hon.   and 
learned  friend,    that  the  Magistrate  who 
hesitated  to  perform  his  duty  to  the  utmost 
became  a  party  to  the  crime.    But  he  asked 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  whether 
we  lived  in  a  country  where  a  Magistrate's 
presence  ought  to  be  a  terror  to  all  around 
him  ?     Those  were  the  words  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Gentleman.     ['*  No,  no  /"] 
U  he  was  mistaken,  he  should  be  happy 
to  be  corrected,  but  he  did  think  that  the 
hon.  and   learned   Gentleman  had   said, 
that  he  hoped  to  see  Magistrates  striking 
terror  into  all  around  them — ["  No,  noT] 
— on  all  evil-doers  at  any  rate.     He,  how- 
ever, held,  that  in  the  situation  in  which 
the  country  was  placed,  the  Magistrate 
should  be  regarded  as  an  individual  ready 
to  afford' protection  to  all,  and  not  to  strike 
terror,  as  had  been  recommended ;  and  he 
had  risen  to  enter  his  protest  against  such 
a  doctrine.     He  should  be  most  happy  to 
find,  that  he  had  misunderstood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  this  point ;  for 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  so  high  a  legal 
authority  had  recommended  Magistrates 
to  adopt  a  system  of  terror.     He  requested 
any  Gentleman  who  differed  from  him  in 
opinion  to  rise  and  state  his  sentiments  in 
a  manly  manner,  and  refrain  from  the  dis- 
orderly  interruption  of  which   they  had 
just  been  guilty.     If  he  had  mistaken  the 
meaning  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber's  words,  that  Gentleman,  so  far  from 
blaminp:,  would  feel  obliged  to  him  for 
giving  him  an  opportunity  to  explain  any 
lhin«j  which  was  doubtful  in  his  speech. 
He  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  ask  for  the 
information  which  he  had  done,  respecting 
the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Deacle ;  because, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  evidence  pro- 
duced at  the  trial,  and  the  conviction 
which  took  place,  his  own  opinion  would 
have  led  him  not  to  have  given  credence 
to  the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring. 

Mr.  Carter  said,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Middlesex  having  asked  for  informa- 
tion on  two  points,  he  would  endeavour  to 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member  on  the  first  point. 
He  thought,  however,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  attended  to  the  statement 
which  had  already  been  made,  and  had 
likewise  examined  the  circumstances 
which  had  appeared  before  the  public,  he 
would  have  seen,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity to  ask  the  questions  to  which  he  de- 
sired to  have  an  answer  given.  One  of 
the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring  was,  that  he  entered  the  house  of 
Mr.  Deacle,  and  the  room  in  which  that 
person  and  his  wife  were  sitting,  and  gave 
orders  for  putting  handcuffs  on  them.  His 
honourable  friend,  Mr.  Francis  Baring,  had 
met  that  charge  by  stating,  that  Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  was  not  in  the  room,  with 
Mrs.  Deacle,  and  could  not,  therefore, 
have  given  orders  to  put  the  handcuffs 
on  Mr.  Deacle,  and  Mrs.  Deacle.  It  was 
not  denied  that  handcuffs  were  put  on 
those  persons,  but  if  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  had  attended  to  the  circumstan- 
ces of  the  trial,  he  would  have  seen  that  Mr. 
F.  Baring,  as  soon  as  he  perceived  the 
handcuBs,  gave  instant  orders  for  their  re- 
moval, and  succeeded  in  extracting  the 
hands  of  Mrs.  Deacle  from  them,  though, 
that  not  being  a  material  fact  before  the 
House,  Mr.  F.  Baring  had  omitted  to 
mention  the  matter.  It  was,  however,  im- 
possible to  remove  the  handcuti's  from  Mr. 
Deacle,  because  they  were  so  constructed 
as  to  require  a  key  to  unlock  them,  whic^h 
was  not  at  hand.  The  fact,  therefore,  wa<?, 
that  Mrs.  Deacle  was,  as  soon  as  her  sit- 
uation was  observed,  instantly  released, 
and  that  Mr.  Deacle,  though  he  had  the 
handcuffs  round  one  hand,  was  not  there- 
by incapacitated  from  using  his  other 
hand  to  seize  the  reins. 

Mr.  Sergeant  /ri'Wc  felt  murh  obliged  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  for  giving 


him  an  opportunity  of  correcting  an  inac- 
curacy of  expression  into  which  he  had 
fallen.  What  he  meant  to  have  said,  but 
what  he  took  for  granted^  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member,  he  had  not 
said,  was,  that  when  persons  in  large  num- 
bers engaged  in  riots,  the  presence  of  Ma- 
gistrates, of  men  of  rank  and  respectability, 
who  could  have  no  interest  but  to  preserve 
the  public  peace,  was  calculated,  and  he 
hoped  would  have  the  effect  of  striking 
terror  into  the  violent  and  disorderly ;  and 
he  ought  to  have  added,  and  mspire 
among  the  well-disposed,  confidence  in 
the  laws.  Tlie  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex inquired  what  connexion  there  was 
between  the  cases  of  Boyce  and  Deacle. 
He  informed  the  hon.  Member  that  Boyce 
and  Deacle  formed  part  of  the  same  mob. 
They  were  the  parties  who  prepared  the 
papers  which  were  carried  round  by  men 
for  the  landlords  and  clergymen  to  sign. 
The  reason  why  Boyce  was  tried  twice  was, 
because  he  had  committed  several  rob- 
beries. He  was  tried  for  one  robbery, 
and  his  next  trial  was  for  another  rob- 
bery, committed  at  a  different  time  and 
place,  and  totally  distinct  from  the  first. 
For  that  robbery  he  was  prosecuted  by  the 
Attoiney-General,  and  the  Jury,  without 
hesitation,  convicted  him. 

Mr.  Bnrimj  said,  that  he  would  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  by  going  over 
the  ground  which  had  already  been  so  Well 
occupied  by  those  who  had  gone  before 
him ;  and  he  did  not  know  that  the  de- 
tails of  the  case  required  much  addition 
from  him.  Whatever  might  be  Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring's  consciousness  of  his  own 
innocence — whatever  might  be  the  kind 
feeling  of  his  friends  towards  him,  or  their 
opinion  respecting  his  character,  and  he 
believed  that  the  hon.  member  for  Middle- 
sex had  expressed  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  all  who  knew  Mr.  Bingham  Baring, 
yet  it  was  grievous  for  him  to  stand  be- 
fore the  world  in  the  light  in  which  he  had 
been  placed  for  the  last  ten  days.  They 
perfectly  well  knew  that  the  newspapers 
had  the  power  of  misrepresentation.  No 
man's  character,  or  the  good  opinion  of 
his  friends,  proved  any  security  to  him 
ac:ainst  that  slander  which  went  forth  into 
the  world  through  their  instrumentality ; 
and  had  it  not  been  for  the  interference  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Colonel  Evans)  who 
had  brought  this  matter  forward,  in  as  un- 
objectionable a  mode  as  possible,  he  did  not 
know  whether  there  would  have  been  an 
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opfxvtnnity  of  stating  the  facts  of  the  case 
for  months  to  come.  He  need  hardly 
take  the  pains  to  notice  the  manner  in 
which  this  question  had  been  worked  up 
in  the  public  Journals.  The  persons  who 
had  been  attacked  were  the  most  inoffen- 
sire  persons,  perhaps,  in  this  great  Metro-  ; 
polisy  and,  therefore,  that  sort  of  violent 
persecution  which  had  been  directed  to- 
wards them  was  most  extniordinarv.  The 
facts  which  came  out  at  the  trial  were  re- 
presented in  glowing  colours ;  for  it  was 
the  evident  object  of  those  who  got  up 
this  transaction,  to  produce  an  effect,  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  a  great  sensa- 
tion had  been  excited  by  the  public  Press 
of  this  country.  He  admitted,  that  the 
transactions,  barely  stated,  were  calculated 
to  excite  that  feeling  which  was  so  gene- 
rally expressed.  Mr.  Bingham  Baring 
was  not  at  Winchester  during  the  trial, 
nor  did  any  person  in  that  part  of  the 
country  think  the  matter  of  any  import- 
ance, until  remarks  of  the  most  astounding 
nature  were  made  upon  it.  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring  knew  nothing  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  case  had  been  conducted  until 
he  observed  the  violent  manner  in  which 
he  was  attacked  in  the  public  Press. 
What  did  he  immediately  do  ?  He  said 
he  would  go  to  the  country  and  see  in 
what  manner  he  could  prove  his  innocence ; 
but  before  he  was  able  to  start,  he  was 
fallen  upon  by  the  whole  Press  of  the  Me- 
tropolis, in  a  manner  which  made  it  impos- 
sible for  him  not  to  offer  something  of  a 
defence  without  delay.  Accordingly,  he 
made  a  defence,  closely  following  the  facts 
as  they  appeared  on  the  trial ;  but  what 
was  the  conduct  of  the  Press  ?  Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  had  taken  the  different 
charges  in  succession,  and  in  the  first 
place  stated,  that  he  did  not  order  the 
handcuffing  of  Mrs.  Deacle,  and  proved 
that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  have 
done  so,  because  he  was  not  in  the  room. 
TTien,  secondly,  as  to  the  dragging  Mrs. 
Deacle  through  the  dirt.  For  his  part,  he 
must  say,  that  if  there  was  any  shadow  of 
truth  in  the  charge,  that  this  woman  was 
dragged  with  her  head  hanging  one  way, 
and  her  heels  another,  by  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring,  that  Gentleman  would  be  disqualifi- 
ed from  ever  again  showing  his  face  before 
his  fellow-countrymen.  But  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring  proved,  that  he  was  not  there  when 
the  woman  was  taken  away ;  and  said,  fur- 
ther, that  he  would  produce  the  persons  who 
actually  took  her.  The  House,  indeed,  had 
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that  night  heard  the  cvidcnceof  the  Gentle- 
man who  actually  led  and  carried  hor  to 
the  cart.  In  the  same  manner  Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  positively  contradicted  every 
other  charge,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  case  of  the  blow,  respecting  wlitch  he 
should  state  something  presently.  But 
what  was  the  conduct  of  the  Press,  and  of 
The  Times  newspaper,  next  day  ?  Thoy 
said,  **  We  do  not  believe  one  wonl  of 
your  statement ; "  "  it  is  quite  impossible 
to  be  true,*'  said  those  great  friends  of  jus- 
tice, and  they  determined  that  there  was 
not  a  tittle  of  truth  in  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring's  defence.  All  that  that  (icntle- 
man  asked  for  was  time,  and  he  would  en- 
gage to  prove  his  statements  by  evidence  ; 
but  The  Tvncs  replied  by  stating,  that  it 
was  all  irresponsible  gossip,  and  not  to  be 
believed.  '*  If  these  things  were  tnie," 
said  the  editors,  "  why  did  they  not  come 
out  at  the  trial  ?  "  The  reason,  Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  said  was,  because  all  the  per- 
sons capable  of  proving  the  facts  were 
made  co-defendants,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  Mr.  Deane,  who,  however, 
could  have  proved  nothing,  because  he 
was  not  at  the  place  at  the  time.  Tliis  ex- 
planation, however,  was  called  nothing  but 
an  impudent  aggravation  of  his  offence, 
and  a  flat  denial  was  given  to  the  truth  of 
the  statement.  He  valued  as  much  as 
any  man  the  liberty  of  the  Press  in  this 
country,  and  no  one  was  more  convinced 
that  they  must  put  up  with  all  its  inconve- 
niences for  the  benefit  which  it  conferred  ; 
but  when  the  Press  was  guilty  of  so  much 
injustice  as  it  had  exhibited  in  the  present 
case,  he  confessed,  that  they  paid  dearly 
for  its  advantages.  He  thought  that  tlu^ 
House  must  be  convinced  by  the  statcanent 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ser;^eant,  and  tho 
account  which  had  been  giv(*n  of  the  dis- 
turbed state  of  the  country  at  the  time, 
together  with  the  depositions  giv4Mi  on 
oath  before  the  Magistrates,  that  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Deacle  were  concerned  in  the  pre- 
vailing riots ;  he  thought,  considering  all 
these  circumstances,  that  the  House  would 
agree,  that  there  were  just  groimds  for  ar- 
resting them ;  especially  when  it  was  seen 
that  on  their  apprehension  a  stop  was  put 
to  the  disturbances.  If  those  parti(*s  had 
not  been  arrested,  the  Magistrates  might 
then  have  been  accused  of  neglecting  I 
their  duty  from  cowardice.  Undoubtedly,  • 
the  justice  of  the  arrest,  and  the  nunle  of 
executing  it,  were  two  different  things,  r 
He  would  not  go  again  over  the  two  i' 
G2 
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charges,  of  ordering  the  handcuffing,  and 
of  dragging  the  lady  through  the  mud, 
because,  as  he  had  before  stated,   Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  was  not  present  at  tliose 
transactions.     He  would   read  only  one 
part  of  Mr.  Francis  Wright's  deposition. 
The  house  where  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Dcacle 
were  apprehended  was  a  farm-house.    Mr. 
Francis    Wright  went  into   the    parlour 
where  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Deacle  were  sitting, 
while  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  proceeded  to 
the  kitchen,  where  he  saw  a  man  armed 
with  a  gun,  and  observed  several  other 
iire-arms  in  the  same  place.     Mr.  Bing- 
bam  Baring  occupied  himself  in  securing 
these  arms,  and  in  wetting  the  powder, 
and  Mr.  Francis  Wright  said,  that  he  went 
into  the  parlour,  where  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Dea- 
cle were  handcuffed ;  he  stated,  that  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  gave  no  orders  for  the 
handcuffs  to  be  put  on,  nor  did  he  see  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  enter  the  room.  Nothing 
was  80  absurd  as  the  attempt  to  fix  the 
order  to  handcuff  Mrs.  Deacle  on  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring.      It  had  already  been 
proved  that  his  hon.  relative  (Mr.  Francis 
Baring)  had  released  Mrs.    Deacle  from 
the  handcuffs  as  soon  as  he  observed  her 
condition ;    and  he  would  also  have  re- 
leased Mr.  Deacle,  had  he  possessed  the 
key  which  unlocked  them,  for  the  hand- 
cuffs were  spring-lock  handcuffs.     But  it 
was  not  an  unusual  practice  to  place  hand- 
cuffs on  persons  arrested  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances. Mr.  Bennett,  the  governor  of 
Winchester  Gaol,  stated  in  his  deposition, 
that  about  400  persons  in  all  were  brought 
to  the  gaol  under  these  arrests,  and  nearly 
the  whole  of  them  were  handcuffed.    Gen- 
tlemen  must  be  aware  that  the  execution 
of  Magistrates' warrants  was  not  unattend- 
ed with  difficulty  at  a  time  of  public  dis- 
turbance. They  were  often  executed  in  the 
midst  of  a  mob  of  hundreds  of  persons,  and 
therefore  some  means  were  necessary  in 
order  to  secure  the  persons  of  the  prison- 
ers.    But  Mr.  Bingham   Baring  proved, 
that  he  was  not  the  person   who  ordered 
these  parties  to  be  handcuffed.     Yet  the 
constable,  on  whose  evidence  the  accusation 
rested,  slated,  that  he  came  into  the  room 
and  ordered  the  handcuffs  to  be  placed  on. 
This  was,  however,  shown  to  be  impossible 
on  the  other  side.     He  would  now  make 
a  few  remarks  on  the  charge  made  against 
Mr.  Bingham   Baring,  of  having  given  a 
I     blow   to   Mr.  Deacle.     With   respect  to 
I     that  charge,   Mr.  Bin&^ham  Baring   said, 
that  if  he  were  put  on  oath;  he  could  not 


swear  he  did  not  touch  Mr.  Deacle.     All 
he  could  say  was,  that  riding  by  the  side 
of  Mr.  Deacle,  and  observing  that  person 
repeatedly  attempting  to  seize  the  reins, 
he  called  upon  him  to  desist.     He  did  not 
recollect  to  have  done  any  thing  to  him ; 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  that  he 
did  not  touch  him,  for  it  was  very  difficult 
to  prove  a  negative.     He  would  put  the 
House   in  possession   of    what    Captain 
Neville,  one  of  the  parties  present,  said  on 
the  subject.     After  giving  a  detail  of  the 
case,  exactly  as  had  been  already  stated. 
Captain  Neville  stated,  that  Mr.  Deacle 
attempted  to  seize  the  reins,  when  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring,  putting  his  riding-stick 
on  the  reins,  called  out  to  Mr.  Deacle, 
'*  Sir,  you  are  not  the  person  to  drive :  let 
the  constable  do  that."    Captain  Neville 
added,  that  he  did  not  see  Mr.  Bingfaam 
Baring  strike  Mr.  Deacle,  and  said,  that 
had  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  given  a  blow,  he 
must  have  observed  it.     That  was  the  tes- 
timony of  Captain  Neville,  who  afterwards 
said,  that  he  made  that  statement  in  jus- 
tice to   Mr.   Bingham  Baring.     All   the 
other  gentlemen  present  at  the  transaction 
gave  the  same  account  of  it;  but  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  had  not  had  the  benefit 
of  their  depositions  on  the  trial,  because 
they  were  made  co-defendants,  though  not 
a  tittle  of  evidence  was  presented  against 
them.     His  hon.  friend  had  stated,  that  a 
Jury  had  convicted  Mr.  Bingham  Baring, 
upon  the  oath  of  a  constable,  and  that  the 
depositions  of  these  gentlemen,  who  ex- 
pressed their  readiness  to  swear  to  them, 
ought  not  to  have  greater  weight  than  the 
evidence  of  the  constable  given  on  oath. 
But  the  grave  part  of  the  charge  made,  was 
not  investigated  at  the  trial.     Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  was  tried  for  an  assault,  and 
much     heavier     damages    would     have 
been  given  if  he  had  been  found  guilty  of 
the  other  offences  which  were  imputed  to 
him.     The  Jury,  seeing  that  a  blow  was 
positively  sworn   to,  and  that  no  person 
was  prepared  to  disprove  that  a  blow  was 
given,  could  not  avoid  pronouncing  a  ver- 
dict in  favour  of  the  plaintiff.     Mr.  Bing- 
ham Baring  did  not  pretend  to  say,  that  he 
did  not  put  out  his  stick;  all  ne  could 
speak  to  was  the  animus  with  which  he  did 
it.     He  thanked  the  House  for  the  atten- 
tion with  which  they  had  heard  him.     He 
was  aware  that  the  subject  was  more  of 
personal  than  public  importance,  but  it 
was  not  altogether    unimportant.       He 
I  would  only  say  in  conclusion,  tliat  if  there 
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was  any  Gentleman  in  the  House  who  had 
any  doubt  with  respect  to  this  matter,  he 
would  feel  much  obliged  by  that  Gentle- 
man calling  upon  him,  and  examining  the 
papers.  He  would,  indeed,  be  glad  to 
submit  the  case  to  half  a  dozen  Gentle- 
men, whom  the  hon.  mover  might  select, 
and  abide  by  their  decision.  So  strongly, 
indeed,  was  he  convinced  that  the  whole 
case  would  bear  the  closest  investigation, 
that  he  woidd  be  willing  to  take  the 
editors  of  the  newspapers  who  had  been 
libelling  and  slandering  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring,  and  submit  the  case  to  their  de- 
cision. The  hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  had 
alluded  to  the  possibility  of  further  pro- 
ceedings. This  was  a  question  for  legal 
judgment,  but  there  was  undoubtedly  a 
double  difficulty  in  moving  for  a  new  trial. 
Those  gentlemen  who  had  given  deposi- 
tions in  favour  of  Mr.  Bingham  Baring, 
could  not  be  released  from  the  indictment 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence ;  and 
there  was  this  further  difficulty,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  negative  the  asser- 
tion that  a  blow  was  given,  and  therefore 
the  verdict  for  assault  could  not  be  set 
aside. 

Sir  J.  Scarlett  was  sure,  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  would  give  universal  satisfac- 
tion. The  House  sympathised  with  the 
feelings  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  was 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  which  he 
had  given  of  the  conduct  of  his  excellent 
and  amiable  relative.  He  was  anxious  to 
state  the  impression  mad^  upon  his  mind 
by  reading  the  report  of  the  trial  in  the 
newspapers.  When  he  saw  many  persons 
included  in  the  indictment,  and  a  ver« 
diet  given  against  one  of  ihem  only,  it 
immediately  occurred  to  him,  that  the  at- 
torney for  the  plaintiff  had  made  them 
co-defendants,  in  order  to  exclude  them 
from  giving  testimony  on  the  trial.  The 
impression  on  his  mind  was,  that  the  case 
was  misrepresented,  perhaps  exaggerated, 
and  supported  by  false  testimony.  He  was 
certainly  very  much  surprised  at  the 
comments  which  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers on  the  trial.  Perhaps  the  editors 
of  newspapers  were  not  aware  of  the 
practice  often  resorted  to  by  attorn ies, 
to  put  together  in  one  net  all  those  per- 
sons who  might  be  called  as  witnesses 
for  the  defence. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped  the  House  would  listen 
with  patience  to  the  few  observations  he 
should  make.    The  hon,  and  I       d     n- 
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tleman  of  that  the  upper  end  of  the  (Oppo- 
sition) bench  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
spoken  of  putting  a  number  of  people  toge- 
ther in  one  net.  And  he  begged  leave  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  whether 
his  recollection  of  the  conduct  of  attornies 
was  at  all  sharpened  by  his  knowledge  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  when  At- 
torney-General for  Lancashire,  had  put 
him  (Mr.  Hunt) — and  all  that  were  with 
him,  into  the  same  net,  in  order  that  he 
(Mr.  Hunt)  might  not  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  making  a  defence.  He  was  very 
happy  to  see  the  hon.  member  for  Thet- 
ford  laughing ;  but  he  would  not  make  the 
slightest  reflection  on  him,  for  he  respected 
his  feelings  as  a  parent.  He  declared,  that 
on  reading  the  report  of  the  trial,  he  was 
struck  with  horror  at  what  appeared  to  him 
an  extreme  case  of  cruelty,  practised  by  a 
gentleman  who  filled  the  office  of  Justice 
of  the  Peace,  and  who  had  committed  one 
of  the  most  offensive  violations  of  the 
peace,  by  striking  an  unarmed  and  fettered 
female.  He  had  himself  experienced  cru- 
elty from  officers,  and  he  knew  how  much 
torture  they  had  it  in  their  power  to  inflict. 
He  should  be  rejoiced  to  And,  that  the  evi- 
dence given  on  that  trial  was  not  correct, 
but  he  confessed  that  he  had  heard  no- 
thing yet  but  unsworn  testimony  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  facts  distinctly  proved  at  the 
trial.  They  had  as  yet  heard  nothing  about 
Mr.  Deane.  Oh  !  yes  ;  he  was  told  that 
some  explanation  was  given  about  that 
gentleman  while  he  was  out  of  the  House ; 
for  not  expecting  the  question  to  come  on, 
he  had  left  the  House  and  got  his  dinner. 
He  had  thought,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  allow  any  other  question  but 
the  eternal  Bill  to  be  discussed.  He 
thought  that  the  statement  made  by  hon. 
Members  was  not  sufficient  proof  that 
the  constable  had  sworn  falsely.  It  had 
been  stated,  that  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  was 
not  in  the  parlour;  but  he  might  have 
called  upon  the  constable  from  the  kitchen 
to  do  his  duty.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  did  so,  but  yet 
such  a  thing  was  possible.  He  had  read 
the  defence  of  that  gentleman  in  The 
Times f  and  the  comments  made  upon  it. 
But  he  would  not  allow  these  comments  to 
have  any  effect  on  his  judgment,  for  he 
knew  how  easy  it  was  for  editors  of  news- 
papers to  slander  any  one.  He  had  suf- 
fered from  them  himself,  and  he  supposed 
many  other  hon.  Members  had  suffered  in 
the  like  manner.  He  thought  the  best  plan 
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the  magistracy  would  be  deterred^  if  un- 
happily disturbances  should  again  arise, 
from  exercising  proper  firmness.  la  the 
neighbourhood  of  Mr.  Baring's  residence, 
the  most  violent  outrages  had  been  com- 
mitted ;  and  as  there  was  a  strong  pre- 
sumption that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Deacle  had 
encouraged  the  peasantry  in  these  disturb- 
ances, warrants  were  issued  for  their  ap- 
prehension. Caution  was  necessary  m 
the  execution  of  those  warrants,  as  there 
was  reason  to  suspect  they  would  be  re- 
sisted by  the  peasantry.  It  was  to  be 
regretted  that  handcuffs  were  used ;  but 
considering  the  temper  of  the  people,  the 
Magistrates  were,  in  his  opinion,  justified 
in  causing  them  to  be  put  on.  No  orders, 
however,  to  that  effect  were  issued  by  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring ;  and  Mr.  Francis  Baring 
had  ordered  those  placed  on  Mrs.  Deacle 
to  be  removed.  The  Magistrates,  in  the 
difficult  position  in  which  they  were  placed, 
were  called  upon  to  act  witn  energy  and 
decision.  He  believed  they  had  done  so; 
but  he  could  not  allow  this  question  to  be 
decided,  without  expressing  his  indigna- 
tion at  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member, 
who  was  ready  to  condemn  a  man  without 
hearing  a  word  of  his  defence. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  he  was  accused  of 
making  a  statement,  without  having  heard 
the  explanation.  He  made  that  statement 
as  he  should  have  made  it  if  he  had  not 
heard  one  word  of  the  evidence. 

Sir  /.  Scarlett  said,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Preston  had  alleged  that  he  spoke 
of  counsel  and  attornies  joining  persons 
together  in  actions.  He  bei^ged  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member,  that  he  had  never  said 
any  such  thing,  and  that  counsel  did  not 
interfere  in  that  part  of  the  proceed- 
ings.    With  respect  to  the  hon.  Member's 


to  pursue  would  be,  to  call  for  a  copy  of 
the  evidence  produced  at  the  trial,  toge- 
ther with  the  Judge's  observations  and 
notes.  If  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  waited 
until  the  time  for  a  new  trial,  he  would 
then  be  placed  in  an  awkward  situation,  for 
his  character  would  suffer  if  he  failed  to 
obtain  a  verdict ;  and  how  was  it  possible 
for  him  to  get  a  verdict,  if,  as  he  stated, 
all  his  witnesses  were  included  in  the  in- 
dictment as  defendants  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeded,  amidst  considerable  inter- 
ruption, to  refer  to  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  in  doing  so,  spoke  of  Mr.  Bingham 
Baring  having  gone  out  to  see  Mrs.  Bing- 
ham Baring  in  the  cart.  Members  might 
laugh  at  his  mistake,  but  he  wished  that 
Mrs.  Bingham  Baring  had  been  in  the 
cart  instead  of  Mrs.  Deacle.  Mrs.  Dea- 
cle had  committed  no  offence,  and  no 
witness  had  ventured  to  swear,  that  Mr. 
Bingham  Baring  had  not  struck  a  blow  at 
an  unarmed  man  in  fetters. 

Mr.  Mildmay  could  not  but  strongly 
express  his  surprise  at  the  observations 
just  made,  when  he  remembered,  that  he 
who  wished  to  fix  a  stigma  on  the  charac- 
ter of  an  hon.  Gentleman — he  who  talked 
about  injustice  and  oppression,  was  himself 
so  unjust  that  he  spoke  in  this  strain,  al- 
though he  was  not  in  the  House  when  the 
explanation  was  given.  If  he  were  now 
to  look  for  one  who  would  exercise  oppres- 
sion and  injustice — for  a  man  who  would 
dare  to  malign  the  character  of  another, 
without  hearing  his  defence — he  must  look 
among  the  constituency  of  Preston — he 
must  look  among  the  Members  of  that 
House — he  must,  above  all,  look  to  that 
man  who  stood  up  as  the  friend  and  sup- 
porter of  liberty  and  justice.  He  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Preston  could 
not  have  heard  the  statement  of  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  in  so  noble  a  manner, 
had  stood  forward,  at  the  expense  of  his 
own  character,  to  save  that  of  his  friend. 
He  could  not  have  heard  it,  or  he  surely 
would  not  have  had  the  cruelty  to  make 
these  remarks.  He  could  not  sit  still  and 
listen  with  patience  to  such  remarks,  with- 
out letting  the  House  know  the  fact,  that 
he  who  made  them  had  not  heard  the  de- 
fence. Although  there  had  been  no  dis- 
turbances in  the  vicinity  of  his  residence, 
yet  there  was  a  spirit  of  discontent,  and 
the  minds  of  the  people  were  greatly  ex- 
cited. It  was,  therefore,  necessary  to  act 
'  with  energy  and  promptitude ;  but  if  such 
charges  as  the  present  were  to  be  brought^ 


own  indictment,  he  (Sir  James  Scarlett) 
had  not  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the 
framing  of  it. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  never  said,  that  counsel 
did  more  than  advise  upon  such  matters. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  gallant  Of- 
ficer, by  bringmg  forward  this  cas^,  had 
afforded  an  opportunity  for  an  explanation 
to  be  given  of  the  circumstances  attending 
it,  and  a  most  satisfactory  one  had  been 
given ;  but  the  nature  of  the  motion  was 
such,  that  it  was  impossible  the  House 
could  accede  to  it.  From  the  general 
feeling  which  pervaded  the  House,  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  any 
argument  to  prove  that  the  papers  ought 
not  to  be  produced.    He  thought  that  w 
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kon.  iritttd  had  acted  right  in  seconding 
the  motion,  and  availing  himself  of  that 
o|i|iDttutitty  of  offering  an  explanation  to 
the  Houta.  Hii  explanation  had  proved 
aaiiaftM^ory  lo  the  whole  House,  with  the 
eSLcepdon  of  one  hon.  Member,  and  that 
Member  had  not  heard  it.  Having  the 
plaaMre  of  knowing  Mr.  Bingham  B&ring 
vary  well,  he  did  not  for  a  moment  believe 
Chat  he  Wab  capable  of  acting  in  the 
brutal  manner  wnich  he  was  represented 
to  have  done*  If  there  was  one  man  in 
the  world  less  likely  than  another  to  act 
in  such  a  way,  it  was  his  hon»  friend.  He 
could  not  help  concurrinp^  entirely  in  the 
indignation  expressed  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Thetford,  at  the  conduct  of  those  who 
had  pressed  on  Mr.  Bingham  Baring  in 
the  way  they  had  done,  without  giving  him 
anyoppoctunity  of  making  hisdefence ;  and 
who,  when  he  did  offer  a  defence,  treated 
it  with  derision  and  contempt.  He  should 
not  do  justice  to  his  fbelings,  if  he  did  not 
state,  that  he  fully  participated  in  the  in- 
dignation which  had  been  expressed  at  the 
conduct  of  those  parties.  The  whole  case 
was  now  fairly  before  the  public,  and  he 
was  quite  sure,  that  all  who  had  heard  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ports- 
mouth, or  who  might  read  it  hereafter, 
must  be  perfectly  satisfied,  that  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Bingham  Baring,  and  of  all 
tlie  Magistrates,  had  been,  in  all  respects, 
jnstiliabie ;  and  that  they  exhibited  no 
harshness  which  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  did  not  render  necessary.  He  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  detain  tlie  House 
further,  but  he  had  felt  it  to  be  due  to 
himself  to  express  his  sentiments  on  the 
occasion  as  he  had  done. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  he  felt  highly 
gratified  by  the  manner  in  which  the  mo- 
tion had  been  received  by  the  two  hon. 
relatives  of  the  gentleman  whose  conduct 
had  formed  the  topic  of  discussion.  At 
the  same  time  he  must  say,  that  it  was  not 
exactly  for  a  judicial  opinion  that  he  had 
brought  the  subject  before  tlie  House. 
He  should  not  state  the  fact,  if  he  said 
that  his  conviction  enabled  him  to  partici- 
pate to  the  full  extent  in  what  he  observed 
to  be  the  almost  unanimous  feeling  of  the 
House.  He  should  be  false  to  himself,  if 
he  stated,  that  he  thought  the  case  was  sa- 
tisfactorily pat  at  rest,  either  with  refer- 
ence to  the  interests  of  the  individual 
priacipally  concerned,  or  to  the  Magis* 
trates  generally.  He  must  confess,  that 
be  WW  both  disappoiotod  aad  astonished 


at  the  manner  iti  which  the  case  had  been 
put  by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Newark.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  disappointed  him,  by  having  entirely 
failed  to  make  out  a  point  which  he  con* 
sidered  essential  to  be  made  out.  He  was 
astonished  at  the  strong,  he  would  not  say 
arbitrary  sentiments,  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  expressed.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  seemed  totally  to  for- 
get, that  not  only  >vas  one  of  the  parties 
in  this  case  acquitted,  but  that  the  Crown 
brought  forward  no  evidence  against  him. 
Yet,  in  defiance  of  the  acknowledged  prin- 
ciples of  the  English  Law,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
Deacles  as  if  they  were  convicted  crimi- 
nals. Unless  he  entirely  mistook  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  seemed,  in 
portions  of  his  speech,  to  consider  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Deacle  to  be  still  guilty,  though 
those  who  had  to  prosecute  them  had  not 
found  sufficient  evidence  against  them  to 
bring  them  to  trial.  He  was  sorry,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  become  the  calumniator 
of  these  unfortunate  individuals,  whether 
guilty  or  not,  whilst  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  left  altogether  untouched  the 
important  part  of  the  statement  which  he 
had  submitted  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  not  a 
word  with  respect  to  the  Crown  not  having 
prosecuted  for  perjury  the  witnesses  who 
had  sworn  the  several  depositions.  That 
was  a  most  important  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  likewise  omit- 
ted to  give  any  explanation  of  the  fact, 
that  the  securities  of  the  persons  who  had 
given  evidence  before  the  Grand  Jury,  but 
refused  to  come  forward  at  the  trial,  were 
not  proceeded  against,  wliich  he  believed 
was  the  usual  course.  He  had  felt  it  due 
to  himself  to  say,  that  he  could  not  fully 
concur  with  the  feeling  expressed  by  the 
House,  but  he  would  not  press  the  motion 
to  a  division. 

Motion  negatived. 

Parliamentary  Reform —  Bill 
forEnglaxd — Committee — Seventh 
Day.]  On  the  Motion  of  Lord  J.  Russell, 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honsc  re- 
solving itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Re* . 
form  Bill  was  read,  and  the  House  resolved!  I 
itself  into  a  Committee.  i  ' 

The  Chairman  said,  that  the  question' *l^^ 
before  the  Committee  was,  that  Downlon^-f 
stand  part  of  schedule  A.  {\ 
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Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  the  borough 
of  Downton  was  not  included  within  the 
last  Bill ;  neither  did  it  come  within  the 
rule  applicable  to  boroughs  which  did  not 
possess  a  population  of  2,000  ;  because  its 
population,  according  to  the  census  of 
1 821 ,  wad  3,100,  though,  by  the  same  au- 
thority, it  appeared  to  possess  only  nine 
houses  paying  a  yearly  rent  of  10/.  The. 
House  was  now  in  possession  of  later  in- 
formation respecting  the  number  of  10/. 
houses  in  the  borough.  In  answer  to  a 
question  from  the  Home-office,  the  Over- 
seers had  replied,  that  the  borough  might 
contain  about  108  houses  rented  at  10/. 
The  officer  who  had  furnished  information 
respecting  this  borough,  for  the  recent 
population  returns,  had  calculated  the 
number  of  10/.  houses  at  about  150.  The 
number  of  these  houses  might  be  taken  at 
about  100,  or  very  little  more.  It  then 
became  a  question,  how  the  number  of 
300  electors,  renting  houses  rated  at  10/. 
each  was  to  be  made  up.  The  sur- 
rounding district  was  composed  princi- 
pally of  Downs ;  and  it  would  be  neces- 
sary 10  proceed  to  a  considerable  distance, 
in  order  to  obtain  the  requisite  number  of 
constituents.  It  would,  indeed,  be  impos- 
sible to  complete  the  number  without  pro- 
ceeding to  Fordingbridge,  a  town  which 
contained  a  considerable  number  of  inha- 
bitants ;  but,  in  that  case,  Downton  would 
merely  have  a  share  in  the  election  of 
Fordingbridge,  instead  of  Fordingbridge 
having  a  share  in  the  election  of  Downton. 
On  the  whole,  therefore.  Ministers  had 
thought  it  best  to  submit  to  the  Commit- 
tee, whether  Downton  ought  not  to  be 
wholly  disfranchised.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  fairly  confess,  that  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Downton  formed  no  part  of  the 
original  Bill ;  that  it  did  not  come  within 
the  line  which  he  had  laid  down  relative 
to  the  amount  of  population  ;  and  that  it 
was  certainly  in  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  say,  whether  Ministers  had  act- 
ed properly  or  not  in  placing  it  in  schedule 
A.  The  same  observations  applied  closely 
to  the  borough  of  St.  Germain's. 

Mr.  Crokcr  said,  that  he  had  all  along 

stated  his  opinion,  that  the  line  relative 

to  a  population  of  2,000  would  not  be 

found  satisfactory  in  all  cases.     The  noble 

.^  Lord  had,  on  the  present  occasion,  said 

1|^  ;oniething  with  respect  to  the  number  of 

^  Sectoral  houses  in  the  borough  of  Down- 

•jon;  but 'in  the  speech  with  which  the 

V  oble  Lord  introduced  the  Bill,  he  said, 


that  the  test  of  disfranchisement  should 
be — not  the  number  of  houses,  but  the 
amount  of  population.     By  that  principle 
he  must  entreat  the  Committee  to  judge  of 
Downton.      In  justice   to   the  boroughi 
which  were  to  be  disfranchised,  and  to 
the  electors  whose  rights  were  to  be  con- 
fiscated, he  demanded,   that  the  severe 
and  stringent  rule  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  himself  laid  down  should  be  impar- 
tially acted  upon.     With  respect  to  po- 
pulation, the  case  of  Downton  was  so 
strong,  that  it  might  almost  claim  to  be 
taken  out  of  both  schedules.     In   1821, 
the  population   was   3,114.     The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  number  of  electoral 
houses  in  the  borough  at  that  period  was 
only  nine.     On  that  point,  he  was  misin- 
formed.    The  number  of  electoral  houses 
was  then  thirty-eight,  which  exceeded  in 
number  the  houses  rated  at  10/.  in  seven 
of  the  boroughs  which  were  contained  in 
schedule  B.     Therefore,  upon  the  noble 
Lord's  own  showing,  it  appeared,  that  the 
borough  of  Downton  had  a  greater  popu- 
lation than  fourteen  or  fifteen  of  the  pre- 
served boroughs,  and  a  greater  number  of 
electoral  houses  than  seven  preserved  bo- 
roughs, and  yet,  for  no  reason  that  he 
knew  of,  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  dis- 
franchise it.    The  noble  Lord  admitted 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  the  borough 
contained  100  10/.  houses.     If  that  were 
the  case,  it  ought  to  stand  very  high  on 
the    list  of    preserved    boroughs.       Out 
of  the  forty-seven  boroughs  contained  in 
schedule    B,  thirty-three    had   less   than 
150  electoral  houses  each.     Out  of  the 
boroughs    which   were    to    be    retained, 
eighty-four  had  not  300  electoral  houses 
each ;  therefore,  if  the  Bill  should  pass, 
there  would  exist  eighty-four    boroughs 
requiring  out-voters.     They  would  come 
fresh  from  the  hands  of  their  maker,  with 
an  imperfection  in  their  constituency.    The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  he  would  not  retain 
Downton,  because  it  would  be  necessary 
to  proceed  to  a  considerable  distance  to 
make    up  the  amount  of  constituency ; 
but  in  the  case  of  Morpeth  he  was  told, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  proceeded  fifteen 
miles  for  this  purpose.     He  had  stated 
facts,  and  they  appeared  to  him  so  strong, 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  bound  to  give 
some  additional  explanation  on  the  sub- 
ject.    The  noble  Lord  seemed  satisfied 
that  facts  were  against  him,  and  seemed 
to  throw  the  matter  on  the  discretion  of 
the  House.    He  would  accept  the  noble 


•'.KttaaniUe — 


*       '     «     — 


y.'.  t/i/     Jju 


J/ 


^im  r   iiri)i:ijiii:oi.    .i.u     uicrcio!     jijOi:.      v.h:., 

c  TTJu    tit    n"   til:    :..:.!ji    ^or.r     nr.-     ll  :-■. 

iKtie*    Te-ijUiiii;i.       Ii     sriOui>.    ii.'.tlio:  .:..■.:■■ 
mnvt  -ct  ai  aniiiiULiz::.    ini    iL     'j'.t'jwi 

u  ^#ii¥7iiu:i   i:t  OAnuafc.   ::oi.:  *'rieuu-    .  ■_::      .-. 

xuMLb     ta:     ?uiir.::.:     :^     vii.::.    i'-     ;:j:  ■      ,-.       ^. 

iioK.  Ii-^iitt-in"^:    :..:!..i'j     ::.    LiUi'-M;:::.;:  v.. 

uiii     ii:      -.1:1     1     I;":    "-::i:>     IL.:      li-      '. :  I.-. 

tiifiiiMitr*   v.-j    :.    rriii.: ii:    i:     ".is      oii'iii.  li.       v 

•iiir'-       Tii:    !ii»vfr.-:iiir.  .nu  .  :t.-'  ".LlL    lmi;  .?      .j 

r'lif       lii-v     .:.:■     :..  ./a. -:•::*:      L.     ■.!■      ■:.  v.. 

r:uni.*aiir.T-    IT.-:..    .:    .iL.    .-:'•-;-■     . lu:V  :  -■.-.-•■. 

II  iw   rii'i^'v,    .1;..    1-:'"    :...     iw.j'j          :  ;        ; -.■ 
Li   Diiu:*   iir  i.i::-  -c    :     :.: i:-..  _:   ..       '■  ■.■  •■■■,. 
Wit    tniiir-ir   .    j^e         "":    -:"    ...       "  .:■  ..-■ 
wflT*.    i.-!irLii!     II     /:;.i-l::. :.           ■..:•. 

III  iiiiiuii    ■..•:r;.ii;i'-    t"' 

liii.     j;ori)ii;ri     n     •::.:'lU-;     .;. ,:  ■■. 

v.ii     in     i;;iu'.*ihr     u     I.:     j...     lij..     *•      ■  »  • 

M*.    i»rini:»"-.i    n*   n.i'"  ::i:    :    :  .:  ■     ■  ■ 

-Tlltiimi'.      JUL      H-     "TT.;.      L;-."  .      '  .       '\  n  • 

hi*,    rinii**- 

m:.    v/iifji   If     i.i';    ir:''jr:     •■.•_'   ". 

V-U.      llli.       Aitl       lit:     '•'.',.;        .-.:         ..      . 

iUKllI    II      Z»l»V'li:   ''..      ...-      ...        ;..: 

•;r»_4if^i.    nii    iml  ii:i....  ■    :.    .:.:.*:■..     .  ■.  ;.       

i        "   [i      .*♦:  

y\i\     ;iii    n.'Di:     ...v:.     '.i..:     .1.     .'.tn  -..i      \.'.   ■    •■ 
ii      ".111    :>!:    v. 1.1:    if.    i;itriiiLr-.     -ii.n.i..    i- 

lli*    1M   JU:.!    .'     I'.'Vl.i.-i     if.    P.rnii'^  s-i.   I    Hi.  ^' '  .      i- 

•'.•ll'Ulhi:     '.  :i       ::l>    ■•'.'ll.Mi.       .      liM^.    III.  .11         ,     .. 

;i;r;:i|t       :i-":i.  ■  ;ii..  :.■•.      l-.i      i»  .u.i.       .1..  .•   .  . 

(liiiUfC.    ..i;!     "liL"  V"...    :...   ;i: :ii.  Ml-    ;i.,i:  1.1.    ■    :. 

"'iJ7l-JI      ;•.•". 'I! J■l.^     >l..'..I.'      -•-     '..iSll.iIi.  l.J>'.'..         ..-■• 
■      V.-a:      S'  :.ii  ■-.^J■.■^    >.iii.     .   •     '-*■■     .■.','. '-i'.: I. >      ■  ■  "     •■ 

I    .:•:    I'-i      ::..  :    ;t>    ;■:'.    .?/.  ..r  ►■•  .:    i* 

:-»'*-"';M!;.        v:       :.::    7. if..'    ..   ■*..     .•■.''.::....'       .     I   ■ 
I. ill     'l!S"      '.i.'V     rli.   I   "...     V  ...     .■-:.:■    -l.i -. 

.•ur*'*?'     ii.£.:    -li:.'":     vl:-.    ■...^.  »   ,■■.!■. :   .»  -     .■: 
Tin^rij-   V  :.i:i.    .■:.;.:    ::    .»!   --r  :"..:.....>■.. 

i.II  .     u   . .  ^  '  -»It  .    rVt»".    •.  ^  —  * » 

■•■:■■•.•-■::,>.':    -.'.a.-.'f.     N:  ii-':    .:■ ■  ■' 

"i-a:   :i.:-  vi.fr   ^   ■..:::!   n-:.^_:.  .   '•  ■  :..   :. 

.'ii'..     .••...«.    —.1..    .-.-    --■— ^ 

>«'ir  V f  "s.   j'.'  ■•  i'.   :•_■:   ....  ■  . 

!«U1L   i,  :»l'*t-T    -.     LT-".    Pi--:    "5..  -li^-.  '  1 

cii  ^r.:ji::-j^.  ::*-:4n:cT,  i-:  ?:. :  ...  *   .  . 

■•  ■  •        •  -     ' 

lilt  xxiC'Ij:'::.  i.     i:5rrcii'.i,K   i..r     •  : 


I'ii".      v  ..   . 
,•■»*■'■      '        •  /•- . 

;;■■  .  • 


.  ^  • 


#_ 


■r,; 


;i- 


1 1  ■." 

.   1. 1. 

Ml  MU 
.  It  !«lood» 

...uIil  lie  on 
.I.Iri'ss    with 

•,Sil   I(.PC6|) 

.  iiMuii  among   < 

.  !  nut  t'cel  liiiniell  * 

!  ^M»|Hilatioii.  Al'  r 

w  lietlier  or  na  ' 

,  ?  am  M 

■  tiki  no-f 

riemitV': 


in     Parliawmiikif9  Reform—     {COMMONS}         Bill  fir  Engtand^         180 


the  pn9pTtety  of  joinings  the  boroagh  of 
Downton  with  that  of  Wilton,  and  plac- 
ing the  united  borouglis  in  schedule  B. 
The  two  boroughi,  thus  united^  might,  he 
coAceivted,  with  much  propriety,  send  one 
Member  to  that  Hou»e. 

Mr.  CrokBt  denied,  that  he  would  join 
with  the  noble  Lord,  or  with  any  other 
person  to  preserve  a  rotten  borough,  with 
a  very  narrow  constituency.  He  and  his 
fmndi  were  anxious  to  do  just  the  con- 
trary. They  knew  Downton  was  a  rotten 
boniiigfa,  and  they  were  goine;  to  make  it 
a  fVee  one.  When  Lord  Radnor  offered 
it  up  on  the  altar  of  his  country,  he,  in 
fhct^  made  no  offering  at  all,  fbr  he  had 
very  little  interest  left  in  the  borough. 
No  attempt  was  here  made  to  save  a 
rotten  borough,  but  to  free  it  from  thral- 
dom. Where,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
virtuous  indignation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Kerry,  when  he  saw 
Aldeburgh,  in  Suffolk,  placed  at  the  head 
of  the  list  in  schedule  A,  while  Ald- 
borough,  in  Yorkshire,  was  taken  fVom  that 
list,  and  placed  in  schedule  B  ?  He  had  no 
doubt,  but  that  the  success  of  this  amend- 
ment would  make  Downton  as  independ- 
ent as  Westminster.  There  were  in  that 
borough  3,961  inhabitants,  and,  surely, 
acting  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it 
would  be  most  unjust  to  disfranchise  it. 
His  gallant  friend  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  had 
observed,  that  he  would,  on  this  question, 
willingly  go  out  with  a  minoritv,  having 
justice  on  his  side.  In  his  opmion,  his 
gallant  friend  need  feel  no  apprehension 
upon  that  point.  He  thought,  his  gallant 
friend  would  divide  with  a  triumphant 
majority,  who  unquestionably  would  have 
justice  on  their  side.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  feel  very  happy  to  go  out,  for 
once,  as  he  thought  he  was  likely  to  do, 
in  a  majority  with  his  Majesty *s  Ministers. 
Mr.  O'Connell  had  not  agreed  to  let  off 
Aldborough,  in  Yorkshire,  for  when  he 
had  spoken  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
some  of  his  observations  were  founded  on 
Aldeborough ;  but  the  accusation  came  with 
a  bad  grace  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  must  remember,  the  time  was 
not  yet  come  for  dealing  with  Aldborough. 
They  must  first  deal  with  schedule  A,  as 
ithey  found  it,  and  when  schedule  B  was 
.,  ibefore  them,  would  be  the  time  for  talking 
\  of  transferring  the  boroughs  in  it  to  sche- 
4  dale  A.  He  would  support  any  motion 
j  for  soch  a  purpose  the  hon.  Gentleman 
fXK^Hiake* 


Mn  Steaidey  said,  that  the  present  case 
stood  upon  such  special  grounds,  that  if 
decided  against  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill,  it  woald  still  prove  too  disappoint- 
ment to  them,  fbr  no  principle  would  be 
violated.  It  was  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  the  Committee,  that  in  this  case  there 
were  no  vested  rights ;  they  were,  there- 
fore, under  no  necessity  of  dealing  with 
it  so  tenderly  as  with  other  cases,  fbr 
there  were  only  seven  individuals  to  be 
deprived  of  the  franchise,  and  they  had 
always  voted  at  the  beck  of  a  noble  Lotd, 
who  was  now  perfectly  willing  to  resign  all 
interest  in  the  borougn.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  said,  that  he 
desired  to  make  Downton  as  free  as  West- 
minster ;  but,  let  him  take  care,  when  he 
came  to  propose  that  Calne  be  added  to 
schedule  A,  he  did  not  recommend  that 
which  would  be  inconsistent  with  his  pie- 
sent  argument.  But,  not  to  dwell  further 
upon  that  topic,  he  should  state  in  a  word 
or  two,  the  view  which  the  supporter!  of 
the  measure  took  of  the  question :  they 
held,  that  Downton  was  in  a  situation 
different  from  all  the  other  boroughs; 
that  it  contained  a  sufficiently  large  po* 
pulation,  if  numbers  alone  were  consider- 
ed, but  that  it  did  not  contain  enough  of 
electoral  houses,  and  that  there  could  not 
be  found  in  the  surrounding  districts  a 
sufficient  constituency ;  and  it  was  really 
no  matter  of  surprise  that  that  difficulty 
should  have  been  experienced  in  the  heart 
of  Salisbury  Plain.  They  could  not  get 
above  thirty  or  forty  votes,  even  if  they  went 
into  another  county.  What  was  the  tax- 
ation of  the  place  ?  In  1828,  it  was  64/. 
on  the  boroagh,  and  116Z.  on  tlie  parish ; 
in  1830,  it  was  72/.  upon  the  borough, 
and  only  110/.  upon  the  parish.  With- 
out desiring  to  influence  tlie  votes  of  hon. 
Members  one  way  or  the  other,  by  any 
considerations,  having  reference  to  the 
general  principle  of  the  measure,  he 
wished,  as  the  House  would  see,  to  con« 
fine  himself  to  what  bore  upon  the  justice 
of  the  case,  considering  it  apart  from  all 
others;  and  he  felt  fully  persuaded,  that 
enough  had  been  said,  to  show  that  the 
framers  of  the  measure  were  fully  jus- 
tified in  including  it  in  schedule  A. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
put  tlie  question  upon  the  fairest  possible 
grounds — it  was  strictly  a  judicial  ques- 
tion, and  nothing  could  be  more  satisfae* 
tory,  than  to  see  his  Majesty's  Mtniiteffi 
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eqadiy  dinded  upon  a  question  ot*  that 
Batare. 

Mr.  iSlaa^  denied  that  there  was  any 
dinsoo  aiBong:st  his  right  hon.  friends. 
Ail  he  aaid  was,  that  if  the  borough  were 
taken  oat  of  that  schedule,  it  wouki  stiU 
BOC  be  violating  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
as  DowDton  stood  upon  special  and  pecu- 
liar grounds. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  resumed,  oliserring 
Aat  the  parties  concerned  resigning  their 
interests  in  the  borough  was  a  matter  of  no 
importance,  for  the  Bill  went  to  sweep 
away  all  such  interests.  After  noticing 
the  number  of  places  in  Wiltshire  which 
the  Bill  would  disfranchise,  he  went  on  to 
obserre,  that  the  wider  the  space  over 
which  any  collection  of  electoral  houses 
were  spread,  the  more  perfect  and  com- 
plete would  be  the  independence  of  the 
place,  and  thus  would  the  objects  of  the 
Bill  be  more  effectually  fulfilled.  Not,  of 
course,  that  he  desired  to  contribute  to 
that  object  for  itself — nothing  could  be 
further  from  his  wish — but  he  only  urged 
that  consideration  as  calculated  to  procure 
for  his  view  of  the  question  the  votes  of 
those  who  supported  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  confessed  he  saw  no  reason 
upon  earth  why  the  inhabitants  of  Salis- 
bury Plain,  not  having  votes  for  the  coun- 
ty, should  not  have  votes  for  some  town, 
provided  they  occupied  houses  of  sufficient 
value.  It  was  one  of  the  cases  in  which 
he  thought  the  principle  of  the  Bill  could 
be  most  safely  and  advantageously  ap- 
plied. All  the  members  for  Wiltshire 
would  surely  support  the  amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  friend — all  likewise  would 
support  it  who  feared  the  growing  influ- 
ence of  the  towns,  and  desired  to  preserve 
the  agricultural  interest  from  being  unduly 
depressed. 

Mr,  Cutlar  Ferguson  was  convinced  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  lay  down  one  fixed 
rule,  and  as  that  had  been  adopted,  of  ex- 
cepting all  boroughs  with  more  than  2,000 
inhabitants,  from  total  disfranchisement, 
he  should  vote  for  transferring  this  bo- 
rough to  schedule  B.  He  believed,  also,  in 
this  case,  nomination  would  not  prevail, 
from  there  being  a  wide-spread  constitu- 
ency. It  was  wrong  for  the  Ministry  to 
break  through  the  principle  of  their  Bill 
for  the  sake  of  this  borough  and  St.  Ger- 
main's. Nothing  but  principle  could  have 
induced  Members  to  vote  for  the  disfran- 
chisement of  Appleby,  for  that  was  one  of 
tba  baldest  cases  tbat  bad  come  before 


then.  He  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
saved  it,  had  it  contained  mora  than  2,000 
inhabitants,  as  it  was  the  county  tawn  ol* 
Westmoreland,  but  as  they  had  adhorad 
to  the  strict  rule  in  Uie  east  of  Appleby^ 
they  ought  to  do  so  in  every  olbtr. 
Downton  appeared  a  growing  boroaigb, 
and  might  contain  more  10/.  houses  thaa 
they  had  heanl  of.  The  vote  he  should 
give,  is  fa^-our  of  the  borotigh»  wouM  be 
dictated  by  a  regard  to  the  principle  of  tha 
Bill,  and  from  no  predilection  for  the 
landed  interest.  He  wished  further  to  !«• 
marie,  that  it  had  been  asserted  tbat  the  10/, 
franchise  approached  to  universal  suf- 
frage, but  here  they  had  a  proof  to  the  con* 
trary,  for  out  of  between  3,000  and  4,000 
inhabitants,  and  666  inhabited  houses, 
there  were  only  nine  rated  at  10^.  per 
year. 

An  Him,  Member  said,  bo  would  deliver 
bis  sentiments  freely,  however  be  might 
be  taunted  as  '^  a  delegate  "  seated  behind 
Ministers,  and  ready  to  obey  their  call. 
When  the  Minister  rose  and  proposed  any 
measure,  he  felt  that  he  was  Itf^  to  his  own 
discretion  to  support  or  to  oppose  it ;  and 
he  would  tell  tha  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, that  if  he  brought  forward  any  uiotiou 
which,  in  his  opinion,  appeared  likely  to 
benefit  the  country,  he  would  give  it  his 
feeble  aid.  Acting  independently,  he  fur 
one  would  mopt  decidedly  voto  for  the 
Ministers  on  this  question;  becauio  ho  con- 
ceived Downton  to  be  a  nomination  bo- 
rough. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  the  hon.  Member  had 
entirely  misunderstood  him.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  tbat  voting  Downton  out 
of  schedule  B  would  not  be  trenching  on 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  that,  thert- 
fore.  Ministers  would  not  consider  it  a  de- 
feat if  the  majority  was  against  them.  He 
trusted  also  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
him  the  justice  to  believe  he  never  taunted 
any  man  with  voting  for  Ciovernment. 

Mr.  Ewart  intended  to  vote  with  Mi- 
nisters in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stoodi 
and  hoped  all  real  Reformers  would  be  on 
their  guard  against  the  address  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peal) 
had  endeavoured  to  sow  dissension  among  4 
them. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  did  not  feel  bimseU  * 
limited  by  the  principle  of  population.  All  { 
he  wanted  to  know  was,  whether  or  not !' 
Downton  was  a  nomination  borough  f  ancf 
when  he  found  that  it  was,  and  did  no^  ^ 
possess  itaalfy  or  in  its  imnsediate  viaiiiity'/.  ^ 
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300  voters,  who  could  be  made  independ- 
ent, he  scrupled  not  to  say,  it  ought  to  be 
disfranchised.  It  was  not  easy  to  reconcile 
Appleby  with  the  rules  laid  down,  but  he 
hsid  no  difficulty  in  deciding  in  that  case, 
because  that  place  was  notoriously  a  no- 
mination borough.  He  called  upon  all 
real  Reformers  to  remember,  that  it  appear- 
ed that  nine  houses  only  possessed  the 
franchise  in  the  borough  of  Downton. 
Were  they,  then,  to  continue  the  right 
of  sending  Members  to  Parliament,  to  a 
place  thus  situated,  instead  of  extending  it 
to  some  wealthy  and  populous,  but  unre- 
presented town?  This  was  evidently  a 
nomination  borough,  and  ought  to  be  dis- 
franchised. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  knew  something  of 
this  borough,  and  he  could  safely  say, 
that  it  was  as  rotten  a  borough  as  any  in 
schedule  A.  As  to  throwing  it  open  and 
extending  its  franchise,  he  was  quite  con- 
vinced that  they  could  not  get  300  10/. 
householders,  without  going  a  great  num- 
ber of  miles ;  unless,  indeed,  they  pleased 
to  give  the  franchise  to  the  sheep-cotes 
in  the  neighbourhood.  The  nearest  place 
where  voters  could  be  found  was  Fording- 
bridge,  but  that  was  in  another  county. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said,  they  wanted  no- 
thing but  strict  justice,  but  was  it  just,  that 
Downton,  with  nine  10/.  houses,  should 
send  two  Members  to  Parliament,  while 
Christ  Church,  Surrey,  in  which  he  lived, 
had  1,400  such  houses,  without  returning 
any  Member  at  all.  They  had  been  called 
on  to  unite  Wilton  ana  Downton.  In 
that  case.  Lord  Pembroke  and  Lord  Rad- 
nor might  toss  up  for  the  privilege  of  no- 
mination, or  they  might  agree  to  assume 
that  privilege  turn  about.  He  should  vote 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  the  borough. 

Mr.  Henry  Lytton  Bulwer  approved  of 
the  principle  laid  down  by  Ministers  of  pre- 
serving one  Member  to  all  boroughs  whose 
population  exceeded  2,000  inhabitants, 
and  Downton  having  upwards  of  the  re- 
quired number,  X he  should  vote  for  the 
amendment,  for  a  departure  from  a  line  so 
»  visely  drawn,  would  tend  to  dissolve  a 
measure  which  ought  to  have  all  the  prin- 

fc^iples  of  stability  about  it.     He  thought 
Downton  ought  to  be  included  in  sche- 
^   dale  6. 

I'l  .     Mr.    Beneit    observed,    that    though 

1|^  Downton  was  now  a  nomination  borough, 

4  I  would  cease  to  be  so  if  placed  in  sche- 

-  -j  lile  B.     No  influence  could  then  be  ex- 

V  rcised  with  respect  to  that  borough,  be- 


yond that  fair  influence  which  property 
always  must  command.  Many  mistakes 
appeared  to  be  made  with  respect  to  the 
localities  of  the  borough.  It  had  been 
spoken  of  as  being  in  the  midst  of  Salis- 
bury Plain,  but  he  assured  the  Committee 
no  part  of  that  Plain  came  within  eight  or 
nine  miles  of  Downton.  It  had  been 
spoken  of  as  situated  in  an  uninhabited 
wilderness,  but  the  neighbourhood  of 
Downton  was  populously  inhabited,  and 
was  as  well  cultivated  as  the  open  parts  of 
Wiltshire.  There  were  populous  villages 
about  it  containing  an  agricultural  popu- 
lation of  sufficient  wealth  and  respectability 
to  furnish  a  constituency  without  going  into 
Hampshire.  The  borough  contained  3,1 13 
inhabitants  in  1821 ;  he  therefore  trusted 
that  justice  would  be  done  to  Downton, 
and  that  it  would  be  removed  from  sche- 
dule A,  consistently  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  They  would  not  have  occasion  to  go 
beyond  six  or  seven  miles  from  the  limits 
of  the  borough  to  make  up  an  adequate 
constituency,  and  that  being  the  case,  he 
could  not  see  on  what  principle  of  justice 
thev  were  called  on  to  disfranchise  it.  He 
should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment. 
He  did  not  act  thus  because  Downton  was 
situated  in  the  county  he  represented,  for 
he  should  vote  in  the  same  manner  if  it 

I  was  in  any  other  county ;  and  he  believed 
the  influence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
been  alluded  to/ would  entirely  cease  in  the 
borough  if  the  as:ricultural  population  of 
the  neighbourhood  was  let  in.  He  begged 
leave  to  add,  that  he  considered  the  gene- 
ral operation  of  the  Bill  in  the  Represent- 
ation of  the  county  of  Wiltshire  would  be 
most  beneflcial.  That  county  had  return- 
ed thirty-four  Members,  and  of  these  only 
eight  were  persons  having  any  connexion 
with  the  county.  By  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  the  county  would  return  sixteen 
Members,  and  he  hoped  all  these  would 
be  elected  by  the  free  choice  of  the  people 
of  Wiltshire. 

The  Committee  divided,  when  there 
appeared — Ayes  (for  the  original  question) 
274. ;  Noes  244— Majority  30. 

Downton  was  accordingly  placed  in 
schedule  A. 

The  next  question  was,  "  That  the 
borough  of  Dunwich  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.*' 

Sir  J.  Brydges  congratulated  the  House 
on  the  division  that  had  just  taken  place. 
It  was  honourable  to  them,  and  showed' 

I  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  Memb^r^ 
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were  not  willing  hastily  to  sacrifice  with- 1 
out  remorse  that  Constitution  which  had 
been  many  years  the  envy  and  admiration 
of  surrounding  nations,  the  division  prored 
there  were  Members  who  voted  honestly 
and  without  considering  from  what  part 
of  the  House  a  proposition  came. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  ''  That  the  bo- 
rough of  Eye  stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

Sir  Edward  Kerrison  expressed  a  hope  * 
that  the   House   would    bear  with  him  - 
whilst  he  said  a  few  words  in  his  defence, 
as  he  might  fairly  consider  himself  to  be 
put  upon  his  trial  by  the  question  now  put 
from  the  Chair.      He  considered,    that  •■ 
every  Member  who  represented  one  of; 
those  boroughs  which  had  been  called  rot-  > 
ten,  would  not  perform  his  duty  if  he  did  ! 
not  use  his  best  endeavours  to  rescue  his  ; 
constituents  from  unjust  imputations.     It 
was   for  this  purpose  he  now  addressed 
them,  and  he  begged  leave  to  assure  the 
House,  that,  although  he  had  been  three 
several  times  returned  for  the  borough  of 
Eye  he  had  never  given  to  any  man  one 
shilling  for  his  vote,  nor  had  he  ever  received 
from  any  man  one  shilling  for  his  interest. 
He  would  say  only  one  word  as  to  the  po- 
pulation, which  now  amounted  to  2,213, 
as  might  be  seen  by  returns  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House.     He  was  sure 
there  must  have  been  some  mistake  in  the 
returns  of  1821,  which  made  the  popula- 
tion at  that  time  amount  only  to  1 ,824  per- 
sons, or  else  the  population  of  that  place 
must   have  decreased    140  between    the 
years  1811  and   1821  ;  and  between  the 
years  1821,  and   1831,  it  must  have  in- 
creased by  389.     This  showed  some  error, 
and  where  there  was  reason  for  doubt,  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  House  not 
to  disfranchise  the  borough  without  cor- 
rectly ascertaining  the   fact.     With   re- 
gard to  the  principle  of  the  measure,  he 
had  from  its  introduction  given  it  his  most 
decided  opposition,  and  his  vote  was  as 
independent  as  that  of  any  Member   of 
the  House.     He  had  opposed  the  mea- 
sure from  duty  to  his  constituents  and  re- 
gard to  the  welfare  of  his  country,  and 
from  a  conscientious  opinion,  that  the  mea- 
sure was  inimical  to  the  Constitution.  He 
feared  if  the  Bill  passed,  that  the  country 
would  be  thrown  into  confusion,  and  ho 
had  no  doubt  that  the  people  would  be 
anxious  for  its  repeal.     He  would  not  then 
entOT  further  into  the  question,  but  only 
say,  that  he  could  not  assent  to  the  Motion. 


Mr.  Burge  was  surprised,  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  decide  upon  the  merits  of  the 
question,  without  any  evidence  before  them 
of  the  actual  population  of  the  boroiig;h. 
They  were  depriving  individuals  of  their 
dearest  rights  on  most  unfounded  pie-> 
sumptions.  He  begged  to  express  his  ova 
and  his  constituents'  decided  opposition  to 
the  measure.  He  was  aware,  that  it 
would  be  said,  he  had  interested  motives 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  as  it  would  deprive 
him  of  his  seat,  by  disfranchising  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented.  He  did  not 
give  such  hon.  Gentlemen  as  supposed 
him  to  entertain  interested  motives  in  per- 
forming his  public  duty,  much  credit  for 
charity  or  justice.  He  must  repel  in  the 
strongest  possible  langnage,  the  opinion 
that  he  was  the  Representative  of  a  rotten 
borough.  The  persons  whom  he  repre- 
sented enjoyed  their  franchise  under  a  very 
ancient  .charter ;  he  had  been  long  a  resi- 
dent amongst  them,  and  they  had  re- 
turned him  honestly.  The  only  species 
of  influence  used  was  the  good  feeling  which 
generally  subsisted  between  a  resident 
landlord  and  his  tenantry.  He  felt  no 
shame  in  acknowledging,  diat  he  owed  his 
return  to  that  source,  and  would  repel  the 
charge  of  rottenness  which  had  been  at- 
tempted to  be  fixed  on  the  borough. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  they  had  a  striking 
exemplification  of  the  blessings  of  the 
Constitution  as  it  stood  at  present,  by  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Edward  Kerrison)  Here  was  an  instance 
of  a  man  who  had  for  a  long  series  of  years 
fought  the  battles  of  his  country,  and  shed 
his  blood  in  its  defence,  and  as  a  reward 
for  his  hard  services,  in  his  later  days  sent 
into  the  House  as  a  legislator.  l(  this 
measure  passed,  such  honourable  rewards 
would  be  for  ever  stopped. 

Sir  C.  Wet  her  ell  remarked  upon  tlic 
eagerness  with  which  the  borough  was 
condemned  by  Gentlemen  who  cr>nfounded 
"  Aye"  with  **  Eye,"  imme^liately  when  ili^ 
borough  was  named.  [No,  no]  lie  was  surit 
he  heard  it.  An  obje<:tiori  had  been  madi! 
to  the  returns  of  1831,  on  the  ground 
that  they  might  have  been  made  up  with 
a  view  to  this  Bill,  and  wi*re,  tlicn*rons 
liable  to  the  suspicion  of  unfuirncsN.  Now 
that  was  an  obji^ction  which  \u'  by  no 
means  undervalued.  But  it  was  at  tlift 
same  time  clear,  as  thf;  nttnrns  of  1H21 
were  not  made  uy  with  atiy  object  so  im- 
portant, that  there  was  some  clisneitg 
nay,  u  high  probiibility,  (hat  timy  wfirn  'i\% 
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BMAy  cases  inaccurate,  and  he  was  con- 
firmed in  that  opinion,  when  he  saw,  that 
this  horough  was  shown  by  the  returns  of 
1831  to  have  213  inhabitants  beyond  tbe 
fortunate  number  of  '3,000,  and  that  in 
1821  its  population  was  said  to  be  116 
below  that  number. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  *'  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Fowey  stand  part  of  schedule  A.*' 

Sir  J»  Brydges  rose  to  move,  that  the 
Chairman  should  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Lord  Milton  would  ask  Gentlemen,  whe- 
ther they  thought,  that  they  were,  as  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  doing  justice  to 
their  constituents,  by  refusing  to  sit  longer 
than  three  hours  upon  the  consideration  of 
a  question  which  had  made  so  little  way, 
and  upon  which  the  minds  of  the  people 
were  So  intent. 

Sir  J.  Brydges  could  not  alter  his 
opinion  in  consequence  of  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord*  As  to  the  House 
having  sat  only  three  hours,  he  had  been 
present  since  three  o'clock,  and  thought  it 
now  time  to  adjourn.  They  must  do  jus- 
tice to  themselves  as  well  as  the  public. 

Sir  R.  Peel  did  not  think,  that  the  hour 
had  arrived  at  which  the  Committee  ought 
to  be  called  on  to  adjourn.  If  the  hon. 
Baronet,  therefore,  should  think  proper  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  at  that  mo- 
ment, he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  should  feel  bound 
to  vote  against  him.  He  could  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  go  on,  until 
they  should  come  to  a  borough  upon  which 
a  question  might  arise  involving  some 
principle  distinct  from  those  already  de- 
cided. 

Sir  J.  Brydges  said,  that  as  the  opinion 
of  the  House  seemed  to  be,  that  they  should 
go  on  with  the  Committee,  he  would  not 
persevere  in  his  motion. 

Lord  Bntdenell  said,  that  the  borough 
of  Fowey  was  situated  in  two  parishes,  im- 
mediately adjoining  each  other,  the  one 
called  Fowey,  the  other  I^ncanloss.  In 
1821,  the  population  of  the  two  panshes 
amounted  to  2,400  persons,  and  the  voters 
exceeded  300.  Now,  his  Majesty*s  Minis- 
.  ters  had  laid  down  the  rule,  that  where  a 
I  borough  contained  more  than  2,000  in- 
.  habitants^  having  at  the  same  time  more 
,  than  300  voters,  its  franchise  should  not 
^  the  interfered  with.  He  was,  therefore, 
i  lutterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why  this  bo- 
jl  rough  was  to  be  disfranchised.  If  they 
had  determined  to  act  fairly,  they  would 


take  into  their  consideration  the  case 
of  this  borough.  He  had  no  hopes  in 
the  consideration  of  Ministers,  as  they 
were  themselves  bound  together  with  their 
bound  and  pledged  majority.  This  was 
proved  by  the  worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  Alder- 
man Thompson)  having  been  called  to  ac- 
countby  his  constituents,  and,  if  they  believ- 
ed what  had  been  stated  by  the  public  Press, 
he  had  been  compelled  to  apologize.  As  a 
furtherrecommendation  of  Fowey,  he  would 
observe,  that  it  had  of  late  much  increased 
in  commerce,  wealth,  and  prosperity.  If 
such  was  proved  to  be  the  case,  as  he  had 
no  doubt  it  oould  be,  Ministers  were  by  no 
means  justified  in  disfranchising  the  bo- 
rough. 

Mr.  Severn  read  several  statements,  to 
show,  that  the  commerce  and  population  of 
Fowey  had  of  late  years  moch  increased, 
and  were  increasing.  By  reference  to  a  me- 
morial forwarded  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Home  Department,  it  would  be 
seen,  that  the  voters  of  Fowey  exceeded 
300,  the  dwelling  houses  were  31 0 ;  that  the 
commercial  revenue  of  the  port  had  in- 
creased to  a  considerable  extent,  as  he 
would  prove.  In  the  year  1819,  the  receipts 
amounted  to  2,525/. ;  in  1829  to  12,155/. ; 
The  sum  was  paid  on  coasting  tonnage  in- 
wards in  1819, 11,872/.;  in  1829,31,246/.; 
on  coasting  tonnage  outwards,  in  1819, 
16,306/.;  in  1829,  51,065/.;  on  im- 
port tonnage  in  1809,  467/.;  in  1829, 
4,340/. ;  on  outward  tonnage,  in  1809, 
736/.;  in  1829,  3,703/.  The  copper-ore 
exported  amounted,  in  1809,  to 283  tons,; 
in  1829,  27,446  tons.  The  quantity 
of  china  clay  exported  was,  in  1809, 
3,093  tons;  in  1829,  15,517  tons.  He 
had  mentioned  these  facts  to  shew,  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  did  not  practise 
what  they  preached,  in  considering  in- 
creasing commercial  prospects  in  their 
measure  for  disfranchismg  boroughs.  The 
voters  had  also  increased  in  the  1)orough 
equally  with  its  commerce.  In  1809  there 
were  but  100,  in  1829  they  had  multi- 
plied to  300 ;  he,  therefore,  trusted  that 
these  facts  would  be  fully  considered  by  the 
House. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  after  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  respecting  Appleby, 
he  could  not  understand  how  the  question 
of  admitting  adjoining  parishes  to  a  bo- 
rough, to  entitle  it  to  continue  its  Repre- 
sentation, could  be  again  raised.  The 
Eoint  had  been  clearly  decided.  They 
ad  taken,  as  tlie  basis  of  those  schedules. 
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tlie  population  of  1821,  and  having  adopt- 
ed the  rule,  that  boroughs  having  less  than 
2,000  inhabitants  should  be  disfranchised, 
it  was  impossible  to  make  Fowey  an  ex- 
ception. 

Mr.  Croker  nnist  complain  of  the 
noble  Lord  quoting  Appleby  against 
them  on  every  occasion.  When  they 
were  discussing  the  merits  of  schedule  A, 
instead  of  quoting  Appleby,  he  should 
take  the  case  of  Truro,  and  point  out  how 
that  was  differently  situated  from  the 
place  now  under  consideration.  Why 
were  parishes  added  to  Truro,  to  entitle  it 
to  be  represented,  and  a  similar  indul- 
gence withheld  from  Fowey  ? 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  objected  to  disfran- 
chising Fowey,  because  it  was  a  trading 
port.  He  could  not  believe,  that  Calne 
merited  more  from  the  House  than  Fowey. 
Its  population  exceeded  2,325  individuals, 
and  its  exports  and  imports  were  very 
considerable.  Was  it  a  more  inconsider- 
able place  than  Tavistock  ?  He  did  not 
believe  it  was  to  be  disfranchised  on  ac- 
count of  its  being  a  nomination  or  rotten 
borough.  They  were  told,  that  the  two 
parishes  were  divided  by  a  river,  and  the 
population,  so  cut  off,  was  not  considered 
as  belonging  to  the  place.  Fowey  was 
therefore  treated  unlike  any  other  borough. 
It  was  a  place  of  commerce — the  shipping 
it  employed,  and  the  customs  it  paid,  were 
of  considerable  importance  ;  and  yet  it  was 
to  lose  its  privileges,  because  a  river  ran 
through  the  place,  part  of  the  borough 
being  on  one  side,  and  part  on  the  other. 
It  was  an  absurd  and  arbitrary  rule,  that 
on  account  of  the  ecclesiastical  division  of 
a  place,  it  was  to  lose  its  right  of  returning 
Members  to  Parliament.  He  understood 
the  principle  laid  down  to  be,  that  unless 
the  ecclesiastical  boundary  and  the  place 
itself  were  co-extensive,  it  was  to  lose  this 
privilege.  The  case  of  Fowey  was 
stronger  than  Appleby,  because  they  were 
disfranchising  a  thriving  and  commercial 
town,  and  depriving  it  of  its  Representa- 
tives, on  the  ridiculous  pretence  that  part 
of  its  population  was  on  another  side  of 
the  river,  and  in  a  distinct  parish. 

Mr.  JDavies  Gilbert  said,  he  possessed 
some  local  knowledge  of  Truro,  which 
borough,  it  was  alleged,  was  under 
similar  circumstances  with  the  one  now 
under  consideration.  Such  was  not  the 
case — Truro  alone  contained  a  population 
amply  sufficient  to  entitle  it  to  be  reure- 
sentedy  according  to  the  principle  laid 


down.  Truro  stood  in  a  peninsola — in  a 
small  parish  called  St.  Mary,  bat  it  had 
extended  itself  into  the  adjacent  parishes  of 
Kcnwyn  and  St.  Clement's  on  either  side. 
Each  of  these  suburbs  equalled  the  ancient 
town,  and  the  whole  was  now  completely 
blended  together,  and  formed  one  place, 
and  was  subjected  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Corporation  Magistrates  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  passed  forty  years  since.  Tlie 
situation  of  Fowey  was  quite  different — it 
occupied  one  bank  of  a  wide  and  deep 
river,  in  a  parish  of  the  same  name,  and 
with  a  population  short  of  the  prescribed 
number — on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river 
stood  Tolmar,  a  small  village  in  the  parish 
of  Forteglass.  This  village  participated  with 
Fowey  in  the  elective  franchise,  and  must 
be  added  to  that  town  and  parish :  but 
agreeable  to  the  determinatioti  of  the 
Committee  in  former  instances,  the  popu* 
lation  of  Forteglass,  beyond  the  limits  of 
Tolmar,  could  not  be  taken  in  aid.  and 
without  that  aid  the  town  and  parish  of 
Fowey  and  Tolmar  could  not  produce  the 
prescribed  number  of  inhabitants.  The 
cases  of  Fowey  and  Truro,  therefore,  were, 
not  similar — but  he  wished,  notwithstand- 
ing, that  a  Representative  should  be  be- 
stowed on  the  town  of  Fowey. 

Sir  H,  Hardinge  protested  against  the 
rule  which  Ministers  laid  down  for  their 
guidance  in  disfranchising  those  boroughs, 
and  said,  that  when  they  came  to  schedule 
B,  he  should  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  rule,  and  advocate  the  interests  of 
another  borough,  which  contained  a  popu- 
lation exceeding  4,000,  but  which  was 
situated  in  several  parishes,  and,  therefore, 
would  be  excluded  from  Representation, 
because  it  was  not  all  in  one  parish.  This 
was  legislating  upon  names,  and  not  upon 
things. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  that  the  Ministers  had 
included  the  parish  of  St.  Michael's  in 
Mai  ton,  and  had  excluded  the  parish  of 
St.  Michael's  from  Appleby.  He  was, 
therefore,  happy  to  hear  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Boroughbridge  in- 
tended again  to  bring  the  case  of  the 
latter  before  the  House.  They  had  acted 
inconsistently  with  Fowey ;  the  electors  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  river  had  been  ex- 
cluded, whilst,  by  this  very  Bill,  in  other 
instances,  the  contrary  had  been  the  case. 
They  had  added  to  the  number  of  electors, 
instead  of  taking  away  a  portion  of  them.   • 

Mr.  Praed  said,   so  much  had   been  • 
proved  as  to  the  situation  of  Fowey,  that  'i 
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if  the  hon.  Members  for  that  place  con- 
ceived they  had  grounds  for  taking  the 
sense  of  the  House,  he  would  most  cer- 
tainly support  them,  that  the  circum- 
stances might  be  fully  inquired  into.  The 
noble  Lord  had  yesterday  admitted  to  him, 
that  if  a  borough  could  be  found  whose 
population  in  1821  was  above  2,000,  and 
had  since  diminished  to  below  that  num- 
ber, he  would  consider  it  a  fair  case  for 
disfranchisement,  and  if  decrease  of  popu- 
lation was  to  have  that  effect,  surely  in- 
crease ought  to  have  the  contrary.  There 
was  this  remarkable  difference  between 
Fowey,  which  Ministers  proposed  to  wholly 
disfranchise,  and  Calne,  which  they  per- 
mitted to  retain  its  Representatives — that 
the  former  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
be  daily  increasing  in  commercial  import- 
ance,  while  the  latter  was  stated  in  the 
population  returns  to  be,  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  decaying  in  its  manufactures 
and  trade. 

An  Hon.  Member  begged  leave  to  re- 
mark, that  they  had  added  a  town  to  the 
city  of  Rochester,  which  could  have  no 
connexion  whatever  with  it. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  question  relating  to  Truro. 
That  town  was  situated  in  the  parish  of 
St.  Mary  Overy,  which  did  not  contain 
a  sufficient  population  to  entitle  it  to  Re- 
presentation. Part  of  the  town,  however, 
overflowed  into  two  other  parishes,  by  in- 
cluding which  the  population  was  so  far 
increased,  that  the  town  was  to  retain  its 
full  Representation  by  two  Members.  It 
was  not  stated  in  the  Returns  what  the 
separate  population  of  each  of  these  pa- 
rishes was,  but  because  the  town  stretched 
into  both,  the  population  of  the  two  pa- 
rishes was  added  to  the  town  of  Truro, 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  Truro  had 
been  taken  out  of  both  schedules,  and  was 
to  continue  to  return  two  Members,  while 
Fowey  was  to  be  disfranchised,  though 
the  parishes  which  ought  to  be  included 
were  actually  and  truly  a  part  of  the 
borough.  He  wished  his  hon.  friend  would 
state  where  he  was  to  find  an  account  of 
that  part  of  the  population  of  Truro  which 
was  contained  in  any  one  of  the  parishes ; 
I  because,  if  he  could,  then  it  would  be 
.  necessary  to  specify  that  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Fowey  which  laid  on  opposite 
sides  of  the  river.  In  the  case  of  Truro, 
the  parish  was  added,  while  in  Fowey  it 
.  was  excluded. 
I      Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  had  acc^uired  his  in- 


formation relating  to  Truro,  from  his  long 
acquaintance  with  the  town,  and  the  fact 
was,  the  three  divisions  of  the  town  added 
together,  contained  a  sufficient  population 
to  entitle  it  to  return  Members,  without 
taking  into  consideration  the  extraneous 
population  of  the  parishes.  The  hamlet 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river  on  which 
Fowey  stood,  did  not  contain  100  inha- 
bitants. He  had  simply  stated  these  facts, 
and  would  repeat,  that  he  wished  Fowey 
to  retain  a  representative. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  he  would  merely 
observe,  that  it  was  difficult  in  many 
cases  to  divide  the  borough  and  parish, 
therefore  they  had  taken  them,  in  such 
cases,  together,  and  allowed  the  borough 
to  have  the  benefit  of  the  augmentation. 
But  in  other  cases  it  happened,  that  the 
borough  extended  into  several  parishes. 
It  would  then  be  an  abuse,  where  a  bo- 
rough had  one  or  two  acres  of  land  in 
four  or  five  parishes,  that  they  should  add 
the  whole  of  the  population  of  those  parishes 
to  the  borough.  But  their  principle  was, 
in  this  case,  if  the  town  itself  contained 
more  than  2,0^  inhabitants,  then  it  was 
not  to  be  disfranchised.  That  was  the 
case  with  Truro;  the  parishes  were  not 
added,  but  the  most  respectable  testimony 
that  proved  the  town  itself  contained  up- 
wards of  4,000  inhabitants ;  it  was,  there- 
fore a  fair  case  of  exception,  and  this  rule 
which  Ministers  had  laid  down  could  not 
admit  of  an  exception  in  the  case  of  Fowey, 
the  population  of  which  was  but  1,400,  and, 
with  the  addition  of  the  hamlet  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water,  did  not  make  up  the 
prescribed  number  of  2,000.  He  regretted 
this  on  account  of  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  the  place ;  but  it  bore  no  resemblance 
to  Truro. 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  that  he  had  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  where  a 
borough  extended  into  several  parishes, 
such  parishes  were  not  included.  He  al- 
lowed that  in  Fowey  there  was  a  small 
hamlet.  Now,  that  was  an  essential  part 
of  the  borough.  It  had  not  been  asserted, 
that  Fowey  was  a  nomination  borough ;  it 
could  not,  therefore,  be  destroyed  on  that 
account;  this  was  important,  for  Malton 
was  a  nomination  borough.  Fowey  was 
situated  in  two  parishes,  but  took  its  name 
from  one;  and  it  was  excluded, because  the 
name  did  not  extend  into  the  other 
parish.  If  this  rule  was  applied  here,  it 
ought  also  to  be  applied  to  all  other  cases. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
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Dayies  Gilbert)  was  supporting  his  argu- 
ments by  a  personal  view  of  the  case,  in- 
stead of  confitiing  himself  to  the  papers 
before  the  House.  He  further  wished  to 
observe,  that  the  parish  adjacent  to  Fowey 
was  not  very  extensive,  for  it  contained 
but  972  inhabitants,  and  it  was  considered 
as  attached  to  Fowey,  because,  in  the  po- 
pulation returns,  the  words  "  by  Fowey" 
were  added.  It  bore  a  close  resemblance 
to  the  case  of  Truro,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, reserve  to  himself  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  the  case  again  forward. 

The  question  **  that  the  borough  of  Fowey 
stand  part  of  schedule  A'*  was  then  put 
and  carried. 

On  the  question  "  that  the  borough  of 
Gatton  stand  part  of  schedule  A," 
Mr.  H,  7.  Hope  said,  from  what  had  already 
passed^  it  would  be  useless  for  him  to  stand 
forward  as  the  champion  of  the  borough  of 
Gatton  ;  but  it  having  been  long  the  object 
of  his  ambition  and  wishes  to  representthat 
place  in  Parliament,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  his  great  regret  at  its  dis- 
franchisement, and  his  earnest  hope,  that, 
under  the  new  Constitution  which  was  to 
be  bestowed  upon  them,  the  country  might 
enjoy  as  much  happiness  and  prosperity 
as  it  had  experienced  under  the  old  sys- 
tem, when  Gatton  and  Old  Sarum  were 
in  existence. 

An  Hon.  Member  thought  Gatton  stood 
in  a  respectable  situation  ;  and  he  must 
express  his  surprise,  that  Ministers  should 
think  themselves  competent  to  unravel  in  a 
few  months,  the  mysteries  of  that  Consti- 
tution which  had  puzzled  the  heads  of  the 
wisest  and  greatest  statesmen  ;  and  their 
principle  was  most  unconstitutional. 

The  motion  agreed  to. 

It  was  next  agreed,  that  Haslemere 
should  stand  part  of  schedule  A ;  after 
which,  the  House  resumed — to  sit  again  the 
next  day. 

Coal  Duties'  Abolition  Bill.  ] 
Lord  Althorp  moved  the  third  reading  of 
the  Coal  Duties'  Bill. 

Mr.  Goulburn  must  once  more  state  to 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  removal  of  the 
duty  on  slates  would  materially  affect  the 
tile-makers,  and  no  beneficial  result  would 
arise  from  the  course  he  had  adopted.  The 
duties  on  slates  and  on  tiles  were  imposed 
at  the  same  time,  to  place  the  two  de- 
scriptions of  articles  on  a  fair  and  equit- 
able principle  ;  which  would  be  violated  if 
Uie  repeal  of  one  set  of  duties,  before  the 
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other,  took  place.  He  had  heard,  that, 
at  some  future  period,  it  was  proposed  to 
remit  the  duty  on  tiles  ;  but  if  it  was  de- 
layed even  for  a  few  months,  the  trade 
would  be  so  depressed,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  restore  it  to  its  former  state. 
This  was  not  a  question  of  revenue  ;  for 
he  could  declare,  from  his  own  knowledge, 
that  the  trade  in  tiles,  in  consequence  of 
the  alteration  of  the  duties  on  slates,  had 
decreased  already  one  half;  and  if  the 
duties  remained,  the  manufacturers  would 
be  very  considerably  distressed.  He  hoped 
the  question  would  be  fully  considered, 
when  the  Excise  acts  came  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Slaney  fully  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn).  In  seve- 
ral districts  with  which  he  was  connected, 
tiles  were  made  in  great  quantities  ;  and  he 
was  fully  satisfied,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  tile-makers  to  compete  with  the  slate- 
makers,  while  the  duty  pressed  so  heavily 
upon  them.  He,  therefore,  earnestly 
pressed  this  subject  upon  the  consideration 
of  the  noble  Lord,  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment to  place  tiles  and  slates  upon  an 
equal  footing. 

Mr.  Hume  was  also  of  opinion,  that,  un- 
less the  tile-duty  was  repealed,  the  capi- 
tal at  present  employed  in  the  manufacture 
would  be  utterly  lost,  and  many  hundred 
persons  reduced  to  great  distress,  who 
now  supported  themselves  in  this  branch 
of  manufacture.  He  had  a  petition  to 
present  from  these  individuals,  but  had  yet 
had  no  opportunity  of  submitting  it  to  the 
House.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would  not 
pass  at  the  present  moment,  as  he  felt 
strongly  for  those  men,  and  should  certainly 
renew  the  subject  in  a  more  full  House. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  concurred  with 
all  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen  had  said,  and 
hoped  this  appeal  would  not  be  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord  in  vain. 

Mr.  Gordon  begged  to  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen,  that  the  brick-makers  had 
made  similar  complaints  when  the  alter- 
ation was  made  in  the  stone-duties. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson — That  was  a 
hard  case  upon  them ;  and  it  cannot  be 
denied,  that  a  great  hardship  is  entailed 
upon  the  tile-makers  by  the  present  mea- 
sure. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Friday,  July  22,  1831. 

ClIUnCH-BUILDING      ACT     AmEND- 
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MENT  Bill.]     The  Bishop  of  Fern*  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  fifteen  townships 
in  the  dioceses  of  Ferns  and  Leighlin, 
signed  by  500  Protestants,  praying,  that  the 
Bishop  might  be  empowered  to  allow  of  the 
erection  of  district  churches  within  their 
bounds.  The  right  reverend  Prelate  stated, 
that  the  churches  were  much  wanted  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  people  of  th  ese  town  - 
8hips,and  thathe  was  well  disposed  to  accede 
to  the  wishes  of  the  petitioners,  but  was  pre- 
vented by  a  provision  in  the  late  Act  of 
Parliament,which  provided  for  the  building 
of  new  churches.     By  that  Act,  the  places 
attached  to  a  district  church  must  be  in 
the  same  diocese  ;  in  this  instance,  some 
of  the  townships  were  in  the  diocese  of 
Ferns,  and  some  in  that  of  Lcighlin.     The 
consequence  was, that  although  he  himself 
had  the  two  dioceses,  he  could  not  com- 
ply with  the  request  of  the  petitioners ; 
and  he  had,  therefore,  a  Bill  in  his  hand, 
to  amend  the  Church-building  Act,  so  as 
to  put  it  in  his  power  to  gratify  the  wishes 
of  the  petitioners. 

The  Bill  laid  on  the  Table,  and  read  a 
first  time. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Friday,  July  22 y\S3l. 

MiwuTig.]  Retunu  onleroiL  On  Uio  Motion  of  Mr. 
llUMT,  the  averago  Price  of  Cora  per  Quarter,  for 
England  and  Wales,  for  the  Year  ending  December, 
1S.10 : — On  the  MoUon  of  Mr.  Sntna  Ricb,  the  quantity 
of  Foreign  Wheat  entered  Weekly  tor  Home  ComuropUcm, 
with  the  rate  of  Duty  paid  thereon.  In  cadi  Week  in  the 
Year  1H31,  shewing  the  total  quantity  entered,  and  the 
total  amount  of  Duty  t  of  the  quantity  of  Foreign  Wheat 
imported  in  each  Quarter,  from  the  passing  of  9  George 
4Ui,  Cap.  fiO,  to  the  latest  period  to  which  the  same  can 
be  made  up ;  of  the  amount  of  Duty  reccircd,  and  the 
average  Rate  paid  in  each  Quarter  t—un  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  lIuMK,  the  names  of  Commissioners  now  officiating 
for  the  Ifsue  of  Exchequer  Bills  for  Public  Works  in 
England,  stating  their  Salaries,  and  the  amount  of  Ex- 
chequer Uills  issued,  the  amount  outstanding,  and  not 
repaid,  and  acoounts  of  the  Annual  Expense  of  the  said 
C'(nnmiMion. 
PctiUons  presented.  By  Sir  W.  Foulkeh,  from  the  Members 
of  the  Norfolk  Agrimiltural  Association,  against  the  use 
of  Molasses  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries.  By  Mr.  Hunt, 
fhnn  the  Inhabitant  Electors  of  Preston,  for  Election  by 
BalkH.  By  Sir  R.  Musoratii,  tnm  the  Roman  Catholic 
Inhabitants  of  Lismore,  for  the  Repeal  ef  the  Vestry  Act  i 
and  another  from  the  same  parties,  praying  tm  the  Aboli- 
tton  of  Slavery.  By  Sir  II.  PAnnmuu  fW)m  the  Inha- 
bitants of  Maryborough,  against  any  fiirther  Orant  to  the 

I  Kildarc  Street  Society.  By  Mr.  John  Abel  Smith,  fh>m 
the  Clergy.  Gentry,  and  Parish  Officers  of  the  Western 
Part  of  Sussex,  near  Arundel,  against  certain  parts  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act:— By   Mr.    Ahuford   Sanvord, 

J  I'etitions  to  the  same  eflfcct,  from  Householders  of  'N'eovil 
and  Martoek,  Somersetshire  t  uid  tram  the  Inhabitants  of 

i       Wanscombe,  fbr   commuting  the  Punishment  of  Death 

\       for  Ofltaces  against  Propert}*.    By  Lord  Mii.ton,  from 

i      the  Protestant  Frtcmen,  and  Freeholders  of  Menkiugh 

(Galway),  to  ezttod  the  E3ecUTe  Franchise  to  Catbolics. 


I      By  Lord  MnuroN,  ftom  General  TtadnlDBf  fnflqfr  tbttk 

■oroe  altgratioo  may  be  made  ia  tlia  Oaths  to  te  triMH^ 
the  King  against  TramubsrantiartiMi. 

Blasphemous  Publications — Case 
OF  Robert  Taylor.]  Sir  Francis  Bur- 
dett  presented  a  Petition  from  Julian 
Hibbert,  praying  the  House  to  address  his 
Majesty  to  g^ant  his  gracious  pardon  to 
Robert  Taylor,  now  imprisoned  for  having 
preached  a  sermon  in  his  own  chapel, 
explanatory  of  that  allegorical  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Scriptures,  which  he  belieTed 
to  be  the  truth. 

Mr.  Denison,  as  one  of  the  visiting  Ma« 
gistrates  of  the  prison,  felt  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  for  giving  him  an  Oppor- 
tunity of  removing  the  charge  of  cruelty 
to  Mr.  Taylor,  which  bad  been  brought 
against  the  Magistrates  by  that  gentleman 
in  whose  favonrthis  petition  was  presented. 
Mr.  Taylor  having  oeen  found  by  a  Jury 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour,  was  senteneed 
to  imprisonment  in  Horsemonger-lane  gaol. 
With  permission  of  the  House  he  would 
state  what  rec^uests  Mr.  Taylor  had  made 
since  his  conviction.  They  were  three  in 
number.  First,  that  he  mi^ht  be  excused 
from  attending  Divine  Worship  in  the 
chapel  where  the  other  prisoners  attended : 
secondly,  that  he  might  be  allowed,  with- 
out any  inspection,  an  unlimited  corre- 
spondence ;  and  thirdly,  that  he  might 
have  better  diet  than  that  which  the  other 
prisoners  had.  There  were  certain  regu- 
lations in  the  gaol,  which  the  House  would 
agree  with  him  (Mr.  Denison),  ought  not 
to  be  departed  from,  and,  consequently, 
90  far  as  these  reouests  interfered  with 
that  arrangement,  the  visiting  Magistrates 
were  justified  in  refusing  them.  Mr. 
Taylor  had  thou^cht  fit  to  complain  of  the 
apailment  in  which  he  was  confined,  but 
no  good  ground  for  that  complaint  existed, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  one  in  which  there 
was  a  free  current  of  air ;  it  had  a  fire- 
place and  gla/ed  windows,  and  its  dimen- 
sions were  eighteen  feet  by  twenty-four. 
There  was  a  corridor  which  led  to  it,  in 
which  he  might  take  walking  exercise. 
With  rospect  to  the  complaint  made 
against  the  food  which  was  given  him, 
there  was  no  more  cause  for  the  complaint 
than  as  to  the  apartment.  He  wished 
every  poor  man  in  the  kingdom  had  as 
iCooU  food  and  as  muoh  of  it.  Mr.  Taylor 
had,  ill  conimuii  with  other  prisoners, 
roust  beef,  pork,  peas,  and  potatoes  ;  and 
as  much  as  in  moderation  wai  auffioient. 
He  might  have  small  beer  or  ale  to  hit 
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dinner ;  bat  neither  spirits  nor  wine  was 
allowed  by  the  regulations  which  prevailed 
in  the  prison.     The  room  in  which  he  was 
confined  was  comfortably  furnished,  hav- 
ing in  it  a  sofa-bed,  chairs,  and  a  chest  of 
drawers.     He  had  also  Bre  and  candles 
allowed.     He  was  permitted   to  sec  his 
friends  four  hours  a  day,  from  eleven  to 
three  o'clock ;  but  there  was  a  screen  be- 
tween them,  which  kept  them  about  three 
feet  apart.    Tliis  screen  had  been  placed 
there  a  long  time,  for  the  sake  of  security, 
to  prevent  too  close  a  communication  with 
the  prisoners  and  the  friends  who  visited 
them.  And  as  to  the  correspondence,  there 
waSy  of  course,  obliged  to  be  some  limit  put 
to  that.   Mr.  Taylor  had  permission  to  read 
books  of  philosophy,  historical  writings, 
traveb,  classics,  poetry,  or  any  books  of 
belles-letters,  with  newspapers,  if  he  chose 
to  have  them ;  but  he  was  not  allowed  to 
have  some  of  the  publications  which  he  was 
desirous  of  obtaining.     Among  works  of 
this  nature,  he  (Mr.  Denison)  saw  in  his 
room  a  publication  of  which  he  had  never 
even  beard  the  existence,  until  he  saw  it 
there,  intitled  "  The  Demi's  Pulpit"    It 
was  published  in  numbers,  and  the  House, 
he  was  sure,  would   concur  with  him  in 
opinion,  that  it  was  proper  to  prevent  such 
works  from  being  received  iu  a  prison. 
The  writings  of  Volney  or  Gibbon,  besides 
the  books  which  he  had  enumerated,  Mr. 
Taylor  had  full  permission  to  peruse ;  but 
on  the  publications  to  which  he  had  just 
alluded  the  visiting  Magistrates  had  very 
properly  laid  an  interdict,  conceiving,  that 
It  was  very  wrong  to  allow  them  to  be  re- 
ceived within  the   walls  of  that  prison. 
He  certainly  entertained  doubts  whether  it 
was  prudent  to  prosecute  a  man  who  had 
conducted  himself  as  the  person   about 
whom  he  was  now  addressing  the  House 
had  done.      He    doubted    whether  any 
beneficial   result  flowed  from  convictions 
arising  out   of  blasphemous   attacks  on 
Christianity,  inasmuch  as,  by  such  a  course 
of  proceeding,    the  iniquitous   doctrines 
which  it  was  the  ol^ect  of  the  prosecution 
to  check  were  too  often  more  disseminated ; 
and  a  man  was  declared  a  martyr,  who 
was  fitter  for  another  place  rather  than  a 
prison  ;  but  he  had  no  doubt,  that  a  person 
who  was,  under  the  laws,  sentenced  to  con- 
finement, ought  to  be  made  to  conform  to 
prison  regulations.     Mr.  Taylor  had  been 
made  to  do  so,  and  that  was  the  ground  of 
all  his  complaints.  ^ 
Mr.  Briscoe  said,  befaig  one  of  the 


visiting  Magistrates  of  the  prison,  he  was 
anxious  to  address  a  few  observations  to 
the  House.  He  was  aware,  that  the  anb- 
ject  had  excited  a  good  deal  of  public  al* 
tention,  it  having  been  noticed  in  the 
newspapers,  and  various  remarks  had  been 
made  upon  it.  The  cause  of  complaint 
which  had  been  urged  by  Mr.  Tftylor 
might  be  resolved  into  two  points — ^vii., 
as  to  his  correspondence,  and  to  the  visits 
of  his  friends.  The  sentence,  the  House 
would  bear  in  mind,  was  imprisonment, 
and  imprisonment  only ;  and  the  crime  of 
which  he  was  convicted  was  a  misdemean- 
our. Under  these  circumstances,  there 
ought  to  be,  towards  any  individual  so 
convicted,  no  severity.  As  had  iust  been 
observed,  the  punishment  was  imprison- 
ment only.  With  respect  to  the  first 
complaint — as  to  an  unlimited  correspond- 
ence— that,  he  thought,  could  not  be 
tolerated,  lest  the  doctrines  which  it  was 
the  object  of  the  prosecution  to  check 
should  be  promulgated.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  always  considered  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  Horsemonger-lane  prison 
too  strict,  and  had  endeavoured,  but  with- 
out effect,  to  have  some  alteration  made 
in  them.  The  Magistrates  had  received 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  directing  their  atten- 
tion to  Mr.  Taylor's  case.  Greater  indul- 
gences had  been  shown  tohim  than  to  other 
prisoners,  and  this  had  given  cause  of 
complaint  to  the  other  prisoners.  It  was 
unwise  to  make  distinctions  in  the  treat- 
ment of  prisoners  generally,  but,  in  this 
case,  Mr. Taylor  had  received  the  education 
of  a  gentleman,  and  had  been  accustomed 
to  live  in  a  difierent  manner  from  the 
ordinary  run  of  prisoners.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  additional  indulgences  ought  to  be 
granted  him  on  that  account,  but  that  the 
ordinary  regulations  of  the  prison  should 
be  less  severe  in  their  application  to  him 
than  to  other  prisoners.  It  was  but  just 
to  Mr.  Taylor,  to  say,  that  what  had  been 
stated  in  the  newspapers  of  his  conduct  at 
chapel  was  untrue.  He  did  not  say  ''gam- 
mon" where  the  response  was  "  Amen."  ^ 
Mr.  Taylor  appeared  to  labour  under  | 
nervous  excitement.  He  seemed  unwiU 
ling  to  give  trouble  to  those  about  him  ;  j^ 
and  receiving  a  remonstrance  from  him/ 
as  a  visitine  Magistrate,  he  had  erased  thcj^ 
sentence  placed  over  the  door  of  his  cell,| 
stating,  tnat  the  Christian  religion  was  thef 
greatest  curse  that  ever  befel  the  human:  ^ 
race.  ^j 
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Mr.  Trevor  thought  it  right,  that  the 
prisoner  should  be  prevented  from  employ- 
ing the  liberty  of  correspondence  as  the 
means  of  circulating  his  opinions.  It  was 
of  importance  that  the  prison  regulations 
should  be  strictly  enforced  in  such  cases, 
at  the  same  time  that  every  indulgence 
consistent  with  the  prisoner's  situation 
should  be  allowed. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  glad  the  case  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  two  Members  for 
the  county.  When  he  was  imprisoned  he 
made  complaints,  and  they  were  represent- 
ed as  false  and  groundless  in  that  House 
by  the  Members  for  the  county.  The 
matter  was  afterwards  sent  before  a  Com- 
mittee, and  those  complaints,  which  both 
Members  and  Magistrates  said  were  false, 
were  completely  substantiated.  It  was 
going  beyond  the  law,  to  prevent  a  man, 
who  wasconfined  only  for  a  misdemeanour, 
from  corresponding.  What  was  worse, 
the  law  was  unequal.  Mr.  Carlile  was  im- 
prisoned not  far  off  for  a  similar  offence, 
and  he  was  allowed  to  correspond  freely, 
and  to  see  his  friends  in  his  room.  Nothing 
could  justify  such  restriction  of  corre- 
spondence, but  an  apprehension  that  it 
was  intended  to  employ  it  as  a  means  of 
escape.  He  knew  from  experience,  that 
the  mformation  of  gaolers  and  turnkeys 
was  the  last  thing  in  the  world  that  should 
be  relied  upon.  Mr.  Taylor,  he  believed, 
advocated  very  Utopian  doctrines,  but  the 
course  pursued  towards  him  would  only 
have  the  effect  of  giving  him  the  merit  of 
martyrdom  in  the  eyes  of  many  people. 
He  knew  nothing  of  him  or  his  doctrines, 
having  never  seen  him  but  once,  at  a  public 
meeting.  The  public  mention  of  those 
publications,  and  the  frequent  mention  of 
them,  only  aggravated  the  evil.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  notice  taken  the  other 
night  by  the  member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Gordon)  of  The  Poor  Man's  Guardian^ 
the  sale  of  it  had  increased  from  3,000  to 
11,000  per  week,  and  the  editor  would 
have  to  thank  the  hon.  member  for  Dun- 
dalk for  quadrupling  the  sale  of  his  pub- 
lication. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  was  sorry  to  see 

*  in  the  House  something  like  indulgent  feel- 
^  ings  towards  Mr.  Taylor,  very  different  from 

•  those  evinced  towanls  other  persons.  He 
i  was  intitled  to  no  indulgence.  He  was 
i  convicted  of  blasphemy.  It  was  an  oroin- 
tous  symptom  to  see  him  meet  with  more 

I  lindulgence  than  others.   He  must  attribute 
f  lit  to  that  power  he  possessed  of  wielding 


the  Press.  His  superior  education  and 
station  in  life  ought  to  be  rather  a  cause 
for  a  more  rigid  enforcement  of  the  law 
than  for  indulgence.  No  man  had  done 
more  to  disseminate  moral  and  physical 
evil.  The  increased  circulation  to  which 
the  member  for  Preston  alluded,  was  not  to 
be  attributed  to  him  (Mr.  Gordon),  for  he 
had  only  done  his  duty  in  bringing  it 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  It  was 
owing  to  the  relaxation  of  the  law,  to  the 
neglect  of  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  put 
down  such  publications.  In  one  of  them 
the  Royal  Family  was  spoken  of  as  the 
curse  of  the  country,  and  the  member  for 
Preston  himself,  after  coming  forward  in 
this  House  and  calling  The  Poor  Man^s 
Guardian  seditious  trash,  had  since  written 
to  the  authors  of  the  work,  praising  and 
encouraging  their  publication.  ['*  No" 
from  Mr.  Hunt.] — Do  you  deny  it  ? 

Mr.  Hunt. — I  do. 

Mr.  Gordon,  after  a  pause,  and  pulling 
out  a  bundle  of  papers — "  Do  you  still 
deny  it  ?" — he  could  produce  the  letter. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  hon.  Member, 
that  he  was  out  of  order  in  addressing 
any  hon.  Member  personally. 

Mr.  Gordon  said,  he  was  not  aware  that 
he  had  been  out  of  order  in  putting  the 
question  to  the  member  for  Preston,  know- 
ing, that  he  addressed  a  letter  to  the  writers 
of  this  trash,  applauding  them  for  having 
written  it,  and  recommending  them  to  con- 
tinue their  publication. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  he  had  before  expressed 
his  opinion  of  these  debates,  to  which  the 
member  for  Dundalk  seemed  so  very 
partial.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
gaol  regulations  were  to  be  carried  into 
effect  against  this  individual  or  not?  They 
had  been  already  very  considerably  re- 
laxed with  respect  to  him,  and  he  hoped 
his  future  conduct  would  prove  him  worthy 
of  such  relaxation. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  the  member  for 
Dundalk  charged  the  House  with  indulg- 
ence towards  the  prisoner.  Now  the  com- 
plaint was,  that  Mr.  Taylor  had  been  con- 
victed for  a  misdemeanour,  and  that  his 
punishment  in  prison  was  more  severe 
than  that  usually  inflicted  in  such  cases. 
He  complained,  that  he  was  not  allowed 
liberty  of  correspondence,  while  Carlile, 
as  great  a  blasphemer  as  he,  laid  under  no 
such  restriction.  If  Magistrates  were  to 
make  prison  regulations,  they  ought  to  be 
uniform.  The  true  spirit  of  Christianity 
did  not  show  itself  in  chains  and  gaolt^  but 
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in  chanty  to  all  mankind,  whatever  might 
be  their  opinions.  Persecution  might  make 
hypocrites,  but  it  never  yet  made  converts. 
No  person  would  suspect  him  of  being 
friendly  to  the  opinions  of  this  man,  or  to 
his  publications ;  but  prosecutions  only 
gave  an  importance  to  this  miserable  trash 
which  it  could  not  otherwise  obtain.  The 
Christian  religion  might  rest  securely  on 
its  own  basis.  It  was  not  Christianity  to 
trample  even  on  the  victims of^st  punish- 
ment. 

An  ^071.  Member  was  of  opinion,  that 
all  prosecutions  f6r  blasphemy  were  both 
injurious  and  impolitic. 

Sir  jp.  Burdett  said,  Mr. Taylor's  opinions 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question,  which 
was,  whether  or  not  he  was  harshly  treated  ? 
Some  relaxation  was  ordered  from  hi^h 
authority,  and  that  was  proof  that  he  had 
been  harshly  treated.  Why  should  he  be 
restricted  from  seeino^his  friends?  Mads- 
trates  and  keepers  of  prisons  had  no  right 
to  inflict  those  hardships,  and  the  impo- 
sition of  such  restrictions  was  altogether 
illegal.  Mr.  Taylor  ought  not  to  have 
them  inflicted  on  him,  however  offensive 
his  opinions  might  be. 

Mr.  Denison  said,  the  Magistrates  re- 
fused Mr.  Taylor  the  power  of  correspond- 
ence, without  sending  his  letters  open, 
from  the  dread  entertained  by  them  of  his 
introducing  his  doctrines  among  the  pri- 
soners. His  hon. colleague  and  he  were  but 
two  out  of  a  Committee  of  twelve  Magis- 
trates who  had  the  superintendance  of  the 
prison,  and  they  had  done  all  in  their 
power  to  alleviate  the  confinement  of  Mr. 
Taylor,  as  well  as  every  other  prisoner,  but 
they  were  sometimes  in  a  minority. 

Mr.  Briscoe  wished  it  to  be  understood, 
that  he  had  distinctly  said,  no  indulgence 
was  to  be  shown  to  Mr.  Taylor  on  account 
of  the  offence  for  which  he  was  imprisoned, 
but  what  had  been  done  was  upon  public 
principles,  and  he  wished  every  one  im- 
prisoned for  similar  offences  should  be 
treated  in  the  same  way.  He  knew  nothing 
of  the  individual,  his  trial,  or  conviction, 
except  that  he  knew  Mr.  Taylor  had  been 
convicted  of  a  misdemeanour,  but  he 
thought  he  ought  not  to  suffer  greater 
severity  than  other  persons  confined  in 
other  gaols  did  for  the  like  offences. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  had  never  charged 
the  hon.  Member  with  having  given  facili- 
ties to  the  prisoner  to  distribute  his  mis- 
chievous publications,  but  he  thought 
improper  indulgences  were  given  to  him, 


which  were  denied  to  others,  particularly 
as  to  seeing  his  friends. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Corn-Laws.]  Lord  Milton  presented  a 
Petition  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  county 
of  Gloucester,  praying  for  a  gradual  and 
total  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  He  thought 
the  request  of  the  petitioners  moderate 
and  reasonable,  although  they  somewhat 
exaggerated,  in  his  opinion,  the  evil  effects 
of  those  laws,  which  were  undoubtedly  a 
heavy  tax  on  the  most  numerous  classes 
of  the  community,  and,  therefore,  the 
sooner  they  were  removed  the  better. 
The  petitioners  stated,  that  they  could  no 
longer  be  deluded  by  the  sophistry  and  false 
arguments  of  those  who  desired  to  conti- 
nue a  tax  upon  corn,  however  small;  and 
they,  therefore,  prayed,  that  the  whole  tax 
might  be  gradually  repealed,  by  a  reduc- 
tion of  one-sixth  of  the  duty  annually, 
until  the  whole  was  remitted.  He  con- 
curred with  the  views  of  the  petitioners, 
but  at  present  he  would  not  enter  further 
into  the  discussion  than  to  take  the  oppor* 
tunity  of  stating,  that  if  he  occupied  a 
seat  in  another  Parliament,  he  should 
unquestionably  bring  the  subject  forward. 

Mr.  James  observed,  that  whenever  such 
motion  was  brought  forward,  he  should 
be  happy  to  second  it. 

Mr.  Hunt  also  supported  the  prayer  of 
the  petition,  for  he  entertained  a  positive 
opinion  that  the  Corn-laws  were  the  cause 
of  great  evil.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  petitioners  had  taken  an  ex- 
aggerated view  of  these  evils.  The  real 
mischief  amounted,  probably,  to  one-third 
of  their  estimate.  He  had  given  notice  of 
a  motion  for  the  repeal  of  those  laws,  and 
as  it  was  probable  he  might  not  again 
have  a  seat  in  that  House,  he  hoped  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the  sub- 
ject forward  during  the  present  Session. 

Lord  Francis  Osborne  felt  somewhat  sur- 
prised, that  hon.  Gentlemen  were  inclined 
to  support  a  petition,  which  even  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  acknowledged  con- 
tained grossly  exaggerated  statements  of 
the  evils  of  the  Corn-laws.     He  believed,  i 
that  whenever  these  laws  were  brought  I 
under  their  consideration,  there  would  be  t 
no  difficulty  in  proving,  that  unless  pro*  J 
tection  was  afforded  to  the  agriculturists,  I 
corn  could  not  be  grown  in  this  country,? 
and  if  these  laws  were  entirely  removed, J 
we  must  depend  on  foreign  countries  forf  ^ 
OUT  supply  of  wheat.  { ^ 
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The  Marquis  of  Chandos  said,  that 
when  it  was  admitted  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Preston,  that  the  statements  in  the  peti- 
tion were  grossly  exaggerated,  it  could 
not  merit  much  consideration  from  the 
House.  He  fully  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  last  spoken,  in  the  opinion, 
that  if  it  was  desirable  corn  should  be 
grown  at  all  in  this  country,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  continue  some  protecting  duty. 

Mr.  Ramiden  rose  to  advert  to  a  differ- 
ent subject  from  the  Corn-laws.  It  might 
be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gentlemen, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  called  himself 
the  Representative  of  the  people,  had  pre- 
sented a  petition,  purporting  to  come  from 
Huddersfield,  praying  for  Universal  Suf- 
frage, Annual  Parliaments,  and  Vote  by 
Ballot.  He  had  not  been  present  when 
that  petition  had  been  presented,  but  he 
had  since  received  undoubted  information 
from  that  place,  that  no  such  petition  had 
been  heard  of  there,  and  if  it  really  ema- 
nated from  Huddersfield,  it  had  not  the 
real  signature  of  a  single  respectable  in- 
habitant attached  to  it.  He  had,  there* 
fore,  taken  an  opportunity  of  examining  the 
petition,  and  found,  that  m  many  parts  of  it 
whole  strings  of  names  were  signed  in  the 
hand- writing  of  the  same  individual,  and 
he  should  be  ready  to  prove,  that  many  of 
the  signatures  were  not  the  bond  fide 
hand-writing  of  those  whose  names  were 
attached  to  it.  It  would  become  the  hon. 
Member  to  examine  petitions  before  he 
presented  them,  to  ascertain  if  they  were 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House,  or 
fit  to  be  received. 

Lord  Milton  moved  the  petition  should  be 
printed, and  said,  the  nobleLord  ,the  member 
for  Cambridgeshire,  had  dealt  rather  hard- 
ly with  it,  for  the  statements  it  contained 
rather  proceeded  from  miscalculation  than 
wilful  exaggeration.     The  noble  Lord  had 
stated,  that  if  the  tax  were  removed,  corn 
could  not  be  grown  in  this  country,  and 
consequently,  we  must  depend  on  foreign 
countries  for  supplies.     But  was  he  aware 
how  much  we  already  obtained  from  other 
countries  ?  did  he  know,  that  according  to 
the  returns,  no  less  than  2,000,000  quarters 
of  foreign  corn  were  im^rted  into  Eng- 
i  land  last  year  ?     Tliis  fact  must  be  quite 
:  sufficient  to  convince  the  noble  Lord,  that 
.  if  protection  was  necessary  to  the  agricul- 
iturists  of  this  country,  the  existing  laws 
I  did  not  afford  it. 

\     Mr.  Hunt  thought,  if  the  petitioners  had 
ijnade  an  erroneous  calculation  ^  that  was 


I  no  reason  why  their  petition  should  not  be 
supported.  He  begged  leave  to  repWtothe 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ramsden)  who  had 
taken  occasion  to  denounce  a  petition 
which  he  had  presented  from  Huddenfield 
on  Monday  last.  That  petition  was  numer- 
ously signed,  and  was  agreed  to  at  a  public 
meeting  held  in  the  town,  as  he  had  been 
informed^  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  parties 
who  signed  it  were  as  respectable  aa  any 
of  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  Gentleman* 
Probably  they  did  not  occupy  so  high  a 
station  in  life  as  some  others,  but  they 
earned  their  living  as  honestly  as  any  men 
in  Yorkshire.  With  respect  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  petition  had  been  signedi  he 
believed  it  was  not  unusual  for  penona 
busily  employed  to  get  others  to  sign  for 
them.  In  the  present  instance,  many  of 
the  individuals  who  wished  to  have  their 
names  attached  to  it  were  unable  to  write 
themselves,  and,  consequently,  employed 
others  to  sign  for  them.  He  had  read  the 
whole  of  the  petition,  and  had  no  scru- 
ple in  saying,  that  those  who  had  signed  it 
were  as  honest  and  worthy  of  consideration 
as  any  petitioners  who  approached  that 
House. 

Mr.  Ramsden  said,  then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber justified  forgery,  because  he  had  a  list 
of  individuals,  whose  names  were  said  to 
be  attached  to  this  petition,  who  declared 
they  had  never  signed  it. 

Mr.  Portman  put  it  to  the  House,  whe- 
ther a  petition,  which  it  was  admitted  ou 
all  hands  contained  gross  exaggeration , 
should  be  allowed  to  be  printed. 

Lord  Milton  had  already  said,  that  if 
there  was  exaggeration,  it  had  originated 
in  error,  and  had  not  been  concocted  for 
the  purpose  of  wilful  deception.  He 
thought,  therefore,  no  objection  should  be 
raised  to  its  being  printed. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Parliamentary  Reform  -—  Bill 
FOR  England  — Committee — Eighth 
Day.]  Lord  John  Russell  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Reform  of 
Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

Mr.  Poyntz  said,  that  he  liad  a  Petition 
to  present  from  a  place  called  Islington ^ 
in  the  county  of  Devon,  which  parish  was 
contiguous  to,  and  in  some  respects  might 
be  considered  as  part  of,  the  borough  of 
Ashburton,  and  certain  individuals  resid- 
ing therein  had  invariably  exercised  the 
right  of  voting  at  elections  for  die  Men* 
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btiB  of  thai    boroughs      Those  persons 
were  the  present   petitionersi  and  they 

r^,  that  the  parish  of  Islington  might 
annexed  to  Ashburton,  and  with  it 
Gonlioue  to  return  two  Members  to  Par- 
iiamentft  When  that  borough  came  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Housei  he  felt 
confident,  that  he  should  be  able  to  make 
out  a  strong  case  in  its  behalf. 

The  petition  referred  to  the  Committee. 
Speaker  left  the  Chair» 

Mr.  Bernal  moved,  "  that  the  borough 
of  Hedon  be  inciud^  in  schedule  A/' 

Mr.  Farrand  rose  and  said,  that  Hedon 
had  never  been  a  corrupt  or  nomination 
borough.  At  the  contested  election  in 
1826,  331  electors  were  polled.  It  could 
not  be  deemed  an  inconsiderable  place,  for 
it  was  surrounded  by  a  rich  and  populous 
neighbourhood*  As  he  knew,  however, 
that  it  would  be  altogether  useless  to 
ofier  any  objection  to  its  being  included 
amongst  the  disfranchised  boroughs,  owing 
to  the  population  being  under  the  limits 
assigned  by  the  noble  Ix^rd,  he  should  not 
oppose  the  motion.  It  had  been  his  in* 
tcntion  to  move,  that  the  borough  o( 
Hedon  should  be  transferred  from  schedule 
A  to  schedule  D :  he  had  given  up  this 
intention  ;  but  at  some  future  stage  of  the 
Bill  he  should  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  case  of  the  district  of  Hoi- 
derness,  which  formed  a  separate  jurisdic- 
tion of  its  own,  and  which  he  thought,  as 
It  contained  a  population  of  27,000  per-^ 
sons,  was  better  en  titled  to  Representation 
than  any  of  those  eighteen  boroughs 
which,  with  a  population  altogether  not 
exceeding  80,000,  had  not  less  than  thir- 
ty-six Members.  It  was  also  right  to 
state,  that  the  Riding  in  the  county  of 
York  tn  which  Hedon  was  situated,  con* 
tained  a  population  of  190,000  inha- 
bitants, while  the  North  Riding  had  only 
183,000.  If  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  carried  into  effect,  Beverley  alone 
would  be  left  in  the  East  Riding,  while  no 
less  than  eight  Members  would  be  return- 
ed for  the  North  Riding.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances he  should  move,  at  a  subse- 
quent ooportunity,  that  Hedon  should  be 
taken  from  sch^ule  A,  and  placed  in 
schedule  B*  He  knew  no  reason  why  its 
franchise  should  not  be  extended  to  the 
surrounding  district,  which  contained 
27,000  inhabitants. 

Mr.  Strickland  was  of  opinion,  that 
Yorkshire,  and  io  particular  the  East 
Elding,  would  not  Imi  ade<|uately  Repre-* 


seated  under  the  Reform  Bill ;  and  it  had 
been  his  intention  to  move,  that  each  Rid- 
ing should  have  four  Members.  He  had, 
however,  refrained  from  doing  so,  because 
he  was  reluctant  to  do  anything  that  might 
embarrass  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  Accord* 
ing  to  its  provisions,  there  would  be  only 
two  members  for  the  East  Riding,  besides 
those  for  Beverley;  and  the  freeholders 
would  have  only  a  vote  for  two  county 
Members  instead  of  four.  The  East 
Riding  was  as  large  as  two  or  three 
counties,  and  yet  it  would  thus  only 
have  four  Members.  Take,  for  example, 
Northampton,  which,  like  the  East  Rid- 
ing, was  an  agricultural  district.  It 
had  only  162,000  inhabitants,  yet  it  was 
to  have  four  county,  and  it  had  four 
borough  Members.  Yorkshire  would  have 
fewer  Representatives  than  Durham,  which 
had  received  several  additional  Members. 
It  would  have  ten  Members,  while  York- 
shire was  to  have  only  two  additional ;  and 
were  it  to  have  as  many  in  proportion  as 
Durham,  it  would  have  sixty.  He  com- 
plained that  the  principle  of  giving  two 
Representatives  to  counties  of  150,000 
people  had  not  been  adhered  to ;  if  it  had, 
he  should  not  have  put  in  any  claim  for 
the  East  Riding.  He  considered  each 
county  as  a  Riding,  and  then  Yorkshire 
would  have  received  six  additional  Mem- 
bers. He  did  not  wish  to  see  England 
divided  into  districts,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  Representatives  in  proportion  to  the  • 
number  of  inhabitants;  but  it  was,  at  the 
same  time,  acting  unjustly  to  Yorkshire, 
not  to  give  it,  as  it  had  1 ,500,000  inhabit- 
ants, more  than  two  additional  Represent- 
atives. There  were  seven  counties  in  the 
south  of  England  which  were  to  receive  a 
three  Members  each;  and  the  whole  of  , 
them  did  not  contain  the  number  of  acres  i 
that  were  in  Yorkshire.  He  hoped  that !; 
the  attention  of  Ministers,  to  whom  he  ) 
gave  all  proper  praise,  would  be  agaia 
called  to  the  case  of  Yorkshire,  and  that 
then  that  county  would  receive  four  addi-* 
tional  Members. 

Mr.   Ramsden  did  not  agree  with  hia 
hon.  friend  on  the  subject  of  Yorkshire  J 
His  hon.  friend,  however,  had   departedt 
from  the  question  before  the  Committee ' 
by  addressing  himself  exclusively  to  th^ , 
Representation  of  the  county  of  York.  Th^  / 
question   was,   whether   the  borough    o;  y 
Hedon  should  stand  part  of  schedule  I^  J 
and  he  was  of  opinion  it  should,  for  it  wif  ^- 
a  corrupt,  jobbing  borough*  1 4 
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Mt.  Sadler  observed,  that  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  abundantly 
proved,  that  the  principles  on  which  the 
Reform  Bill  was  professedly  founded  had 
been  entirely  overlooked,    so   far  as  the 
great  and  populous  county' of  York  was 
affected  by  it.     Even  the  plan  of  Crom- 
well appeared  more  favourable  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  rural  population  than  that 
proposed  by  the  present  Government,  as 
he  had  conferred  on  Yorkshire  alone  not 
less  than  twenty  two  members,  six  of  whom 
were  apportioned  to  the  towns.    It  was 
true  he  extinguished  Hedon,  but  he  also 
dealt  the  same  measure  of  justice  to  Mal- 
ton.     The  present  Bill  would  leave  York- 
shire worse  represented  than  it  actually 
was  according  to  the  system  in  operation 
hitherto.     No  two  things  could  be  more 
different,  than  the  plan  of  Cromwell,  with 
respect  to  Representation,  and  that  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  on  the  present  occa- 
sion.     According  to  the  proposed  plan, 
Yorkshire  would  not  be  adequately  repre- 
sented, while  other  counties,  with  not  a 
fourth  of  the  population    of   Yorkshire, 
would  have   more  than  their  fair  share. 
Durham,  for  example,  with  a  population  of 
207,000  inhabitants,  would  have  twice  as 
many  representatives  as  the  West  Riding 
of  York,  where  the  population,  perhaps, 
amounted  to  a  million.    A^diin,  was  it  fair 
to  give  the  same  number  of  Representatives 
to  Cumberland  and  Lancashire  ?    This  un- 
equal mode  of  distributing  the  franchise 
would  produce  great    discontent   in  the 
country.     If  our  ancient  histitutions  were 
to  be  destroyed,  it  was  necessary  to  erect 
on  their  ruins  some  measure  based  on  in- 
telligible principles  of  property  or  popula- 
tion, but  this  violated  them  all.     He  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Members,  that  the 
rural  districts  of  Yorkshire  would  be  in- 
adequately represented,  and  he  therefore 
was  against  the  disfranchisement  of  Hedon. 
Sir  C.  Wetherell  would  wish  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  to  explain  why  a  borough, 
situated  in  a  populous  district,  should  not 
be  dealt  with  in  the  same  manner  as  a  bo- 
xough  in  a  parish  ?     He  had  not  heard  any 
xeason  why  the  same  principle  should  not 
'.©pply  to  both.     He  would  not  go  into  the 
'•question  of  Yorkshire,  for  he  was  not  a 
.y'orkshireman,    except    by    superinduce- 
'    '  went  as  a  Member  of  Parliament ;    but, 
1*  '  ooking  to  the  treatment  of  some  boroughs, 
r  '  ^  compared  with  others,   he  would  ask, 
\  \i  |diy  one  law  should  be  applied  to  one  set 
J  f  boroughs,  and  another  to  another  set^ 


though  under  the  same  circumstances? 
Give  him  up  Malton,  and  he  would  give 
up  Boroughbridge  ;  but  why  were  Malton, 
Calne,  and  Tavistock  retained,  while 
others  that  had  as  much  right  to  remain 
were  disfranchised  ?  These  were  questions 
which  the  public  would  ask,  and  to  which  ' 
it  would  expect  an  answer.  He  would 
ask,  why  not  add  Holdemess  to  Hedon  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  had  asked,  why  not  include  the 
population  of  a  district  as  well  as  of  a 
parish  ?  Was  he  serious  in  that  question  ? 
In  the  first  place,  if  they  took  a  district^ 
they  should  take  probably  a  hundred; 
but  would  not  the  effect  of  such  a  plan  be 
to  cut  up  the  county  Representation  ?  If 
the  inhabitants  of  hundreds  were  incor- 
porated with  borouprhs,  there  would,  ac- 
cording to  the  principle  of  this  bill^  be  few 
electors  for  counties.    . 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  did  not  mean^  that 
hundreds  should  be  cut  up  in  this  way ; 
but  boroughs  had  districts,  called  liberties 
round  them — wKy  not  include  these,  in- 
stead of  disfranchising  the  borough,  where 
they  afforded  a  considerable  population  ? 

Mr.  Kenyan  would  not  delay  the  Com- 
mittee at  this  stage,  but  felt  it  necessary  to 
state,  that  at  a  future  stage  he  should  de- 
mand an  additional  Member  for  each  of  the 
counties  of  Wales. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  his  argument  went  to 
this  only,  that  the  plan  of  Ministers  would 
lessen  the  Representation  of  Yorkshire, 
which  was  already  inadequately  repre- 
sented. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  that  in  the  present 
case  Ministers  departed  from  their  own 
principle  of  giving  Representation  to  popu- 
lation and  property.  But  if  they  gave  it 
to  population,  only  when  collected  in  large 
masses,  they  would  exclude  extensive 
agricultural  districts. 

'^lv,Farrand  said,  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Ramsden)  had  talked  of  the  corruption  of 
the  borough  of  Hedon,  but  if  he  stated 
that  there  had  been  any  such  during  his 
connection  with  it,  he  begged  to  deny  it 
in  the  strongest  language  which  the  cus- 
tom of  Parliament  would  admit  of. 

Sir  C.For6e5said,  that  a  strong  case  had 
been  made  out  for  Yorkshire,  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Aldborough.  He  agreed  with 
him,  that  the  number  of  Representatives 
for  that  county  ought  to  be  increased. .  As 
some  insinuations  had  been  thrown  out 
against  the  borough  of  Beverley,  which  he 
had  once  represented,  he  must  say,  he  had 
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been  returned  most  independently  by  the 
electors,  who  were  anxious  again  to  offer 
him  their  disinterested  support,  from  a  con- 
viction that  he  had  discharged  his  duty 
honestly  as  their  ReprescDtative. 

Mr.  Ramsden  said,  that  Hedon  was  the 
property  of  a  gentleman  who  bought  it, 
and  who  had  sold  it  many  years.  This 
gentleman  had  written  to  him,  stating  that 
the  electors  were  iucliued  to  be  reformers, 
but  the  Members  for  the  borough  voted 
against  the  Bill,  and  on  asking  for  some 
explanation  of  this,  he  had  been  told,  the 
electors  would  be  reformers  if  Hedon  was 
joined  to  Holdemess,  but  that  otherwise 
they  would  be  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Farrand  requested  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  name  any  individual  who  had 
ever  applied  to  him  for  any  consideration 
for  his  vote.  He  had  stood  five  contested 
elections  for  the  borough,  the  third  of 
which  he  had  lost  by  a  majority  of  ten 
votes,  in  consequence  of  the  support  he 
had  given  to  the  noble  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell's  motion  on  the  subject  of  Reform  in 
the  year  1822. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  considered  the  pro- 
position for  the  total  disfranchisement  of 
the  borough,  when  the  franchise  could  be 
extended  to  an  adjoining  district,  unjust. 
If  they  refused  the  district  in  this  case, 
how  could  they  allow  it  in  others. 

The  question  was  put,  "  that  Hedon 
stand  part  of  schedule  A,*'  and  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Hey- 
tesbury  stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

Captain  A^ Court  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  offer  any  arguments  against  the 
motion,  after  the  decision  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  Downton,  but  would  con- 
tent himself  with  saying  he  opposed  it. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Heytesbury 
placed  in  the  schedule. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  nigham  Ferrers  stand  part  of 
schedule  A.'* — Agreed  to. 

The  next  motion  was, "  that  the  borough 
of  Hindon  stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

Mr.  J.  Weyland  said,  it  would  be  only 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  if  he  were 
to  contend,  that  the  150  honest  electors  of 
Hindon  should,  under  any  modified  system 
of  Reform,  send  two  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment. For  his  own  part  he  cared  not  for 
his  seat;  he  only  hoped  that  the  10/. 
householders,  into  which  these  voters 
would  be,  as  it  were,  transmigrated,  would 
send  a  Member  better  qualified  to  serve 
the  country  in  Parliament  than  he  was. 


He  would  say  one  word  on  the  principle 
of  disfranchisement.      He   thought  that 
where  it  was  done  without  necessity,  it 
was  great  injustice ;  and  when  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  enfranchising  danses, 
he  should  be  able  to  show,  that  the  best 
course  to  take  would  be,  to  consolidate 
some  of  these  boroughs  into  a  kind  of  scot 
and  lot  boroughs,  by  which  all  improper 
patronage  would  be  most  effectually  done 
away  with.   Though  he  was  now  silent  on 
the  subject,  he  should  be  able  to  show, 
when   the   proper  time    came,  that  the 
franchise  of  these  honest  electors  of  Hin- 
don ought  not  to  be  taken  wholly  from 
them  ;  and  he  trusted  he  should  not  be 
twitted  or  insulted  with   any  charge  of 
wishing  to  delay  the  Bill  by  making  such 
a  motion.     What  was  the  Committee  for, 
if  they  did  not  make  amendments  in  the 
Bill  ?    It  had  need  of  amendments.  There 
was,  however,  a  large  body  in,  and  a  large 
body  out  of  the  House,  cheering  on  Mi- 
nisters to  pass  the  Bill  **  with  all  its  imper- 
fections on  its  head  ;"  or,  to  use  the  me- 
taphor of  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member  on 
a  former  evening,  who  applied  the  femi- 
nine gender  to  his  borough,  he  would  say 
of  this  Bill — that  if  she  was  covered  with 
ulcers,  from  the  crown  of  the  head  to  the 
tip  of  the  chin,  these  parties  would  con- 
sider her  a  Venus.     He  was  a  Reformer, 
and  was  willing  to  make  a  sacrifice  at  the 
altar  of  his  country,  but  he  wished  that 
the  measure  should  be  a  real  measure  of 
Reform,  and  that  it  should  not  be  repre- 
sented over  the  left  shoulder  to  the  people 
as  one  thing,  and  over  the  right  described 
to  the  aristocracy  as  another — as  quite  an 
aristocratic    measure.      But    the    honest 
people  of  England  would  not  be  duped  by* 
having  it  called  a  name  to  which  it  was* 
not  entitled,  and  it  could  not  be  called  a' 
measure  in  favour  of  the  people,  if  it  took* 
away  the  franchise  of  any  part  of  thenj 
without  necessity.     He  would  write  to  hie 
constituents  to-morrow,  and  tell  them  yes- 
terday they  were  killed.      However,  he 
would  endeavour  to  resuscitate  them  by 
moving    at    a    future  period    that    thir 
borough  be  incorporated  with  some  others! 
The  Bill  which  pretended  to  do  so  much 
which   was  Reform  from  the  beginnin|  • 
to  the  end,  reminded  .him  of   a  circunj » 
stance  which  he  heard  when  a  young  ms/  / 
about  twenty  years  ago*     A  Russian  a^  ^ 
rived  in  France  with  the  tautologous  nan  J 
of  Mouski-Mouski.     He  was  accosted  \i 
a  Frenchman,  who  asked  him—*'  Coi  ^ 
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ment  t'appelle  tu  ?"  "  Mouski-Mouski," 
Wai  the  reply.  "Ah,  mon  ami,**  rejoined 
the  Frenchman^ "  soyez  Mouski  si  vous 
voulez,  roais  vous  ne  serez  pas  Mouski- 
Mouski:  cela  ne  passe  pas  ici.**  The 
Frenchman  thought,  that  a  man  should 
not  have  a  monopoly  of  a  name  ;  and  in 
the  same  way  he  would  say,  that  this  Bill 
ought  not  to  nave  a  monopoly  of  the  name 
of  Reform  if  it  were  not  a  Reform  Bill  in 
reality.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  people 
under  a  delusion  as  to  this  Bill,  which 
they  certainly  were,  if  its  efTects  should  be, 
to  take  from  them  wholly  the  rights  which 
they  had  inherited  from  their  ancestors. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  this  from  a  Reformer.  He  was  glad  to 
find,  that  a  Reformer  admitted  the  injustice 
of  taking  from  those  boroughs  the  rights 
which  Ixilonged  to  them,  and  excluding 
them  wholly  from  a  share  in  the  Repre- 
sentation. Why  should  there  be  such  an 
accumulation  of  boroughs  cut  off  by  the 
Bill,  when  part  of  the  object  of  its  pro* 
posers  might  be  equally  as  well  answered 
by  extending'  the  franchise  to  surrounding 
parishes  and  districts.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  were  persons 
out  of  doors  hallooin?  on  the  Ministers. 
These  parties,  like  the  French  Revolu- 
tionists, called  Ca  Ira,  eo  on  with  your 
Bill,  never  mind  what  individual  Memoers 
say,  do  not  care  for  trifles,  you  have  the 
Press  and  the  country  with  you.  He 
hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  bring  for- 
ward these  circumstances  of  absurdity,  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  when  he 
would  support  them,  for  at  present  they 
were  striking  out  boroughs  without  know- 
ing whether  they  were  right  or  wrong.  If 
it  was  really  a  fact,  that  these  places 
were  as  corrupt  as  they  were  said  to  be, 
he  hoped  that,  when  they  were  fairly  dis- 
franchised, some  locus  penitenti<2  would 
be  provided  for  those  who  had  repre- 
sented them. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said,  it  was 
quite  useless  for  the  House  to  make  ar- 
rangements to  forward  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  if  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  every 
occasion  entered  into  such  long  and 
lesultory  discussions.     It    was    natural 

I-.^at  the  hon.  Member  who  represented 
l;ie  borough  should  make  a  few  remarks, 
;  .'ut  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
1,  Sn.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  speak 
^  il  all  kind  of  questions  in  all  kind  of 
ii  iSrms,  and  in  all  kind  of  tongues.  He  was 
^'j  r counterpart  of  Lawyer  Endless  in  the 


play.  He  hoped  the  Chairman  would 
exert  his  authority,  and  put  a  stop  to  such 
long  conversations. 

Mr.  Goulburn  thought  the  worthy  Alder- 
man was  guilty  occasionally  of  that  con- 
duct himself  which  he  reprehended  in 
others. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  he  was,  he 
believed,  at  perfect  liberty  to  speak  or  not 
to  speak,  as  he  thought  proper.  Not  so  the 
hon.  and  worthy  Alderman,  who  had 
thought  proper  to  hnd  fault  with  hisspeeches 
and  conduct.  That  hon.  Member  had  to 
vote,  but  he  was  prohibited  from  speaking. 
He  (Sir  Charles  Wetherell)  knew  a  place 
in  which  there  was  a  kind  of  Old  Bailey 
Jurisdiction;  and  if  the  Members  for  that 
place  presumed  to  speak  their  opinions^ 
or  dared  to  say,  that  evidence  should  be 
received  on  a  question  where  there  wae 
great  reason  to  doubt,  then  he  was  im* 
mediately  brought  before  the  Old  Bailey 
Jurisdiction,  and  told  that  he  was  sent  to 
the  House,  not  to  speak,  but  to  vote« 
The  worthy  Alderman  had  used  no  cere- 
mony with  him — he  would  use  little  with 
the  worthy  Alderman,  and  he  would  there- 
fore say  at  once,  that  the  place  where  this 
Old  Bailey  Jurisdiction  prevailed  was  the 
City  of  London.  If  the  Aldermen  or  the 
Members  for  that  City  dared  to  express 
their  opinions,  they  were  instantly  dragged 
before  this  new-fangled  base  Jurisdiction, 
and  told,  that  their  duty  was  to  vote,  but 
not  to  use  their  judgment,  or  to  speak 
their  sentiments. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Bernat)  said,  he 
must  reluctantly  call  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  order.  The  question  now 
before  the  Committee  had  re^rence  to  the 
disfranchisement  of  the  borough  of  Hindoni 
a  question  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  address 
himself. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  threw  himself  on 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  The  worthy 
Member  had  attacked  him  with  a  face- 
tiousness  not  very  common  in  Aldermen. 
He  told  the  worthy  Alderman,  as  he  had 
a  right  to  do,  that  he  had  the  power  to 
speak,  but  the  Alderman  had  not,  and  it 
was,  therefore,  not  a  matter  of  surprise, 
that  the  worthy  Alderman  wished  to  de* 
prive  him  of  a  power  which  he  could  not 
exercise  himself.  He  would  ask,  whether 
he  was  not  at  liberty  to  treat  with  ineffable 
contempt  and  ridicule  the  censure  of  those 
who  were  not  at  liberty  to  exercise  the  pri« 
vileges  of  Representatives, 
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Lord  John  Russell  entitBi&A  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  allow  these  discussions  to  tenninate. 
Tlie  learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  a 
speech  which  was  not  very  relevant  to  the 
question  before  the  House ;  and  the  worthy 
Alderman  replied  in  a  speech  which  was 
not  much  more  so.  He  noped,  that  the 
Committee  would  now  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  question  before  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venables  felt  bound  to  give 
his  decided  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  the  learned  Gentleman,  that  the  mem- 
bers for  the  City  of  London  were  not  at 
liberty  to  express  their  opinions.  As  far 
as  ha  was  concerned,  he  could  say,  he  felt 
at  libertv  to  speak  and  to  vote  in  any 
manner  his  judgment  dictated;  and  he 
was  confident  that  none  of  the  members 
for  the  City  of  London  were  open  to  the 
accusation  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, who  chareed  them  with  being  de- 
prived of  the  privilege  of  uttering  their 
opinions.  The  learned  Gentleman  should, 
however,  recollect,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  members  of  the  City  of  London  was 
open  to  much  public  observation,  while 
his  conduct,  and  that  of  the  Members 
for  nomination  boroughs,  was  subject  to 
no  such  coercion  or  examination. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  begged  to  ob- 
serve, that  he  came  into  that  House  on  the 
strength  of  the  profession  of  political 
opinions  which  he  was  anxious  to  support, 
snd  which  he  was  at  full  liberty  to  support 
in  anv  manner  he  thought  proper.  He 
conceiTcd,  however,  that  if  he,  as  a 
member  for  the  City  of  London,  did  any- 
thing not  congenial  to  the  feelings  or 
opinions  of  his  constituents,  they  had  a 
right  to  remonstrate  with  him  on  the 
subject 

Mn  Lee  said,  that  the  people  of  Hindon 
had,  during  the  last  Session,  intrusted 
him  with  a  petition  in  favour  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  and  he  believed,  although 
they  were  subjected  to  disfranchisement, 
that  they  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  Weyland  denied  this,  and  said,  he 
had  run  a  great  risk  of  losing  his  seat,  in 
consequence  of  the  kind  of  felo  de  se  vote 
which  he  gave  in  favour  of  Reform  last 
Session* 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Hindon  ordered 
to  stand  part  of  the  clause. 

The  next  question  was,  ''that  llchester 
stand  part  of  schedule  A.*' 

Mr.  Petre  did  not  rise  to  object  to  the 
MottODi  for  he  was  iavouraJile  to  the  Bill, 


but  to  pronounce  a  short  funeral  oration 
over  the  borough — may  it  rest  in  peace  ! 

llchester  was  added  to  schedule  A. 

On  the  question,  that  East  Looe  stand 
part  of  the  clause, 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  thoueht,  that  fbe 
situation  of  this  borough  ckserved  some 
consideration.  The  towns  of  East  Looe 
and  West  Looe,  were  nearly  one  and  the 
same.  They  had  the  same  chapel  and  the 
same  market,  although  they  were  situated 
in  two  different  parishes.  The  population 
of  East  Looe,  in  the  year  1821,  was  770; 
and  of  the  parish  in  which  it  was  situated 
411.  The  population  of  West  Looe  was 
559,  and  of  the  parish  in  which  it  is 
placed  839.  The  whole  population  of  the 
two  parishes  was,  therefore,  with  the 
boroughs,  2,579  ;  and  he  thought,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  no  violation  of  the  rule  of 
the  Government  to  join  these  boroughs, 
and  allow  them  to  be  placed  in  sche- 
dule B. 

Mr.  H,  T.  Hope  supported  this  proposi- 
tion, and  observed,  that  the  voters  of  Looe 
were  under  no  other  influence  than  that  of 
kindliness  and  respect  for  those  who  re^ 
sided  in  their  neighbourhood. 

Mr.  Stanley  thought  it  rather  too  much 
that  these  two  boroughs  should,  because 
they  had  hitherto  sent  four  Members  to 
Parliament,  consider  themselves  entitled 
now  to  brace  up  between  them  the  num- 
bers of  inhabitants  which  would  enable 
them  to  retain  one. 

Mr.  Butter  said,  that  these  two  places 
of  East  and  West  Looe,  had  originally 
sent  but  two  Members  to  Parliament. 
They  now  claimed  to  be  united  as  they 
were  before. 

Mr.  O^ConneU  said,  there  was  but  one 
borough  more  rotten  than^  East  Looe, 
and  that  was  West  Looe.  The  franchises 
were  given  in  the  time  of  Elizabeth  ; 
they  were  rotten  then,  and  had  been  sc 
ever  since.  Hitherto  each  had  returned 
as  many  Members  as  Westminster,  and 
taken  together,  as  many  as  the  City  ol 
London.   This  was  monstrous,  and  he  wai 

flad  he  had  lived  to  see  the  day,  whet 
last  and  West  Looe,  the  two  worst  of  a) 
the  nomination  boroughs,  were  doomed  t 
destruction. 

Mr.  Kenwiis  thought,  the  hon.  membr 
for   Kerry  might   be  fairly  asked,   whr^ 
number  of  places  were  under  his  nomin'  l 
tion  in  Ireland.  j 

Mr.  Baring  said,  the  Question  was  n  - 
now  whether  they  would  get  rid  of  t  j[ 
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nominatioDy  or  corrupt  boroughs,  for  every- 
body knew  that^  by  the  alteration  of  the 
franchise,  the  corruption  in  the  nomination 
would  be  put  an  end  to,  even  in  those 
places  where  it  had  hitherto  most  prevailed. 
The  question  now  was,  to  whom  the 
elective  franchise  was  to  be  given,  or  with 
whom  it  was  to  be  left ;  and  he  must  say, 
that  there  was  to  be  a  transfer  of. that 
franchise  from  the  South  to  the  North, 
which  was  exceedingly  unfair  ;  and  which 
would  give  a  great  preponderance  to  the 
manufacturing,  at  the  expense  of  the 
aerricultural  interest.  If  Cornwall  had 
hitherto  had  more  than  its  due  share  of 
Representatives,  that  was  accounted  for 
by  its  varied  interests.  Its  mines  and  its 
fisheries  were  of  great  local  and  peculiar 
importance.  The  boroughs  in  Cornwall 
had  each  some  interests  to  protect,  either 
with  reference  to  the  mines  or  the  fisheries ; 
and  he  certainly  thought  it  was  of  more 
importance  to  leave  them  the  power  of 
choosing  Representatives  to  support  their 
local  interests,  than  to  give  Members  to 
such  watering  places  as  Cheltenham  or 
Brighton.  If  this  Bill  were  carried  into 
effect,  Cornwall  would  be  denuded  of  its 
Members,  and  the  best  interests  of  the 
empire  left  unprotected  to  bestow  Repre- 
sentation on  such  mushroom  places  as 
these,  which  derived  importance  only  from 
the  migratory  shoals  which  annually  re- 
sorted to  them. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  said,  that  as  the  Looes  were 
formerly  but  one  town,  and  if  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  restore,  and  not  to  de- 
stroy, the  present  proposition  could  not  be 
refused.  If  it  were,  then  the  country 
could  no  longer  be  deceived,  but  must  see 
that  the  real  object  was,  to  make  a  new 
Constitution.  On  a  former  occasion  he 
Tiad  proved,  that  small  places  were  system- 
atically created  parliamentary  boroughs, 
and  the  object  was,  to  enable  the  Crown 
and  Aristocracy  to  maintain  an  influence 
in  that  House.  There  was  never,  at  any 
time,  a  separation  of  the  three  branches  of 
the  Legislature ;  the  House  had  never  re- 
presented the  people,  distinct  from  the  Mo- 
narchy and  Peerage ;  the  system,  therefore, 
:  '.low  proposed,  was  not  Reform,  but  recon- 
I    jiruction. 

■^  ,'  Mr.  J.  L.  Knight  said,  that  he  for  one 
^  '  ^1t  himself,  and  he  presumed  the  Com- 
1*  '.  (ittee  would  also  feel  itself,  released  from 
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his  opinion,  perfectly  competent  for  every 
Member  to  consider  upon  its  own  peculiar 
merits  the  fate  of  each  case  that  came  be- 
fore them,  after  the  decision  which  had 
been  come  to  with  regard  to  the  borough 
of  Down  ton.  He  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
saying,  that  he  felt  himself  now  entitled  to 
deal  with  every  individual  borough  upon 
its  own  merits,  as  much  as  if  no  principle 
had  ever  been  laid  down  and  acceded  to. 

liOrd  Althorp  said,  that  the  decision  upon 
the  case  of  the  borough  of  Downton  was 
no  infringement  of  the  rule  which  had  been 
agreed  to.  As  to  what  had  been  said  by 
his  hon.  friend  about  denuding  Cornwall 
of  its  Representation,  he  put  it  to  his  Hon. 
friend,  whether  more  Cornish  men  would 
not  be  returned,  under  this  Bill,  from  the 
county  of  Cornwall  than  were  returned  at 
present. 

Mr.  Goulburn  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  whether  they  were  likely  to  have 
fewer  Cornish  men  returned  from  Corn- 
wall by  giving  the  right  of  returning  one 
Member  to  the  two  Looes  ?  He  thought  it 
a  most  material  question  for  them  to  con- 
sider, whether  or  not  they  were  doing 
wisely  in  disfranchising  places  of  so  much 
real  importance  as  Fowey  and  East  and 
West  Looe,  while  other  places  of  far  less 
consequence  were  retained. 

Lord  Milton  said,  the  rule  was,  that  all 
boroughs  with  a  less  population  than 
2,000  should  be  disfranchised.  Now  the 
boroughs  of  East  and  West  Looe  had  each 
of  them  less  than  that  number ;  indeed  he 
believed  the  population  of  both  together 
did  not  exceed  2,/300.  It  was  said  they  had 
departed  from  this  rule  with  regard  to 
Downton  ;  and  he  for  one  did  not  approve 
of  the  plan  which  his  noble  friend  had 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  borough  of 
Downton,  as  he  had  shewn  by  voting 
with  the  Gentlemen  opposite  upon  that 
question.  But  he  denied,  that  that  was  any 
breach  of  the  vote  which  declared  that 
no  borough  having  a  population  of  less 
than  2,000  should  be  allowed  to  send 
Members  to  Parliament.  It  was  the  su- 
peraddition  of  a  new  rule  for  disfran- 
chising  where  the  numbers  might  be  above 
that  amount,  and  as  such  he  had  voted 
against  it.  But  it  was  fallacious  to  say, 
that  it  was  a  breach  of  the  other  rule. 

Mr.  G,  Dawson  said,  it  would  be  a 
violation  of  common  sense  for  Gentlemen 
henceforth  to  talk  of  rules  or  principles 
in  this  measure  after  the  decision  of  last 
night.  By  so  doing  they  would  be  makiog 
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themselves  a  by-word  tb  the  country.  He 
agreed  for  once  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry,  who  described  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  to  be  the  destruction  of 
nomination.  If  it  had  any  principle  at  all 
it  was  that.  It  was  nomination  that  the 
people  complained  of,  and  not  whether  a 
borough  had  2,000  or  4,000  inhabitants. 
Let  him,  then,  ask  Gentlemen  opposite, 
whether  they  were  getting  rid  of  nomina- 
tion by  this  measure  ?  Look  at  the  bo- 
rough of  Malton.  Would  any  man  say 
that,  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  the 
power  of  Earl  Fitzwilliam  to  nominate 
the  Members  for  that  borough  would  not 
be  more  complete  than  it  was  at  present  ? 
He  would  say,  that  the  authors  of  this 
Bill  were  bound  to  disfranchise  all  nomi- 
nation boroughs,  and  even  counties,  if  they 
were  found  to  be  in  the  hands  of  nomina- 
tors.  The  noble  Lord  tossed  up  his  head, 
as  if  that  could  not  be  done.  But  he 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  had  cre- 
ated the  difficulties,  and  on  his  shoulders 
they  would  fall,  whether  he  was  able  to 
bear  them  or  not.  They  would  find  that, 
after  they  had  passed  this  Bill,  the  cry 
against  nomination  would  pursue  them  at 
every  step,  and  they  would  find,  that  they 
had  done  nothing  at  all.  He  was  not  say- 
ing this  because  he  saw  the  evil  of  nomi- 
nation. He  much  preferred  nomination, 
with  the  whole  of  the  present  system,  to  the 
change  which  the  noble  Lord  had  proposed. 

Mr.  O'Connell  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  when  he  moved  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  nomination  borough 
of  Malton  he  might  safely  reckon  upon 
his  vote,  which  he  should  certainly  have. 
At  present  nearly  half  the  House  consisted 
of  persons  having  no  connexion  with  the 
places  they  sat  for.  This  was  particularly 
the  case  with  the  Cornish  boroughs,  two  of 
which  were  at  present  before  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  kindly  in- 
structed the  Radicals  as  to  what  they  were 
hereafter  to  do ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  refer  to  these  debates,  and  take 
up  the  Tory  speeches  as  an  unanswerable 
ground  forthe  entire  removal  of  nomination. 

Mr.  G.  Dawson  said,  that  he  never  should 
support  the  disfranchisement  of  any  bo- 
rough whatever.  He  had  stated,  that  he 
preferred  the  present  system ;  but  that 
those  who  supported  the  Bill  were  bound 
to  the  destruction  of  all  nomination.  The 
hon.  member  for  Kerry  ought  to  be  the 
last  man  in  that  House  to  join  in  the  com- 
plaint that  Cornwall  had  not  been  repre- 


sented by  Cornish  men.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  had  invaded  the  elective  fran- 
chise of  three  counties  in  different  parts  of 
Ireland,  with  neither  of  which,  excepting 
the  last,  had  he  the  remotest  connection. 
He  was  not  aware  of  any  good  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  ever  done  in  the  House 
since  he  had  been  in  it.  The  county  of 
Clare  got  very  suddenly  tired  of  him,  and 
cast  him  off,  the  county  of  Waterford  very 
soon  cast  him  off,  or  the  hon.  Member 
cast  them  off— and  he  did  not  know  how 
soon  he  might  be  cast  off  by  the  county  of 
Kerry. 

Mr.  Kennedy  said,  that  Gentlemen  could 
not  always  be  returned  from  places  to 
which  they  belonged,  as  was  shewn  in  the 
case  with  his  right  hon.  friend  who  had 
just  spoken,  who  was  not  able  to  get  him- 
self returned  for  the  only  county  with 
which  he  was  connected. 

Mr.  Brogdens&id,  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry  carried  his  elections  by 
the  amazing  influence  he  possessed  over 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people,  which  had 
been  obtained  by  ministering  to  their  re- 
ligious and  political  prejudices.  He  fos- 
tered the  darkness  of  Catholicism  and  the 
mischief  of  democracy;  but  he  would  find 
it  no  easy  task  to  make  these  feelings  ge- 
nerally prevail  in  England.  The  boroughs 
of  East  and  West  Looe  were  created  by 
Elizabeth,  as  a  protection  to  the  Crown, 
and  a  support  to  the  Protestant  religion  t 
and  he  trusted  the  time  would  never  ar- 
rive when  the  Sovereign  would  feel  a 
want  of  the  support  afforded  by  Members 
for  such  places.  The  history  of  the  past, 
as  well  as  of  the  present,  exhibited  ample 
proof  of  the  advantage  of  these  places,  for 
most  of  the  distinguished  statesmen  who 
had  adorned  that  House,  or  promoted 
the  interests  of  their  country,  had  been 
sent  into  Parliament  by  small  boroughs. 
Having  represented  one  of  these  boroughs 
for  several  years,  he  considered  himself 
bound  to  assert,  that  he  was  as  independ^ 
ent,  and  as  desirous  of  advancing  the  best 
interests  of  the  country,  as  any  hon.  Gen« 
tleman. 

Mr.  H,  T,  Hope  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
complain  of  any  opinions  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Kerry  as  to  the  boroughs  * 
of  Looe,  or  to  those  who  represented  them, ', 
He  meant  no  personal  disrespect  to  the  ' 
hon.  Member,  but  as  a  political  man,  th(  \ 
approbation  of  the  hon.  Member  woulc  { 
anord  no  very  high  excitement  or  gratifi  ^ 
cation  to  his  ambition.    When  he  remem  ^ 
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bered  that  in  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member  it  always  appeared  to  be  a  point 
gained  when  he  could  succeed  in  casting 
an  aspersion  upon  any  part  of  the  British 
Constitution,  or  of  its  establishments,  he 
certainly  did  not  feel  his  censures  very 
acutely,  or  entertain  any  strong  wish  to 
repel  an  attack  upon  himself,  or  upon  any 
one  connected  with  him,  coming  from 
such  a  quarter. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  intimated,  that  he 
considered  the  claim  of  the  two  boroughs 
a  strong  one,  but  that  he  should  not  di- 
vide the  Committee  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  bo- 
rough of  East  Looe  added  to  the  sche- 
dule. 

The  next  question  ''that  West  Looe 
stand  part  of  schedule  A**  was  also  agreed 
to. 

Upon  the  question,  "  That  the  borough 
of  Lostwithiel  do  stand  part  of  the  clause," 
Mr.  Goulbum  said  they  had  heard  a  e^reat 
deal  about  rules  which  had  not  been  close- 
ly adhered  to,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
in  this  instance,  he  should  be  able  to  shew 
that  the  borough  of  Lostwithiel  extended 
into  other  parishes,  containing  together  a 
population  of  3, 1 57.  He  was  not  sure  that 
this  would  entitle  it  to  the  favour  of  the 
noble  Lord.  He  was  aware  that,  according 
to  the  principle  laid  down,  they  had  no 
right  to  take  the  population  of  the  three 
parishes ;  but  as  the  borough  extended  into 
there,  on  a  common  principle  of  fairness, 
they  ought  to  be  included  in  the  return  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  borough.  He 
thought  this  entitled  it  to  peculiar  consi- 
deration, especially  in  conjunction  with  its 
being  the  county  town  of  Cornwall. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  the  rule  decided 

.  upon  in  the  case  of  Appleby,  was,  that  they 

]  should  not  g^  to  the  parishes  when  the 

(borough  stood  in  more  than  one.     The 

'  population  returns  showed  the  population 

t  of  the  parish  of  Lostwithiel  to  be  900, 

I  while  those  parts  of  the  adjoining  parishes 

f  which  were  included  in  the  borough  had 

I  only  200  inhabitants.   The  case,  therefore, 

tcame  clearly  within  the  line. 

•t     Lord   Valletort  said,  that  he  should  not 

^Siave  said  a  word  upon  this  Question  had 

■  he  not  been  the  Representative  of  Lost- 

.  'jvithiel.     But  he  understood  the  putting  of 

i\he  question  upon  these  boroughs  as  a  call 

I  tj^pon  their  Representatives  to  say  why 

\  Sentence  should  not  be  passed  upon  them. 

iJVII  he  had  to  say  for  the  borough  was^  that 


it  was  innocent.  The  answer  to  whioh,  he 
knew,  would  be,  *'  Yes,  but  you  are  old  and 
impotent,  and  must  die."  He  had  really 
nothing  further  to  say,  except  that  in  tlie 
intercourse  between  him  and  his  conitita- 
ents  nothing  had  ever  occurred  but  what 
was  strictly  honourable  to  all  parties. 

The  question  carried. 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  question, 
''  That  the  borough  of  Ludgershall  stand 
part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  Sandford  Qrahamy  as  member  for 
the  borough,  felt  called  upon  to  make  a 
few  observations.  He  had  long  been  of 
opinion,  that  no  efficient  Reform  of  Par« 
liament  could  take  place  without  the  dis- 
franchisement of  these  boroughs.  He, 
therefore,  cordially  supported  the  clause ; 
they  had  heard  a  great  deal  of  fetters  and 
pledgeSi  but  acknowledging  himself  the 
patron  of  this  borough,  and  being  deter- 
mined to  support  Parliamentary  Reform, 
he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  borough. 

The  question  carried. 

On  the  question  relative  to  the  borough 
of  Midhurst, 

Mr.  John  Smith  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  a  measure  which,  on  the  contrary, 
had  his  entire  approbation ;  but  he  wished 
to  state,  that  the  right  of  voting  for  Mem- 
bers for  this  borough  was  vested  in  persons 
holding  by  burgage  tenure,  and  that  they 
had  as  much  right  to  send  any  other  gen* 
tlemen  into  that  House  as  their  Represen- 
tatives, as  those  whom  they  did  send.  He 
could  assert,  that  for  thirty  years,  they 
had  never  received  any  personal  advantage 
or  favour  for  the  use  which  they  made  of 
their  privileges;  and  the  Lords  of  the 
Manor,  of  whom  he  was  one,  had  the 
strongest  confidence  that  they  would  not 
betray  the  trust  reposed  in  them. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  might  pay  a  com- 
pliment to  the  hon.  Member  for  his  disin- 
terestedness, but  he  could  not  give  credit 
to  the  immaculate  purity  of  the  electors. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  no  doubt,  as  one  of 
the  Lords  of  the  Manor,  let  his  property 
to  his  tenants  upon  such  terms  as  amount- 
ed to  giving  them  a  consideration  in 
money  for  their  votes.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not,  surely,  pretend  to  say,  that  a 
much  larger  sum  of  money  was  not  given 
for  the  Manor  because  it  had  the  right  to 
return  Members?  These  circurastances 
were  equivalent  to  corruption. 

Question  carried. 

The  question  upon  the  borough  of  Mil* 
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borne  Port  was  carried  without  any  re- 
mark. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question,  "  That 
the  borough  of  Minehead  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Mr.  Luttrell  rose  to  express  his  heart- 
felt grief  at  seeing  the  rights  of  his  con- 
stituents torn  from  them  so  unconstitu- 
tionally and  so  unjustly  as  they  would  be 
by  this  Bill.  He  considered  also,  that  the 
rights  given  to  him  by  his  station  in  con- 
nection with  the  borougrh,  were  about  to  be 
violently  and  unjustifiably  taken  from  him. 
The  Representation  of  the  borough  had 
been  in  his  family  from  generation  to  ge- 
neration, and  he  considered  it  as  his  birth- 
right. He  denied  the  power  of  that  House 
to  deprive  him  of  rights  which  he  derived 
from  the  Constitution.  If  it  could  do  so^ 
then  it  also  had  the  power  of  passing  a 
law  to  take  from  him  his  castle.  The 
circumstances  upon  which  he  claimed^  that 
the  borough  of  Minehead  should  at  least 
be  put  into  schedule  B  were  these : — The 
borough  extended  into  the  parish  of 
Danster,  and  one-third,  the  most  populous 
part  of  the  parish  of  Dunster,  was  in  the 
parish  of  Minehead.  Now  he  was  greatly 
mistaken  if  the  noble  Lord  did  not  state, 
when  he  first  explained  his  plan,  that 
where  the  borough  extended  into  adjoining 
parishes,  the  parishes  were  to  be  included  in 
the  estimate  of  the  population.  But  by 
one  of  those  turns  about,  of  which  the 
House  had  seen  so  many,  the  noble  Lord 
now  told  them,  that  only  one  parish  could 
be  so  taken  into  the  borough.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  two  parishes  of  Minehead 
and  Dunster,  according  to  the  returns  of 
1821,  was  2,134.  To  shew  the  hardship 
and  injustice  of  refusing  the  returns  of 
1831,  he  would  mention  the  fact  as  a 
curious  one,  that  by  those  returns  the  po- 
pulation of  the  borough  alone  now 
amounted  to  exactly  the  same  number  of 
2,134 ;  so  that,  if  the  last  censns  had  been 
taken  as  it  ought  to  have  been,  for  the 
foundation  of  any  measure,  the  borough  of 
Minehead  could  never  have  been  put  into 
schedule  A  at  all.  The  independence  of 
the  voters  of  Minehead  was  secured  by 
the  nature  of  the  right,  which  was  vested 
in  every  inhabitant  householder  at  the 
time  of  the  election,  being  a  parishioner  of 
Minehead  or  Dunster.  They  had  heard 
much  last  night  of  the  difHculties  of  con- 
ferring the  franchise  on  a  rural  population ; 
but,  by  admitting  the  parish  of  Dunster, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  that  the  rural  popu- 


lation of  that  parish  would  not  amount  to 
more  than  thirty  individuals.  Upon  these 
grounds  he  should  vote  for  the  transfer  of 
the  borough  of  Minehead  from  schedule 
A  to  schedule  B. 

Lord  J.  liussell  could  not  allow,  that 
the  right  to  the  nomination  of  a  borough 
could,  according  to  the  law  of  this  country, 
be  supported  on  the  gpround  that  it  was 
private  property.  Even  when  the  law  had 
not  posiiively  taken  away  the  power  of 
nomination,  the  only  feasible  defence  or 
excuse  that  could  be  made  for  it  was,  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  exercised  in  some 
cases.  This  place  consisted  of  three 
tithings — first,  the  tithing  of  Minehead  ; 
second,  a  tithing  containmg  only  part  of 
the  parish  of  Dunster;  and,  third,  the 
tithing  of  Stepfield.  Now,  if  the  three 
were  joined  together,  the  amount  of  the 
whole  population  would  be  only  1,800; 
and  he  dia  not  think,  that  by  any  possibility 
the  borough  could  make  up  2,000  inhabit- 
ants. No  sufficient  reason  had  been  given 
for  the  removal  of  this  borough  from  the 
schedule. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  there  were  circum- 
stances in  this  case  which  distinguished  it 
from  any  other.  Minehead,  it  was  true, 
included  only  a  part  of  Dunster,  but  Par- 
liament had,  by  its  resolution,  laid  it 
down,  that  every  parishioner  of  Dunster 
had  the  capacity  of  becoming  a  voter  for 
Minehead,  if  such  parishioner  occupied  a 
house  in  that  borough  ?  When  every  man 
in  Dunster,  if  he  pleased,  had  a  right  to 
become  a  voter  for  Minehead  by  becom- 
ing a  householder,  it  made  a  very  material 
distinction  in  the  case.  Housekeepers 
thus  connected  with  Minehead  had  a  right 
to  elect,  and  thus  a  very  considerable  con- 
stituency was  secured.  If  his  hon.  firiend 
and  his  ancestors  had  for  a  long  time  been 
returned  for  Minehead,  it  was  not  on  the 
principle  of  nomination,  but  from  the  Mr 
and  legitimate  influence  of  property — an 
influence  which  would  still  continue  in 
operation,  even  should  this  Bill  be  carried. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  resolqtion 
only  referred  to  parishioners  of  Dunster, 
being  resident  in  Minehead.  Certainly, 
the  statement  with  regard  to  the  par- 
liamentary Resolution,  was  of  material 
importance  in  the  consideration  of  the 
subject — and  the  best  course,  therefore, 
would  be,  to  have  that  Resolution  read, 
that  they  might  know  the  exact  words. 

Mr.  Tomline  wished  to  state  another 
Act  of  considerable  importance.     It  was, 
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that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  creat- 
ing the  constituency  required  by  the  Bill, 
without  introducing  any  extent  of  rural 
population,  or  going  to  any  distance  from 
the  borough.  The  case  was  different  in 
this  respect  from  Appleby  ;  and  the  num- 
ber of  lOZ.  houses  had  doubled  since  1781. 
The  Clerk  then  read  the  Resolution  al- 
luded to,  as  follows : — 

"February,  1717.  That  the  right  of 
electing  burgesses  for  the  borough  of 
Minehead  is  in  the  parishioners  of  Mine- 
head,  and  of  Dunster,  being  housekeepers 
in  the  borough  of  Minehead,  and  not  re- 
ceiving alms ;"  which  Resolution  was  car- 
ried in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  C  i2o5ssaid,  this  Resolution  proved 
that  the  right  of  voting  was  in  the  pa- 
rishioners of  Dunster,  being  householders, 
of  such  parts  of  the  tithings  of  that  parish 
as  were  within  the  borough  of  Minehead, 
and,  that  Minehead  and  Dunster  being 
taken  conjointly,  the  population  would 
amount  to  upwards  of  2,000.  From  the 
population  returns  of  1821,  it  appeared 
that  Minehead  contained  900  persons,  and 
Dunster  1,200,  but  the  portion  of  Dun- 
ster in  the  borough  contained  only  700, 
and  on  this  account  it  was,  that  Minehead 
was  placed  in  schedule  A,  By  the  addi- 
tion of  the  remainder  of  the  parish,  the 
whole  population  would  amount  to  2,100, 
and  therefore  the  borough  ought  to  return 
one  Member  under  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Stanley  observed,  that  if  Minehead 
and  Dunster,  as  placed  in  the  population 
returns,  were  united,  the  aggregate  popu- 
lation would  not  amount  to  2,000.  By  the 
census  even  of  1831,  the  population  of 
Minehead  was  only  1,494,  and  if  they 
added  251  for  Dunster,  the  aggregate 
would  be  1,745. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  he  stood  upon 
this  peculiar  point,  that  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had  solemnly  de- 
cided, that  the  parishioners  of  Dunster, 
who  became  housekeepers  of  Minehead, 
had  a  right  to  vote.  This  took  the  borough 
out  of  all  ordinary  rules. 

Mn  S.  Worthy  thought  this  case  essen- 
tially different  from  that  of  Appleby.  It 
was  evident,  that  in  Minehead  the  limits  of 
1  the  parish  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
i  right  of  voting,  and  the  fact,  thus  estab- 
\  lished,  was  all  that  was  wanting  to  make 
1  the  case  of  Appleby  good.  He  was  de- 
^  cidedly  of  opinion,  that  the  whole  parish 
^.  of  Dunster  ought  to  be  included  in  the 
Ift  borough,  as  it  was  clearly  contemplated 


that  parishioners  should  enjoy  an  advan- 
tage over  strangers. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  think,  that  the 
meaning  of  the  Resolution  was  to  include 
the  whole  of  Dunster  in  the  borough  of 
Minehead.  The  Resolution  confined  the 
right  of  voting  to  those  parishioners  of 
Dunster  who  were  resident  in  Minehead, 
and  it  could  not,  therefore,  have  been  in- 
tended to  extend  the  borough  over  the 
whole  of  Dunster.  The  right  of  voting 
depended,  not  alone  upon  a  man  being  a 
parishioner  of  Dunster,  but  upon  a  man 
being  a  parishioner  of  Dunster,  and  resi- 
dent in  that  part  of  Minehead  which  was 
situated  in  Dunster. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  if  they  disfran- 
chised this  borough,  they  took  from  the 
inhabitants  of  Dunster  the  power  of  qua- 
lifying themselves  as  voters  for  Minehead. 
He  considered  this  a  valuable  privilege  to 
such  inhabitants ;  and,  considering  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  it 
would  be  a  measure  of  great  injustice  to 
continue  Minehead  in  schedule  A. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  was  of  opinion,  that,  in- 
dependent of  the  question  which  turned 
upon  the  Resolution,  this  was  clearly  a 
case  in  which  a  constituency  could  be 
created  without  having  recourse  to  the 
rural  population.  They  had  here  an  ad- 
jacent town,  from  which  they  could  derive 
a  constituency.  As  to  the  Resolution,  it 
clearly  gave  the  right  of  voting  to  all  the 
parishioners  of  Dunster ;  only  that,  in 
order  to  qualify  themselves  for  the  exercise 
of  that  right,  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  have  a  house  in  Minehead.  The 
possession  of  the  house,  therefore,  was 
merely  the  qualitication.  If  this  were  not 
the  meaning  of  the  Resolution,  it  was  one 
of  the  most  absurd  Resolutions  that 
reasonable  men  ever  came  to. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  the  amendment 
proposed  when  the  Resolution  of  1717  was 
adopted,  was  a  clear  proof,  that  the  con- 
struction placed  on  the  Resolution  by  the 
then  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  was 
the  correct  one.  The  original  Resolution 
proposed  to  give  the  right  of  voting  to  all 
the  parishioners  of  Minehead  and  I)unster 
being  householders  of  the  borough  of 
Minehead.  The  amendment  proposed  on 
this,  to  leave  out  the  words,  '*  being 
householders  of  the  borough  of  Mine- 
head."  Had  the  Legislature  intended  to 
attach  the  meaning  to  the  Resolution 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as- 
sumed, would  it  not  have  assented  to  the 
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amendment?  The  fallacy  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  argument,  and 
what  he  complained  of  as  nonsense,  con- 
sisted in  a  word  which  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  inserted  in  the  Resolu- 
tion. This  was  the  word  "  all,"  which 
was  not  in  the  Resolution,  and  which 
made  nonsense  of  a  Resolution  that  was 
very  good  sense  without  that  word. 

Sir  Edward  Siigden  could  not  think 
the  House  of  Commons  would  sanction 
anything  so  absurd  as  the  words  at  the 
end  of  that  Resolution,  without  intending 
to  attach  some  meaning  to  them.  The 
Resolution  was,  that  the  right  of  voting 
was  in  the  parishioners  of  Minehead  and 
Dunster,  who  were  householders  within 
the  borough  of  Minehead.  The  question 
was  left  to  be  decided  as  to  the  limits  of 
the  parish.  It  was  obvious^  from  this,  that 
the  parishioners  of  Dunster  were  to  enjoy 
privileges,  with  respect  to  the  borough  of 
Minehead,  which  strangers  could  not 
enjoy.  He  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that 
the  franchise  ought  to  be  extended  to  both 
parishes. 

Mr.  Stanley  could  only  repeat,  what  he 
had  before  said,  that  the  proposing  of  the 
amendment  to  the  Resolution,  as  it  stood  at 
present,  and  the  rejection  of  that  amend- 
ment, was  a  sufficient  proof  of  the  meaning 
the  House  of  Commons  of  that  day  at- 
tached to  it — ^the  Resolution  did  not  say 
**  all"  the  parishioners,  but  only  such  as 
were  housekeepers  within  the  borough. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  it  was  clear,  that 
the  House  intended  to  limit  the  right  of 
voting  to  that  part  of  Dunster  into  which 
the  borough  of  Minehead  extended.  It 
seemed  to  be  supposed,  that  there  was  an 
inchoate  right  in  all  the  parishioners  of 
Dnnster  to  vote,  and  that  that  inchoate 
right  might  be  perfected,  by  going  to 
reside  in  Minehead.  This,  however, 
could  not  be  intended;  for  any  man  who 
became  a  householder  for  a  certain  time, 
became  a  parishioner  of  the  place  in  which 
he  held  his  house,  no  matter  from  what 
part  of  the  kingdom  he  might  come. 
Why,  then,  pass  a  resolution  to  effect 
that  with  regard  to  Dunster  or  Minehead, 
which  was  already  true  of  every  other 
part  of  the  kingdom  ? 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  that  as  he 
understood  the  question,  it  stood  thus. 
There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  limits  of 
Minehead,  nor  as  to  the  population  of  it 
being  below  the  fixed  mark.  It  was  then 
said,  that  by  calling  in  the  aid  of  strangers, 
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the  population  might  be  brought  up  to 
that  mark ;  but,  it  seemed  to  be  forgotten 
that  the  strangers  so  to  be  called  in,  must 
not  only  be  householders  of  Minehead, 
but  also  parishioners  of  Dunster. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  glad  to  find, 
that  his  learned  friend  was  with  him. 
That  was  precisely  the  point  for  which  he 
contended. 

Mr.  Gotdburn  considered  the  statement 
of  the  learned  Solicitor  General,  support- 
ed what  they  had  been  contending  for  ; 
it  was  necessary,  as  a  previous  qualifica- 
tion for  the  voter  of  Minehead,  that  he 
should  be  a  parishioner  of  Dunster.  He 
should  like  to  know  why  the  House  of 
Commons  introduced  the  words  "  Pa- 
rishioners of  Dunster,"  if  they  did  not 
intend  these  parishioners  should  enjoy 
certain  privileges. 

The  Solicitor  General  had  stated,  that 
the  resolution  of  the  House  made  it  ne- 
cessary that  a  person  should  be  a  pa- 
rishioner of  Minehead  or  Dunster,  before 
he  was  entitled  to  vote. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  that  was  what  they 
contended  for. 

Mr.  O'Connell  maintained,  that  any 
person,  whether  previously  or  not  a  pa- 
rishioner of  Minehead  or  Dunster,  resid- 
ing as  a  householder  six  months  in  the 
borough,  was  entitled  to  vote.  The  Re- 
solution of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  fact, 
was,  that  a  person  being  a  householder  in 
the  parish  of  Minehead,  was  entitled  to 
vote ;  and  also,  a  person  being  a  house- 
holder in  that  portion  of  the  parish  of 
Dunster  situated  in  the  borough  of  Mine- 
head,  was  entitled  to  vote.  The  quali- 
fication appeared  to  be  no  other  than 
being  a  householder  in  the  borough  of 
Minehead,  which  he  might  become,  and 
yet  never  enter  Dunster.  A  great  deal 
of  special  pleading  had  b^en  thrown 
away,  to  make  a  clear  question  obscure. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  satisfied,  that  no 
charge  could  be  made  against  him,  for  at- 
tempting to  make  a  clear  subject  obscure, 
by  special  pleading.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  he  would  continue 
to  press  the  case,  after  his  learned  friend, 
the  Solicitor  General,  had  attached  the 
same  meaning,  exactly,  to  the  terms  of 
the  Resolution  as  the  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  had  done.  His  learned 
friend  stated,  that  if  a  person  wished 
to  vote  for  this  borough,  he  must^  in  the 
first  instance,  become  a  parishioner  of 
Dunster,  and  afterwards  a  householder  in 
I 
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the  borough.    The  rule  laid  down  by  his 
learned  friend  was  clear  and  satisfactory. 

The  Solicitor  Oenerdl  understood  his 
learned  friend  to  contend  for  a  very  dis- 
ferent  point.  He  meant  to  say,  that 
strangers  must  make  themselves  compe- 
tent, before  they  were  entitled  to  vote  for 
the  borough  of  Minehead. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  his  learned 
friend  had  satisfied  every  one  in  the 
House.  If  he  had  any  doubts  before, 
they  had  been  entirely  removed  by  the 
opinion  of  his  learned  friend. 

Lord  Althorp  begged  to  remind  the 
House  once  more,  that  the  rule  was,  that 
the  right  of  voting  was  in  the  house- 
holders of  the  borough  of  Minehead,  not 
receiving  alms ;  and  also,  the  housekeepers 
of  that  part  of  the  parish  of  Dunster,  situ- 
ated in  the  borough  of  Minehead,  not 
receiving  alms.  The  residence  in  the 
other  part  of  the  parish  of  Dunster,  gave 
a  capacity  which  a  person  not  so  resid- 
ing did  not  possess.  He  meant,  imme- 
diatelv  on  his  becoming:  a  householder  in 
the  borough  of  Minehead,  he  would  be 
entitled  to  vote ;  whereas,  a  stranger  would 
have  to  wait  for  some  time  before  he  could 
claim  that  privilege.  The  question,  there- 
fore, was,  whether  these  privileged  inha- 
bitants of  Dunster  had  a  sufficient  share 
in  the  borough  of  Minehead  to  give  them 
a  claim  to  be  added  to  the  population  of 
the  borough.  It  was  his  decided  opinion, 
that  they  possessed  no  such  claim.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  original 
question,  that  the  borough  stand  in  sche- 
dule A. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  think  a  mere 
residence  in  the  borough  of  Minehead 
established  a  right  to  vote. 

Lord  Althorp,  becoming  a  parishioner. 

Sir  Robert  Peel, — Certainly  not  the  mere 
residence,  because  a  voter  must  become  a 
householder;  but  something  in  addition  to 
that  was  required  from  a  stranger.  The 
inhabitants  of  Dunster  possessed  this  ad- 
vantage, that  immediately  on  a  freeman 
becoming  a  householder  in  the  borough 
of  Minehead,  he  was  entitled  to  vote;  but 
it  was  necessary  that  a  stranger  should 
gain  a  legal  settlement. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry  had 
stated  this  question  too  short,  and  had 
forgotten  that  there  was  in  England  such 
a  thing  as  a  law  of  settlement,  though 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  law  of  set- 
tlement in  Irelatid.    It  happened,  how- 


ever, that  in  England  a  man  could  not 
have  a  vote  till  he  had  obtained  a  settle- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt,  that  if  the  Re- 
solution which  had  been  read,  were  ma- 
turely considered,  the  borough  would  be 
taken  out  of  schedule  A. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  if  he  had 
stated  this  case  too  short,  that  wat  a 
fault  which  could  seldom  be  laid  to  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Boroughbridge.  He  knew  well  enough, 
that  it  was  necessary  for  a  man  to  oceufiy 
a  house  of  a  certain  amotint,  and  for  a 
certain  time,  before  he  was  tiualified  to 
vote.  But  the  qualification  was  a  mere 
matter  of  time;  and  where  the  fraiichise 
was  fixed  like  this,  that  time  being  com- 
pleted, the  qualification  would  fill  to  any 
man,  from  Whatever  part  of  the  kingdom 
he  might  come. 

Mr.  Hngh^B  Hnghts  begged  tbftt  the 
House  wolild  not,  ih  these  nice  diitiiie«- 
tions,  lose  sight  of  the  important  queetklli 
before  them.  Let  hon.  Members  recol- 
lect, that  the  hon.  member  for  Mitieheikd 
had  claimed  this  borough  as  his  o#tt  phl- 
perty,  on  the  ground  that  it  had  heed  the 
property  of  his  family  firom  geneMtioo  to 
generation.  If  there  were  atiy  argttttieiit 
more  strong  than  another,  in  favour  of 
Its  disfranchisemetat,  the  hon.  member 
for  Minehead  had  furnished  that  argu- 
ment. It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
negative  such  a  claim  at  once,  and  to  get 
rid  of  this  generation  proprietorship. 

Mr.  Attwood  was  of  opinidri,  that  the 
rule  which  Ministers  had  laid  down  would 
not  be  impartially  applied,  if  this  borOUgh 
were  not  taken  out  of  schedule  A.  He 
did  not  expect,  however,  this  would  be 
done,  afYer  the  decision  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  several  other  boroughs.  If  the 
object  was  to  destroy  as  many  of  them  as 
possible,  then  the  claims  of  Minehead 
would  not  be  admitted ;  but  if  the  object 
was  justice,  and  adherence  to  rules  laid 
down,  then  Minehead  must  be  saved. 
A  strong  case  had  been  made  for  the 
borough  of  Appleby,  but  this  was  stronger. 
The  parishioners  of  Dunster  had  a  right, 
an  imperfect  right,  it  was  true,  but  still 
one  which  was  entitled  to  respect*  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Committee  would 
extend  the  fnmctiise  to  the  whole  parish 
of  Dunster,  and  place  Minehead  in  sche- 
dule B. 

Mr.  Praed  was  against  the  disfran- 
chisement of  this  borough;  because^  a 
stranger  coming  and  o^seupyibg  a  heaie 
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diere^  would  nol  acquire  the  right  of  Tot- 
ing until  he  had  gained  a  settlemetit,  but 
a  parishioner  ot*  Dunster  would  obtain  this 
fight  as  soon  as  he  was  in  possession 
of  the  hoQse.  H^re  was  a  case  of  dis- 
tinct parliamentary  connexion^  in  which  no 
qaestion  could  arise  as  to  the  position  of 
the  chorch)  or  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
coroner^  &c. ;  so  tliat  there  seemed  to  be 
no  dtlBcttlty  in  the  way  of  removing  the 
borough  from  schedule  A. 

Dr.  LmMingiah  said^  that  two  construc- 
tions had  be^n  ptkt  apon  the  Resolution 
which  had  been  read,  and  it  ^j^  upon 
which  of  these  they  adopted,  that  the 
i)sestio«l  of  Minehead  returning  li  Mem- 
bet  teemed  to  be  placed.     The  hon.  and 
kamed  member  (br  Kerry  laid  down  the 
mfe,  thai  unless  an  individual  be  a  pa- 
mhioner  df  that  part  of  the  parish  of 
Dunflter^  within  tue  boiough  of  Mine- 
head,  ho  was  excluded  fVom  being  an 
elector  (    he  thought  this  interpretation 
nMMt  consistent  with  parliamentary  prae- 
tice  and  precedent.     He  believed  there 
never  was  a  case  in  which  residence  gave 
aa  inchoate  right  of  becoming  an  elector, 
as  wiais  now  contended  for.    No  cloimw  as, 
thereibre,  made  out  for  the  continuation 
of  the  franchise  in  Minehead.     What  was 
the  state  of  things  there  ?     It  was  not 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  represented,  viz. 
that  every  person  must  be  legally  settled 
in  the  borough  of  Minehead  to  give  him  a 
fote^for  the  right  existed  before  the  Poor- 
laws   were  established.     It  was,  conse- 
quently, impossible  that  the  right  (Tf  elec- 
tion, so  ancient,  could  depend  upon  what 
was  afterwards  done  on   the  subject  of 
Poor-laws.    There  were  one  or  two  cases 
in  which  the  rights  of  election  were  so 
qnalified,  as  to  render  them  the  great- 
est possible  anomalies.    But,  supposing 
the    parishioners  of   Dunster   did    pos- 
sess   this  capability    of  eventually    be- 
coming electors,    what  was   it  but  the 
common    case  of  non-resident  freemen, 
who  did  not  possess  the  right  of  voting, 
until  they  became  inhabitants  of  the  town 
of  which  they  were  free.      In  scot  and 
lot  boroughs,  a  ntnn  might  havn  a  habit- 
ation which  would  entitle  him  to  vote  by 
residing  In  it.    It  appeared,  however,  fVom 
other  considerations,  particularly  from  what 
had  been  said  by  tne  hnn.  mnniber  for 
Minehead,  even  admitting  the   news  of 
the  hon.  Qentlemeu  opposite,  that  it  was 
a  borough  which  ought  not  to  retain  the 
right  of  sending  Members  to  Parliament. 


I  Mr.  Hndsm  Gumey  maintained,  that 
the  parish  of  Dunster  ought  to  be  United 
with  the  borough,  and  that  to  both, 
thus  united,  the  right  of  returning  one 
Member  should  be  continued.  Dunster 
had  been  an  ancient  borough,  and  had 
alone  exercised  the  franchise  under  the 
protection  of  its  Castle.  In  the  1st  of 
Elizabeth,  when  Minehead  was  summoned 
to  return  Members,  the  amalgamation 
of  the  two  places  probably  took  place. 

Sir  Vharles  Wttherell  said,  it  was  clear 
from  all  they  could  see,  that  for  parlia- 
mentary purposes  the  two  places  were 
one  and  the  same. 

Lord  /.  Russell 9iM^  that  no  reason  had 
been  shown  why  the  parishioners  of  Dun- 
ster ought  to  be  taken  into  account  with 
the  population  of  Minehead.  It  was  not 
sufficient,  that  a  man  was  a  parishioner  of 
Dunster^  he  ought  also  to  hate  a  holding 
in  Minehead. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  stated,  that  the  pay- 
ment of  the  poor-rates  in  the  borough  parish 
of  Dunster  conveyed  no  right  of  voting  in 
the  borough,  for  the  right  existed  before 
the  establishment  of  the  Poor-laws.     Al- 
though that  might  be  generally  true,  yet, 
in  a  variety  of  cases,  such  payment  had 
been  taken  as  a  proof  of  the  right  of  voting 
in  scot  and  lot  boroughs  always.     His  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  also  said,  that  there 
was  no  more  reason  for  preserving  inchoate 
rights  in  this  case,   than  in  the  case  of 
freemen,  whose  rights  must  be  perfected  by 
inhabitancy.     But  freedom  was  generally 
a  personal  right ;  here  the  right  plainly  at- 
tached to  the  locality.     This  brought  be- 
fore them  something  like  a  question  worthy 
of  consideration  ;  for  if  the  right  of  voting 
existed,  in  any  parishioner  on  his  taking 
the  smallest  tenement  in  the  borough,  it 
was  clear,  that  if  the  Committee  disfVan- 
chised  the  borough,  it  would  also  disfran- 
chise the  parish.     He  would  not  put  any 
off-hand  judicial  construction  upon  an  ob- 
scure Resolution  of  the  House,  passed  in 
1717,  as  he  well  knew,  that  questions  of 
constructions  as  to  resolutions  referred  to 
Select  Committees  by  the  Act  10th  George 
3rd,  had  required  days  before  they  could 
be  decided. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  wished  to  defer 
the  consideration  of  the  question,  but  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  come  to  the  House 
to  vote  for  "  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and 
nothing  bUt  the  Bill,"  for  the  whole  of 
schedule  A,  aud  notlUng  bu.t.a^\v^>xV&  K>\V 
12 
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was  ID  vain  to  appeal  to  the  justice  of  the 
Committee ;  he  should  not,  therefore,  make 
any  motion  for  delay,  as  that  would  be 
called  factious. 

Mr.  Goulburn  was  still  of  opinion  that 
the  parish  of  Dunster  ought  to  be  united 
with  the  borough,  and  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  disfranchised,  but  he  would  not 
divide  the  House  on  the  question. 

The  question  **  that  Minehead  stand 
part  of  schedule  A,"  was  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Newport  stand  part  of  schedule 
A." 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  he  had  no  ab- 
struse points  to  interpose  to  prevent  the  ex- 
tinction of  Newport.  He  could  but  admit, 
that  this  was  one  of  those  boroughs  which 
came  within  the  line  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  selected  for  disfranchisement,  he  would 
say,  nevertheless,  that  that  was  a  most 
arbitrary  and  unjust  line.  This  borough 
had  exercised  the  franchise  for  upwards  of 
300  years,  and  it  had  never  been  accused 
or  convicted  of  corruption.  The  only 
crime,  in  fact,  of  which  it  was  guilty  was, 
that  of  being  an  inconsiderable  borough. 

The  question  carried'. 

The  next  question  "  that  Newton,  Lan- 
cashire, should  stand  part  of  schedule  A," 
was  also  put  and  carried. 

The  next  question  was  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Newtown  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  be 
placed  in  schedule  A." 

Mr.  Hudson  Gumey  said,  Sir ;  On  this 
somewhat  inauspicious  roll-call,  I  had 
hoped  that  my  hon.  and  learned  col- 
league, his  Majesty's  Solicitor  General, 
would  have  risen  in  the  defence  of  the 
borough  which  has  done  us  the  honour  to 
return  us  to  Parliament.  I  am  sorry,  that 
the  task  has  fallen  into  weaker  hands.  Sir ; 
the  borough  of  Newtown  does  not  come 
within  the  line  traced  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  It  has  not  2,000  inhabitants. 
But  the  borough  of  Newtown  never  re- 
turned to  Parliament  on  the  score  of 
habitancy.  It  is  a  right  purely  of  tenure 
— the  original  summons  going  to  it  by  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  as  of  the  de- 
mesne of  the  Crown,  and  as  being  of  the 
possessions  of  a  branch  of  the  Royal 
Family.  This  borough  was  first  summon- 
ed by  Queen  Elizabeth — the  major  part 
of  the  burgage  tenures  on  which  the  old 
town  and  port  of  Newtown  had  formerly 
stood,  being  then  in  the  possession  of  Sir 
Thomas  Harrington,  in  right  of  his  wife, 
who  was  nearly  related  to  the  Queen, 


and  was  one  of  the  co-heiresses  of  that 
line  of  the  Plantagenets  in  which  these 
ancient  burgage  holds  had  vested.  In 
theirdescendants  these  lands  have  remained 
ever  since.  To  two  successive  Baronets, 
the  representatives,  in  a  direct  line,  of  this 
splendid  alliance,  I  acknowledge  myself 
to  have  been  indebted  for  my  seat  during 
six  Parliaments;  and  as,  by  the  tenure  of 
these  burgage  lands,  the  possessors  were 
bound  to  service  in  Parliament,  either  by 
themselves  or  by  deputing  some  one  in 
their  place,  I  have  always  held,  that  I 
occupied  as  constitutional  a  seat  as  any  in 
this  House.  I  have  considered  myself 
charged  with  an  honorable  trust — I  re- 
ceived it  under  no  unworthy  conditions— 
I  have  endeavoured  to  execute  it  inde- 
pendently— and  the  voting  away  so  dis- 
tinguished a  privile-ge,  attached  to  the  in- 
heritance of  this  highly-descended  family 
— not  matter  of  mere  influence,  or  corpo- 
ration management,  but  part  and  parcel 
of  their  possessions — without  any  arrange- 
ment towards  compensation  or  indemnity, 
can  only  be  regarded  as  one  of  those  acts 
of  spoliation,  of  which  all  that  can  be  said 
is,  that  it  is  a  confiscation,  which,  in  times 
of  political  change,  those  who  are  the 
weaker  arc  compelled  to  submit  to,  from 
those  who,  at  the  moment,  may  be 
stronger  than  they.  I  have  had  a  suc- 
cession of  colleagues,  returned  under  the 
influence  of  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  the 
greater  part  of  the  remaining  burgages  be- 
long, certainly  under  one  bias  as  to  po- 
liticaWeaning,  but  all  of  them  men  with 
whom  I  was  proud  to  be  joined ; — and  if 
I  should  now  retire  from  this  House,  and 
if  I  should  witness  the  extinction  of  the 
borough  of  Newtown,  I  shall  at  least  carry 
with  me  one  consolation — that,  during 
the  sixteen  years  in  which  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  Parliament,  I  have 
never  known  the  members  for  Newtown 
rendered  such  a  spectacle  to  men  and 
angels,  as  the  four  members  for  the  City 
of  London,  within  the  last  week. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  one  who  declared  every  session 
that  no  Peer  had,  or  ought  to  have,  any  in- 
fluence in  the  election  of  Members  to  serve 
in  that  House  His  patron  was  a  Baronet ; 
that  was  a  pretended  escape.  The  repre- 
sentation of  a  noble  Duke  or  a  noble  Lord 
was  to  be  put  in  competition  with  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  City  of  London.  Well, 
be  it  so.  The  people  understood  that. 
In  that  House  he  heard  a  feeble  cry  in  favour 
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of  the  nomination  system  ;  but  there  was 
a  voice  abroad  which  spoke  in  the  tone  of 
thunder  against  that  system.  There  was 
a  cry  abroad  against  the  nomination  sys- 
tem, which  extended  from  one  end  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  and  Scotland  to  the  other. 

Mr.  Attwood  thought,  the  spirit  of  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  Kerry  ought  to  teach  that  Committee 
a  most  serious  and  important  lesson.  In- 
deed, the  whole  of  the  discussion  upon  this 
Bill  ought  to  convince  the  Committee  of 
the  extreme  danger  to  be  apprehended  from 
its  consequences.  Let  the  argument  ad- 
vanced by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  last  night  be  well  weighed,  and 
the  frightful  results  to  which  it  must  lead, 
if  acted  upon,  would  be  palpable  to  the 
meanest  comprehension.  The  Attorney 
General  held  that,  if  the  origin  of  a  thing 
were  bad  that  justified  its  abolition.  Such 
was  the  argument  of  the  King's  Attorney- 
General,  and,  if  acted  upon,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  time  was  not  far  dis- 
tant when  the  Peerage  would  be  assailed 
and  destroyed,  and  the  Throne  itself  would 
lose  its  stability.  From  the  manner  in 
which  the  advocates  of  the  Bill  had  con- 
ducted themselves  during  the  Committee, 
from  the  levity  with  which  they  had 
treated  the  matter,  it  could  no  longer  be 
doubted  that  the  doors  to  change  and 
revolution  were  thrown  wide  open.  The 
proceedings  of  that  Committee,  the  con- 
duct of  that  Committee,  presented  such  a 
scene  as  had  not  been  exhibited  since  the 
first  sitting  of  the  National  Assembly  of 
revolutionized  France. 

Lord  J,  Russell  said,  that  he  wished  as 
much  as  possible,  while  they  were  occupied 
with  the  consideration  of  particular  cases 
like  the  present,  to  avoid  entering  upon 
any  discussion  touching  the  general  bear- 
ing or  nature  of  the  Bill  itself.  He  could 
not,  however,  permit  attacks  to  be  made, 
night  after  night,  upon  a  majority  of  the 
Members  of  that  House,  and  upon  the 
members  for  the  city  of  London  in  par- 
ticular, without  saying,  that  such  attacks 
had  no  foundation  in  reason  or  justice ; 
and  that  it  was  most  offensive  towards  the 
House  to  continue  to  indulge  in  them. 
An  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  for  in- 
stance, had  said,  in  an  early  part  of  the 
night,  that  the  decisions  to  which  this  Com- 
mittee had  come  were  founded  in  iniquity; 
and  another  hon.  Member  had  just  accused 
them^  of  acting  like  a  revolutionary  as- 
aembly.    Whatever  those  bon.  Members 


might  allege  agaiust  a  Reformed  House  of 
Commons,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  must 
say,  that  he  had  never  before  sat  in  a 
House  of  Commons  in  which  »uch  lan- 
guage had  been  employed  towards  the 
majority  of  the  House,  as  those  hon. 
Members  had  thought  fit  to  use.  Then 
an  attack  was  made  upon  the  members  for 
the  city  of  London,  because,  forsooth,  they 
listened  to  the  advice  of  their  constituents. 
Now,  what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  to 
which  so  much  reference  had  been  made  ? 
Affer  the  dissolution  of  the  late  Parliament 
on  the  question  of  Reform,  he  believed,  that 
the  candidates  throughout  the  country  had 
stated  to  their  constituents,  their  senti- 
ments with  regard  to  the  Bill,  before  they 
were  elected,  audit  was,  therefore,  perfectly 
fair  and  natural,  that  when  the  worthy 
Alderman  alluded  to  had  given  a  vote 
which  his  constituents  might  consider 
rather  at  variance  with  his  previously 
avowed  sentiments,  they  should  call  upon 
him  to  reconcile  it  with  those  sentiments. 
They  had  heard  much  of  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Members  for  nomination  bo- 
roughs. It  was  more  than  probable  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  who  sat 
for  those  boroughs  had  previously  stated 
their  sentiments  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  to  the 
noble  Peers  who  sent  them  there,  and  had 
avowed  their  hostility  to  it  as  a  democratic 
and  revolutionary  measure ;  and  he  be- 
lieved, that  if  any  of  those  hon.  or  those 
learned  Gentlemen  should,  in  any  stage 
of  the  Bill,  vote  for  a  motion  which  was 
in  favour  of  it,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
had  sent  that  hon.  Gentleman  to  that 
House,  would  turn  round  upon  him  at 
once,  and  call  upon  him  to  reconcile  his 
vote  with  his  previous  pledge,  or  to  submit 
to  the  alternative.  Away,  then,  with  the 
idle  talk  of  independence  as  compared  with 
the  independence  of  those  Members  who 
represented  popular  places.  With  regard 
to  the  imputation  which  had  been  cast 
upon  the  members  for  the  city  of  London 
— namely,  that  they  were  in  a  state  of 
degraded  dependence — he  must  say,  that 
it  was  a  most  unworthy  and  a  most  un- 
founded one,  and  as  long  as  he  had  a  seat 
in  that  House,  and>  as  long  as  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Citizen  of  London,  he 
should  never  allow  such  attacks  to  be 
made  without  defending  them  from  such 
groundless  imputations. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  had  been  surprised 
at  the  zeal  and  animation  of  his  noble 
friendi  until  he  had  heard  the  peroratioa 
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of  his  noble  friend's  speech.     When  his 
noble  friend  alluded   to  his  recently-ac- 
quired civic  honours,  his  unusual  anima-  , 
tion  was  accounted  for.      Like  his  noble 
friend,  he  did  not  wish  to  travel  out  of  the 
question  properly  before  the  Committee ; 
but,  certainly,  if  called  upon  to  deliberate  , 
on  the  topics  noticed  by  his  noble  friend,  | 
he  must  say,  he  should  view  them  in  a  ' 
very  different  light  to  what  his  noble  friend 
did.     He  was  not  desirous  of  investigating  j 
the  conduct  of  his  noble  friend's  colleagues  \ 
and  compatriots  ;  but  if  his  opinion  were  . 
asked,  he  should  certainly  say,  that  that 
conduct  had  not  been  constitutional.     He 
did  not,  however,  wish  to  go  into  that  ques- 
tion, but  he  rose  principally  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  evident  inconvenience  which 
must  arise  from  multiplying  the  Repre- 
sentatives  coming    from   the    immediate 
neighbourhood,  and  sent  there  by  large 
popular  bodies.      His  noble  friend   had 
spoken  of  nomination  Members,  and  had 
asked,  if  they  were  not  all  pledged  and 
bound  ?  To  that  question,  his  noble  friend 
knew  that  many  might  answer  in  the  ne- 
gative ;  but  supposing  the  point  were  con> 
ceded — and  supposing  it  also  to  be  con- 
ceded, that  the  electors,  be  they  many,  or 
be  they  few,  who  returned  a  Member,  had 
a  right,  as  they  certainly  had,  to  know  a 
Candidate's  general  principles,  and  to  de- 
mand his  adherence  to  them — supposing 
all  this,  there  was  a  wide  distinction  be- 
tween their  exercising  such  a  right,  and 
the  conduct  of  some  of  the  electors  of 
London,  in  the  case  of  an  hon.  Alderman 
(Mr.  Alderman  Thompson).  Lethimdiaw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to   that 
distinction.       The    hon.  Alderman    had 
pledged  himself  to  support  the  Dill ;  but,  in 
giving  that  pledge,  was  it  to  be  understood 
that  the  hon.  Alderman  bound  himself  to 
support  all  the  details  of  the  Bill,  let  them  be 
good  or  let  them  prove  absurd  ?  Surely  not. 
From  the  pledge  the  hon.  Alderman  had 
not  departed,  in  the  vote  complained  of. 
That  vote  was  not  a  party  vote.   The  hon. 
Alderman  had  stated  his  reasons  for  giving 
it ;  and  in  giving  it,  he  did  not  vote  against 
the  Bill,  but  against  a  part  of  the  details 
I"    of  the   Bill,   which  the   hon.  Alderman 
I    thought  to  be  bad.     The  hon.  Alderman, 
.-*   therefore,  had  not  violated  his  pledge,  but 
^   still  he  had  been  called  upon,  while  Parlia- 
(j  roent  was  sitting— while  he  was  acting  ju- 
U'  dicially,  and  the  proceedings  were  still 
^'^  pending,  to  give  an  explanation  of  his 


conduct  to  a  part  of  his  constituents.     He 
wished  not  to  make  any  unkind  remarks, 
either  on  the  hon.  Alderman  in  submittiog 
to  this  interference,  or  on  the  conduct  of 
those  citizens  who  had  practised  it ;  but 
he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
the  inconvenience  and  the  danger  of  a  po- 
pular jurisdiction   being  exercised  over 
that  House.    And  he  must  say,  that  if  he 
had  required  any  new  proof  to  convince 
his  mind  of  the  impropriety  of  that  part 
of  the   Bill  which  went  to  increase  the 
number  of  popular  Represeiitatives  return- 
ed by  the  Metropolis  and  its  vicinity,  be 
should  have  found  that  proof  in  this  trans- 
action.   Could  that  House  be  called  a  de- 
liberative Assembly,  if  every  Member  with- 
in the  circulation  of  the  morning  journals 
was  to  be  compelled,  the  day  after  he  had 
given  a  vote,  to  account  for  that  vote  at  a 
popular    meeting,   although    the    matter 
with  which  that  vote  was  connected  had 
not  been  concluded  ?  and  yet  such  was 
to  be  the  Representative  system  under  the 
Bill  of  his  noble  friend.     It  might  be  a 
system  of  real  and  not  virtual  Representa- 
tion, but  it  would  never  furnish  a  deliber- 
ative assembly.     He  respected  the  voice 
of  the  people ;  he  knew,  that  that  House 
emanated  from  the  people,  and  existed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  ;  but  he  could 
never  consent — his  duty  would  not  allow 
him — to  consider  the  sovereignty  of  the  peo- 
ple so  complete  and  unrestricted,  that  their 
mere  will  was,  on  all  occasions,  to  be  the 
guide  of  that  House.     The  Members  of 
that  House  were  sent  there  by  the  people. 
He  did  not  call  the  people  either  entirely 
the  mob  or  the  lOZ.  householders — ^he  in- 
cluded all  ranks  and  conditions  :  but  there 
could  be  no  di^liberation,  if  all  they  were 
to  do  was,  to  know  what  was  the  will  of 
the  people,  and  to  execute  it.     He  could 
not  avoid  making  these  observations,  for 
.  he  thought  that  so  recent  and  so  strong 
an  example   could  not  be  passed  over. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  no  allusion  ought  to  be  made  to  the 
;  subject.     On  the  contrary,  ho  thought  it 
ought  to  be  alluded  to,  as  a  warning  to 
that  House  against  giving  sixteen  Mem- 
bers to  the  places  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
I  the  Metropolis,  every  one  of  whom,  during 
the  time  that  any  great  question  was  de- 
pending in  that  House,  would  be  liable  to 
be  perpetually  called  to  account  before 
another  deliberative  assembly.    Every  pa- 
rish, at  least  every  parish  within  the  reach 
of  the  morning  journalsi  would  coDtaiii 
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Qoe  ot'  iheie  deliberative  aMClnblle^,  which 
would  daily  ait  tor  thf  purpose  o(,  every 
morning,  caliins:  tha  Member  to  account 
tor  the  vote  he  had  given  tiiu  niglii  belorc-. 


ak'  tlioujfht  fit  to  aUiiHc-  to  the  Citv  r 
Londnit.  It  wa>sRi(i.  tha;  those  borough 
brouirhl  in  men  ot  talent,  and  prea 
lawvtTa.  into   that   Hoiisf-.     Vith  all  th 


He  repeated,  they  were  sent  tliere  by  thu  talem.  however,  thi  pnHii-  opinion  wi 
people,  but  it  was  their  duty  to  deliberate,  a?ninst  tlK  hornujh>.  nnfi  t^odc  of  th 
and  to  act  as  judsres  only  upon  their  own  i  advc»cateA  of  the  system,  triftefl  ns  the 
conacientinus    convictionk.       Bui   ii'  the  '  were,    woidii   venture-    to    co  before   th 


doctrine  of  his  nobit*  tneud  was  to  be  arted 
upon,  their  deliberative  character  was 
gone — that  House  would  be  overawed  and 
superintended  by  another  tribunal,  and 
the  instituiioDs  of  the  countrv.  and  the 
Throne  itself,  would  be  left  at  the  mercv 
of  popular  error  and  irritation. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waiikman  said,  he  had 


const  it  11  en  cv  oi  tht  Citv  i»!  London,  an( 
oppose  the  Keform  camiiHates.  Th*  hon 
mem  be  I  for  Newtowi,  sometimes-  went  t 
dinners  in  the  City  ot  London  ;  but  wh 
did  noi  he  gu  Ut  the  hustinirs  -  ^Vhy  d»( 
he  not  appear  at  the  Tonimon  Hall,  a 
well  as  at  the  i^ondon  Tnvern  f  The  hor 
Member  well  knew  that,  with  his  !«ei?ti 
never  heard  more  uncalled-for.  and.  he  !  ments  on  the  siibieot  oi'  Reform,  he  (V^nh 
might  add,  more  malevolent  allusions,  than  make  no  way  in  the  City  oi  London,  when 
thoK  made  to  themembers  for  the  C-ityof '  the  people  hnd  been  petitioning  for  hnlt  ; 
London.  With  all  the  correct  notions  of :  cent iir\  in  favour  of  Reform,  and  hH< 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  no  one  ever  i  determined  to  support  no  man  who  wonh 
heard  them  deliver  a  sentiment  in  fuvour    not  vote  for  it.     It  t^'as  mnrtor  of  crron 


oi'  the  liberty  ot  the  people.  Reflections 
luid  been  made  a^  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  constituencv  of  the  Citv  of  l«ondon 
conducted  itself  on  a  late  occasion ;  but 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  state,  that  no  man 
ever  came  into  Parliament  in  a  more  hon- 
ourable way  than  tlie.  four  members  for 
the  City  of  London.  When  they  came 
forward  at  candidates,  thev  were  called 
upon  to  give  expression  to  their  senti- 
ments on  the  great  question  of  Reform ; 
and  when  they  had  atated  their  sentiments 
to  be  iavourafale  to  the  Bill  introduced  by 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  were  returned 
upon  that  statement,  their  constituents 
had  a  right  to  watch  their  conduct,  and 
to  see,  that  they  had  one  and  all  peribinfted 
their  duty,  and  fulfilled  their  engagements. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  spoke  hiuhly 
of  borough  patrons,  and  vaunted  that  they 
had  never  received  an  order  from  any  one 
with  respect  to  their  votes  on  any  ques- 
tion. Could  hon.  Mcutbors,  ho^^cvel^ 
say,  that  they  represented  any  thing  iHit 
their  own  money,  or  the  wishes  of  a 
patron?  The  members  for  the  City  of 
London  were  returned  free  of  all  ex|)cnsc. 
Could  the  hon.  Member  for  Newtown  say 
he  had  come  in  without  expense  f  Would 
he  be  candid  enough  to  say  what  he 
paid  ?  The  House  did  not  want  to  hear, 
however,  for  it  knew  well  enough.  But 
the  object  of  the  present  measure  was,  to 
put  an  end  to  those  shameful  and  dis- 
graceful practices,  and  to  wipe  out  this 
blot  from  the  Constitution.  The  hon.  anil 
learoad  Gendeinan  (Sir  JaoMs  iy 


surprise  to  him  i  Alderman  WaithmanH* 
hear  a  preai  whie  Ihwyor  who  had  alwav 
professed  to  act  upon  whi^-  principle? 
utter  sentiments  that  would  have  staggerrt 
all  the  groat  constitutional  law  vers  tha 
had  ever  sat  in  that  House.  ITie  hon.  an< 
learned  (lentleman  protest<»d,tndy,  agains 
the  pubhe  voice,  and  against  the  practitM 
of  constituents  calling  Members  to  ac 
count.  Why,  it  was  the  very  essence  of  th 
(Constitution*  that  there  should  be  a  svm 
patlu'  and  a  eont^sponding  feelina  betwrei 
the  Repivsentatives  ar.d  the  prople.  Mr 
Burke  had  said,  th^t  it  would  he  betltr  t( 
give  way  to  the  x^ildest  enthusiasm  of  th< 
people  than  not  to  sympathise  with  their 
This  gnat  whig  lawyer  was  seen  ever; 
night  voting  in  support  of  all  the  rottei 
borough^,  but  ho  said  nothing  in  stippor 
of  the  liberties  of  the  people.  He  stated 
that  there  were  instances  in  which  ihi 
nominees  for  those  borou^nhs  voteil  again s 
the  8entin\ents  of  th»»ir  patron.  Ther< 
might  be  sueh  a  solitary  instance,  but  i 
there  wen*  any  such  ensr-s  they  were  ex 
ceptions  to  the  general  rule.  He  wnuh 
take  leave  to  tell  the  hon.  and  lenrnei 
Gentleman,  that  such  eonduet  was  ron 
sidered  very  flishoiinurable.  Wlvii  a  tnai 
was  seate«l  in  that.  House  by  a  patron  o 
a  borough,  and  no  direct  stipiihitinn  wn 
made  with  him,  hut  conndetiee  ptnefrl  ii 
his  priticiph'Q,  if  he  should  vote  ditprtl^ 
in  opposition  to  th»t  patron  nw\  vet  eon 
tiiiUG  to  hold  his  «pat«  it  w;is,  Ut  say  I  hi 
least  of  it,  a  mo«t  dishon'turnhle  thing 
and  hf  bad  good  auiliority  for  saying  this 
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for  a  noble  Lord,  wlio  nominated  some  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  had  said, 
in  another  place,  that  if  the  nominee  of 
a  borough  was  disposed  to  vote  against 
the  patron  who  nominated  him,  as  a  man 
of  honoar,  he  was  bound  to  resign  his 
seat.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  not  surely  have  alluded  to  a  solitary 
and  disgraceful  precedent  of  a  man's  hold- 
ing his  seat,  and  voting  in  contempt  and 
defiance  of  his  patron,  and  in  violation  of 
his  own  professed  principles ;  but,  had  the 
hon. and  learned  Gentleman  stopped  there? 
for  he  it  seems  could  "  turn  and  turn,  and 
yet  go  on ;"  had  he  not  known  an  instance 
of  a  nominee  not  only  thus  voting  in  op- 
position to  his  whig  patron,  as  well  as  in 
violation  of  his  own  principles,  and  retain- 
ing his  seat,  but  afterwards  coming  into 
this  House  as  the  nominee  of  a  tory  patron, 
and  opposing  every  measure  for  the  re- 
formation of  abuses  in  the  reformation  of 
of  the  representation,  and  throwing  im- 
putation upon  those  Members  who  were  the 
representatives  of  a  great  and  independent 
Constituency  for  the  deference  paid  to  their 
opinions.  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stated  a  case  respecting  the 
members  for  the  City  of  London,  he  stated 
a  case  that  he  did  not  understand,  and 
plainly  proved,  that  he  ought  not  to  speak 
without  a  brief ;  the  facts  were  simply  these : 
the  members  for  the  City  of  London,  after 
an  explicit  avowal  of  their  sentiments  on 
this  measure,  were  returned  without  ex- 
pense. The  electors  of  the  City  of  London 
thought,  that  a  very  factious  disposition 
had  been  shown  by  the  Opposition,  and 
that  the  object  was  to  obstruct  the  Bill. 
Perhaps  this  was  misconception,  but  it  was 
out  of  doors  the  general  feeling.  It  was 
also  thought,  that  the  proposition  to  call 
Counsel  to  the  bar  was  a  gross  attempt  to 
delay  the  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Alderman 
(Thompson)  having  voted  for  that  proposi- 
tion, his  constituents  called  upon  him  to 
explain  his  vote.  The  hon.  Alderman 
said,  he  had  no  intention  to  delay  the  Bill; 
and  whether  that  explanation  was  good  or 
not,  he  would  not  take  upon  him  to  de- 
termine, for  he  might  say,  *'  I  am  not  my 
brother's  keeper. "  The  eyes  of  the  public 
were  on  that  House.  The  public  saw 
i  their  nights  wasted  in  frivolous  discus- 
^  sions,  and  a  string  of  lawyers  rising  to 
\  oppose  the  Bill,  who  had  no  sympathy  or 
;^connection  with  the  people.  Those  Gen- 
l^tlemen  talked  of  the  rights  of  the  Mo- 
ft1(iarchy  and  the  Peerage,  and  contended 


that  the  Crown  and  the  Aristocracy  could 
not  stand  if  there  was  a  free  House  of 
Commons.  To  that  he  would  answer,  that 
if  the  Crown  and  the  Aristocracy  could  not 
stand  honestly,  they  ought  not  to  stand  at 
all.  They  would  stand,  however,  on  the 
surest  base,  when  they  stood  upon  the  affec- 
tions and  love  of  the  people.  The  King, 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  were  the  trustees  of  the  people, 
more  particularly  the  latter ;  and  whatever 
the  other  branches  of  the  Legislature  might 
do,  at  all  events  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  do  the  business  of  the  people. 
The  borough  mongers,  however,  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  people,  but  had  loaded 
them  with  800,000,000/.  of  debt,  sug- 
pended  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and 
filled  the  Army  and  Navy  and  Offices 
of  the  State  with  their  relations,  to  the 
third  and  fourth  generations.  This  was 
what  had  roused  the  public  indignation, 
and  every  discussion  tended  to  open  the 
eyes  of  the  people  more  and  more.  The 
people  would  know  from  whom  the  un- 
merited and  uncalled-for  attack,  made  that 
evening,  had  sprung.  It  was  from  no  Re- 
presentative of  the  people,  but  from  one 
who  represented  his  own  property,  and  sat 
for  a  paltry  and  contemptible  borough,  not 
having  one  house  in  it  worth  10/.  a-year. 
An  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  over  the 
way,  who  was  a  nominee,  was  most  per- 
tinacious in  his  opposition,  he  threw  him- 
self into  all  manner  of  attitudes  and  dis- 
tortions, and  was  full  of  the  most  melan- 
choly ])resages 

"  Twas  sad  by  fits,  by  starts  'twas  wild" — 
there  was,  indeed,  among  them  weeping 
and  wailing  and  gnashing  of  teeth,  and 
they  mingled  their  tears  with  the  waters  of 
Babylon  for  the  loss  of  the  rotten  boroughs. 
The  people,  however,would  contend  for  their 
rights,  and,  to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Chat- 
ham, "  they  would  perish  in  the  glorious 
struggle,  rather  than  give  up  one  iota  of  the 
Constitution."  The  state  of  the  country,  un- 
til the  late  change,  was  appalling :  it  might 
be  said  that  it  was  on  the  eve  of  a  revolu- 
tion ,  but  it  was  saved  by  a  popular  Sovereign 
and  an  honest  Ministry,  who  brought  for- 
ward this  Reform,  by  no  means  sweeping 
in  its  provisions — or  if  it  swept  away  any- 
thing, it  was  only  cobwebs  and  rubbish — 
as  the  best  method  of  restoring  confidence 
and  re-establishing  the  Constitution.  He 
had  been  quite  sorry  to  see  tlie  desperate 
condition  to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  been  reduced   last  night;   he  bad 
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absolutely  found  himself  in  the  melancholy 
plight  of  bein^  the  only  laugher  at  his  own 
stale  joke.  That  he  laughed  at  his  own 
jokes  was  not  perhaps  so  new ;  but  that  he 
should  be  the  only  laugher  on  this  occa- 
sion was  to  be  accounted  for  on  the  score 
of  its  frequent  repetition.  If  talent  could 
do  any  thing  against  the  Reform  Bill,  there 
was  surely  enough  among  no  less  than 
thirty  or  forty  lawyers  who  had  been  in- 
troduced into  that  House,  not  to  represent 
the  people,  but  by  way  of  trade  purchasing 
seats  to  obtain  places  and  appointments. 
In  fact,  with  most  of  them,  it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  trade ;  no  man  of  common  sense, 
if  a  lawyer,  who  had  a  little  money  to  buy 
a  seat,  but  knew  he  could  forward  his 
interests  by  such  means,  but  to  do  this, 
even  common  sense  was  not  always  requi- 
site* In  the  House,  and  out  of  the  House, 
he  would  do  his  duty  by  contributing  all  in 
his  power  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and 
to  the  removal  of  trifling  difficulties  so 
easily  seized  on  the  other  side.  He  would 
maintain  his  post,  division  after  division, 
as  long  as  health  and  strength  permitted, 
in  order  that  the  great  objects  of  the  mea- 
sure might  not  be  defeated  by  a  factious 
Opposition. 

Mr.  Sadler  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
make  a  few  observations,  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  introduced  this  Bill,  who  had 
tauntingly  alluded  to  some  supposed 
pledges  given  by  certain  Members  pre- 
viously to  their  entering  the  House,  and 
especially  in  opposition  to  this  measure. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
put  that  question,  that,  as  to  himself,  he 
had  never  been  called  upon  to  give  an  en- 
gagement, nor  to  express  an  opinion  on 
any  political  measure,  whatever,  neither 
then  nor  since.  He  was  as  free  to  act  ac- 
cording to  the  dictates  of  his  conscience 
as  any  Member  that  ever  sat  in  that 
House.  There  was  no  difierence,  however, 
he  contended,  between  a  man  prostrating 
his  opinion,  and  bowing  down  to  the  dicta- 
tion of  one  individual  or  of  one  thousand. 
The  man  that  did  so,  in  either  case,  was 
totally  unfit  to  legislate  ;  and  he  was  not 
the  less  fit,  because  his  servility  might  be 
displayed  in  sacrificing  -his  conscience  to 
large  numbers,  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
declared  to  be  the  very  worst  constituency 
in  any  community.  Such  was  the  noble 
Lord's  deliberate,  recorded,  and  published 
opinion,  and  he  might  reconcile  that  as 
"Well  as  others  of  his  previous  priociplesi 


with  his  present  language  and  conduct  as 
well  as  he  could.  He  (Mr.  Sadler)  was 
not  answerable  for  any  such  comparisons ; 
on  the  contrary,  he  was  rather  for  equal 
justice  being  done  to  all  classes.  'Tnen 
he^thought  the  term  boroughmong^ering, 
which  the  noble  Lord  so  frequently  used, 
[**iVb,  No,'' from  Lord  John  Russell,]  well 
then,  corrupt  patronage  and  nomination^ 
came  with  a  very  ill  grace  from  that  noble 
Lord,  when  connected  with  certain  facts 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  could  hardly  be 
ignorant.  The  noble  Lord  sneered  at  the 
nomination  of  certain  Dukes,  and  talk- 
ed of  corruption.  Had  he  forgotten  certain 
transactions  recorded  in  a  work  which  he 
and  his  colleague  had  obviously  consulted 
in  framing  their  new  Constitution, he  meant 
"Oldfield's  History  of  the  Boroughs  V 
It  was  there  said,  that  a  noble  Duke,  with 
whom  the  noble  member  for  Devonshire 
was  closely  connected,  had  sold  his  **  cor- 
rupt, unlawful,  and  scandalous  influence," 
as  it  was  now  termed,  in  the  borough  of 
Camelford,  for  32,000/. — a  pretty  good 
price,  considering  the  number  of  10/. 
houses  it  contained.  That  very  influence 
the  noble  Lord  was  then  engaged  in  de- 
stroying. Again,  did  the  noble  Lord,  so 
deeply  read  in  the  history  of  these  bo- 
roughs, know  nothing  of  the  sale  of  Oke- 
hanipton,  another  condemned  borough,  of 
which,  the  father  of  his  noble  colleague, 
together  with  the  aforesaid  noble  Duke, 
was  a  joint  proprietor.  The  price,  in  this 
case,  he  believed,  was  about  double  the 
former.  Now,  who,  he  would  ask,  were 
the  individuals  deserving  the  opprobrious 
epithets?  who  were  the  real  borough- 
mongers — those  who  thus  bartered  and 
sold  their  influence,  now  pronounced  un- 
lawful and  infamous,  for  pecuniary  consi- 
derations ;  or  those  who  had  always  ex- 
ercised that  influence  with  a  disinterested 
desire  to  promote  the  prosperity,  and  serve 
the  cause  of  the  country  ?  If  he  had 
been  a  pecuniary  gainer  by  such  a  trans- 
action, he  would  h^ve  been  inclined,  be- 
fore he  demanded  the  disfranchisement  of 
the  borough,  to  have,  like  one  to  whom 
his  party  had  been  assimilated — he  would^ 
like  Judas,  have  thrown  down  the  pieces 
of  money,  after  he  had  betrayed  ther 
innocent.  What  would  be  thought  of  a/ 
West-Indian  proprietor,  who  should  sel) 
his  degrading  property  in  slaves  at  its  uti 
roost  value,  and  then  turn  round  at  oncep 
and  boast  of  being  a  warm  advocate  M 
iostaoti  unconditional  emancipation  ?  A^ 
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to  these  boroughs,  at  all  events,  there  was 
no  great  merit  or  patriotism  in  persons 
crying  out  for  the  extinction  of  a  property 
which  they  had  previously  taken  care  to 
dispossess  themselves  of,  for  a  large  pecu- 
niary return.  The  noble  Lord  had  laid 
it  down,  in  his  valuable  work  on  the  Con- 
stitution, that  it  was  as  great  an  iniquity 
to  deal  with  the  rights  of  the  smallest  bo- 
rough, as  with  the  rights  of  the  Crown. 
The  hoQ.  Alderman,  and  other  professed 
advocates  of  the  poor,  however,  thouglu 
nothing  now  of  personal  rights.  The  only 
inquiry  was,  how  many  10/.  householders 
there  were  ?  There  were  many,  however, 
whose  rights  were  dear  and  valuable  to 
them,  and  who  did  not  occupy  10/.  houses. 
The  valuable  exertion  was  not  confined 
to  the  10/.  househoklers.  The  great  majo- 
rity— those  who  crenied  all  the  property  of ! 
the  empire,and  gave  it  its  value  when  ere- 1 
ated,  who  fought  the  battles  of  the  country 
on  both  elements,  and  who  laid  down  their 
lives  in  its  defence,  were  rarely  inhabitants 
of  10/.  houses.  It  was  a  great  objection,  in 
his  mind,  to  the  Bill,  that  whereas,  under  the 
existing  system,  the  lowest  class  of  society 
had  Representatives  in  that  House,  under 
the  new  system  they  would  be  entirely  de- 
prived of  those  Representatives.  He  did 
not  hold  nomination  to  be  the  purest  part 
of  thQ  system,  but  he  held  it  to  be  neces- 
sary to  maintain  the  balance  of  the  Con- 
stitution. At  all  events,  ancient  privileges 
were  about  to  be  destroyed — privileges 
granted  for  valuable  purposes  ;  and  he 
conceived  that  those  privileges  ought  not 
to  be  taken  awny,  unless  as  good  a  case 
could  be  shown  for  the  disfranchisement, 
as  was  shown  for  the  dismission  of  the 
House  of  Stuart,  in  the  reign  of  James 
the  2nd.  Such  was  also  the  opinion  of 
tlie  noble  Lord.  Looking;  at  the  Bill  al- 
together, he  must  say,  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  injustice  in  it,  that  the 
stronger  party  prevailed  over  the  weaker, 
and  that,  as  to  the  continual  accusations 
of  corruption,  made  by  those  who  might 
have  been  silent  on  that  score,  he  might 
apply  to  it,  with  perfect  fairness,  the  say- 
I  ing  of  the  Latin  Poet,  '*  Dut  veniam  cor- 
[  via,  vexat  censura  columbas.*'  He  should 
n  revert  to  the  subject  hereafter. 
j  Mr.  C.  i4.  Pelham  begged  leave  to  call 
!.iack  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
..be  real  question  before  it — namely, 
kS  whether  the  borough  of  Newtown  should 
\  \X  should  not  stand  part  of  schedule  A. 
M|e  did  not  think  so  small  a  borough  as 


this  ought  to  send  Members  to  Parliament. 
The  time  of  the  House  had  been  too  long 
wasted  in  irrelevant  discussions,  quite 
foreign  from  the  subject. 

Sir  R.  Peel  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  the  expediency  of  hon.  Members 
confining  themselves  more  than  they  had 
done  to  the  immediate  subject  before  the 
Committee,  and  not,  like  the  hon.  Alder- 
man opposite,  indulge  in  a  meandering 
discourse,  half  prose,  half  poetry,  touching 
the  politics  of  the  last  fifty  or  sixty  years, 
including  the  American  and  French  revo- 
lutions, the  Continental  wars,  the  state  of 
Ireland,  and  the  National  Debt.  He,  at 
well  as  the  noble  Lord,  had  the  honour  of 
being  a  constituent  of  the  hon.  Aldermana 
and  must  say,  that  such  an  oration  would 
hardly  be  tolerated  at  their  Common  Hall. 
The  hon.  Alderman  was  in  error,  in  sup- 
posing that  they  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  felt  disposed  to  taunt  those 
hon.  Members  who  had  voted  with  them 
in  their  large  minority  of  last  night, 
though  friendly  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  By  no  means:  he  admired  them 
for  their  high-minded  conduct,  and 
trusted,  that  in  several  other  matters  of 
detail,  the  Opposition  would  have  the 
benefit  of  their  votes.  It  was  not  to  be 
supposed,  that  because  hon.  Memheri 
had  expressed  their  determination  to 
support  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  that, 
therefore,  they  were  tied  down  to  its 
every  detail,  without  the  power  of  adopting 
or  proposing  such  verbal  amendments  as 
might  be  necessary.  If  such  were  the 
case,  there  would  be  an  end  to  their 
character  as  a  deliberative  body.  He 
could  not,  as  a  Liveryman  of  the  City  of 
London,  help  regretting  that  his  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Alderman  Thompson), 
had  not,  in  his  late  intercourse  with  a 
small  party  of  his  constituents,  instead  of 
entering  into  the  unnecessary  explanation 
he  had  made,  iu  his  usual  manly  manner 
addressed  the  Livery  thus : — *'  Gentle- 
men, I  have  voted  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  am  still  determined  to  sup- 
port its  principle,  but  I  do  not  feel  that  I 
am,  therefore,  fettered  so  as  not  to  exer- 
cise my  own  discretion  with  respect  to  its 
details.*'  Had  the  hon.  Alderman  ad- 
dressed the  Livery  thus,  he  was  confident 
that,  at  the  next  election,  the  Livery  would 
raise  him  to  the  head  of  the  poll. 

Colonel  Sibtliorp  said,  the  hon.  Alder- 
man had  said,  every  discussion  on  ihia 
measure  opened  the  eyes  of  the  public :  he 
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perfeolly  agreed  with  biw,  and  was  con-  ! 
vioced,  that  tbe  delusions  and  fallacies  of  I 
the  measure  were  becoming  daily  more  '■ 
notorious.  He  certainly  was  of  opinion,  - 
tha^  tbe  Bill  would  be  fatal  to  the  existing  ! 
institutions  of  the  country.  He  did  not 
represent  so  large  a  city  as  the  worthy 
Alderman,  but  his  constituents  deserved 
all  the  praise  of  patriotism,  and  had  sent 
as  independent  Members  to  the  House 
as  ever  came  from  the  Metropolis,  although 
they  might  entertain  opposite  sentiments 
to  those  expressed  by  the  worthy  Alder- 
man. The  worthy  Alderman  had  lauded 
his  own  constituents  very  much,  and  their 
propriety  of  demeanour  was  fully  exhibit- 
ed at  a  meeting  last  Wednesday,  at  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  presided. 
The  hon.  Member  could  not  preserve 
order,  and  was  even  in  some  personal 
danger  when  he  was  compelled  to  vacate 
the  Chair.  The  speeches  there  delivered, 
and  tbe  class  of  persons  present,  went  to 
show  that  the  radical  supporters  of  the 
Bill  hailed  it  but  as  a  step  to  their  ulterior 
purposes. 

Mr.  Giilon  could  not  help  complaining 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  time  of  the 
Committee  was  thus  wasted  in  idle  dis- 
cussions of  no  public  moment. 

The  question  was  then  put  and  carried, 
^'  that  Newtown  stand  part  of  schedule  A." 

The  next  question  was,  ''  that  Orford 
(Suffolk)  stand  part  of  the  schedule.'* 

Mr.  Croker  considered  the  case  of  that 
borough  far  too  important  to  allow  it  to  be 
passed  over  without  drawing  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  its  peculiar  circum- 
stances. He  thought,  that  the  principle 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Mont* 
gomeryshire  ought  to  be  applied  to  this 
borough  and  to  Aldeburgh.  He  admitted, 
that  neither  contained  the  number  of  in- 
habitants which  the  Bill  stipulated  as  the 
qualification  for  Representation ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  good  policy,  be  thought  it  ex- 
pedient to  unite  them  so  as  to  constitute 
one  borough.  Orford  contained  upwards 
of  1,700  inhabitants,  and  Aldeburgh  more 
than  1,300;  and  the 'two  towns  were 
situated  within  tliree  miles  of  each  other, 
being  separated  only  by  an  arm  of  the 
sea.  And  the  officers  of  the  Revenue,  and 
of  other  departments  of  the  public  busi- 
ness, were  in  both  towns  the  same  persons. 
He  thought  the  contiouation  of  the  Re- 
presentation to  these  towns  particularly 
expedient,  in  consec^oence  of  one  import* 
lAt  feature  of  the  B1U9  whieh  had  not  yet 


been  sufficiently  attended  to.  On  ex- 
amining the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  laid  a  hand  peoaliarly 
heavy  upon  the  Representation  of  the 
agricultural  districts.  He  woukl-  not  wf^ 
that  the  partiality  was  intended,  bat  m 
effect  the  proposed  system  was  exceedingly 
injurious  to  the  agricultural  interests.  The 
number  of  the  Representatives  to  be  re* 
turned  by  the  counties  south  of  the  Trent 
which  were  chiefly  agricultural,  was  to  be, 
by  the  Bill,  ninety  less  than  those  couptiea 
returned  at  present ;  whereas  the  counties 
north  of  that  river,  which  included  the 
principal  manufacturing  districts,  would 
gain  by  the  Bill  twenty  or  thirty  Repre« 
sentatives.  So  that  the  preponderance  of 
the  manufacturing  counties  in  the  Repre- 
sentation would  be  increased  by  at  laast 
110  Members.  The  county  of  Bucking- 
ham would  lose  five  of  tbe  present  member 
of  its  Representatives.  Devonshire,  which 
at  present  returned  24  Members,  would* 
under  the  Bill,  send  but  16.  Dorsetshire 
would  have  its  Representation  reduced 
from  28  to  8  Members;  Kent,  from  16  to 
1 2 ;  Lincoln,  from  1 0  to  9 ;  Hampshire,  from 
24  to  18 ;  Norfolk,  from  8  to  7  ;  North- 
amptonshire, from  7  to  4 ;  Oxford,  from  6 
to  2 ;  Somersetshire,  from  16  to  9 ;  Surrey, 
from  12  to  5;  Sussex,  froui  26  to  14; 
Suffolk,  from  14  to  5;  and  Wilts,  from 
32  to  13.  Whilst  ninety  Members  were 
thus  subtracted  from  the  southern  coun- 
ties, he  found  that  the  northern  counties 
gained  considerably,  as  the  following  state* 
ment  (which  he  would  read)  would  show : 
—Staffordshire,  having  at  present  8  Re- 
presentatives, would  have  9 ;  Warwick 
would  have  6,  instead  of  4,  the  present 
number ;  Durham  would  have  6,  instead 
of  2 ;  Cheshire  5,  instead  of  2  (he  begged 
the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind,  that  he  all 
along  spoke  only  of  the  borough  Repre- 
sentation in  the  several  counties);  York- 
shire, having  now  28  Members,  would 
retain  that  number  without  diminution. 
Now,  he  mentioned  these  particulars,  to 
show,  that  the  full  tide  of  favour  was  set 
northwards.  But  while  the  Representation 
was  thus  carried  from  the  southern  to  the 
northern  counties,  the  increase  of  the  Re- 
presentation in  the  one,  and  its  diminution 
in  the  other,  were  totally  independant  oi 
any  regard  to  the  proportion  of  theiir  popu- 
lation. He  was  desirous  that  it  snould 
be  clearly  understood,  that  in  advocating 
the  case  of  Orford,  his  object  was  not  U 
support  that  borough  itself,  but  to  deiisM 
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the  landed  interest.  He  would  compare 
in  more  detail^  the  population  of  two  or 
three  counties  with  the  alteration  in  their 
Representation,  to  show  that  the  changes 
were  altogether  in  favour  of  the  manufac- 
turing counties.  According  to  the  census 
of  1821,  the  county  of  Suffolk  contained 
270,000  inhabitants,  and  returned  to  Par- 
liament fourteen  Members  for  boroughs. 
Of  those  Members,  the  majority  were  con- 
nected with,  or  representatives  of,  the  land. 
But  now  the  landed  interest  of  that  great 
county  was  to  be  deprived  of  nine  Mem- 
bers, retaining  only  five  Members  for  the 
boroughs  of  Bury  St.  Edmund's  and  Ips- 
wich, and  the  half-borough  (as  the  Bill 
made  it)  of  Sudbury.  But  what  was  the 
case  of  Durham  ?  That  county  was  not, 
by  any  means,  so  populous  as  Suffolk  — 
having,  indeed,  only  207,700,  that  is, 
nearly  60,000  less  than  the  latter  county 
— and  yet,  whereas  Suffolk  was  to  lose 
nine  Members,  Durham  was  to  gain  five. 
In  the  same  way,  the  great,  indeed  he 
might  say,  the  metropolitan,  county  of 
Surrey — ^having  a  population  of  338,900, 
and  being  one  of  the  most  thickly  inha- 
bited counties  of  England — was  to  be 
reduced  in  its  Representation,  from  twelve 
to  five  Members  ;  whilst,  on  the  contrary, 
the  county  of  Warwick,  being  inferior 
in  population  to  Surrey  by  more  than 
100,000,  was  to  have  one  Member  more 
than  the  latter  county.  Now,  if  that 
disproportion  were  accidental — were  refer- 
able to  ancient  prescription — or  were  the 
result  of  a  long-continued  course — it  might 
be  less  objectionable.  But  when  they 
were  told,  that  this  Bill  was  devised  for  the 
purpose  of  setting  the  Representation 
right,  and  of  restoring  it  in  a  due  propor- 
tion to  the  population,  he  thought  it  right 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
those  inconsistencies.  Norfolk  had  a 
population  of  344,000,  and  Stafford,  of 
about  341,000 — that  is,  three  thousand 
less  than  the  other.  Under  the  old 
system  of  Representation  they  returned 
each  eight  Members.  In  that  respect 
they  were  exactly  alike.  But  the  arrange- 
'  iinent  was  now  to  be  changed,  so  that  one 
I 'Member  was  to  be  taken  from  Norfolk, 
jk^nd  bestowed  upon  Stafford,  which  would 
'i  therefore  have  two  Members  more  than 
^tlie  county  which  always  exceeded  it  in 
I  \  population,  and  was  before  equal  to  it  in 
{^Representation.  Although  that  was  not 
r.^  very  large  change,  it  yet  served,  with  the 
Either  cases  he  had  mentioned,  to  show 


that  the  tide  of  the  new  Representation 
was  against  the  agricultural  counties.  In 
Yorkshire,  Aldborough  was  permitted  to 
retain  a  Representative,  although  it  was  a 
very  poor  town  situated  in  a  district  popu- 
lous in  boroughs.  Almost  in  its  immediate 
neighbourhood  were  Knaresborough,  Ri- 
pon,  Malton,  York,  and  Thirsk.  While 
Aldborough  in  Suffolk,  which  was  three 
times  the  size  of  Aldborough  in  Yorkshire, 
and  had  no  borough  nearer  than  Ipswich, 
20  miles,  and  Bury  and  Sudbury,  which  is 
near  40  miles  distant,  were  to  be  wholly 
disfranchised  ;  and  thus  the  whole  north- 
eastern district  of  Suffolk,  about  40  miles 
long,  and  near  30  miles  wide,  will  be  left 
without  a  member.  He  would  not  then  renew 
the  Debate  as  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
nor  introduce  to  the  House  any  fancies  of 
his  own ;  but  he  should  content  himself 
with  submitting  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Gentlemen  connected  with  the  agricul- 
tural districts,  what  he  thought  their  in- 
terests required  ;  and  with  assuring  them, 
that  he  should  take  every  opportunit|^  of 
giving  them  his  assistance. 

Sir  H,  Bunbury  did  not  think,  that  there 
could  be  shown  any  sufficient  reasons  for 
the  union  of  the  two  boroughs  (Orford  and 
Aldeburgh).  There  was  no  close  commu- 
nication, and  there  was  very  little  inter- 
course between  them.  They  were  sepa- 
rated, at  full  tide,  by  a  broad  expanse  of 
sea,  and  at  low  water,  by  a  broad  expanse 
of  nuid.  A  great  part  of  that -expanse 
might  sometimes  be  dry,  but  he  (Sir  H. 
Bunbury)  had  many  a  time  attempted  to 
cross  from  one  town  to  the  other,  and 
never  had  found  the  passage  practicable. 
As  to  the  population,  they  were  both 
declining  fishing  towns,  but  yet  much  fre- 
quented in  the  season  for  sea-bathing.  In 
summer,  therefore,  there  might  be  found  a 
very  respectable  and  numerous  consti- 
tuency, which  he  feared  would  be  reduced 
to  a  very  small  one  at  an  election  in  win- 
ter time.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Croker)  had  said,  that  the  boroughs  of 
Suffolk  were  necessary  to  represent  the 
agricultural  interests  of  that  county.  But 
he  (Sir  H.  Bunbury)  believed,  that  the 
members  for  the  boroughs  of  Ipswich  and 
Sudbury  had  never  been  persons  connected 
with  the  landed  interest.  As  to  Aldeburgh, 
he  could  not  say  whether  its  Represent- 
atives had  ever  been  other  than  persons 
connected  with  manufacttires  or  com- 
merce. To  show,  that  the  people  them- 
selves did  not  set  much^value  upon  the  Re* 
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presentation  which  those  boroughs  afforded 
theoiy  it  was  sufficient  to  say,  that  he  had 
presented  a  petition  from  the  borough  now 
under  discussion,  praying  that  the  present 
Reform  Bill  might  be  passed  by  that  House. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  opposite 
strengthened  the  case  which  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  lay  before  the  House.  The 
boroughs  of  Ipswich  and  Sudbury  were 
not  to  be  disfranchised ;  but  as  these 
places  generally  returned  mercantile  men 
as  their  Representatives,  and  as  Aldeburgh 
and  Orford  generally  returned  persons  con- 
nected with  the  landed  interest,  if  the  first 
were  to  be  preserved  and  the  latter  to  be 
disfranchised,  it  was  clear,  that  the  iuHuence 
of  the  agricultural  interest  of  the  county 
of  Suffolk  must  be  almost  annihilated.  He 
certainly  had  omitted,  and  purposely  omit- 
ted, from  his  statements,  the  increase  which 
was  made  to  the  county  Representation  ; 
but  that  did  not  alter  the  question,  for 
there  was  in  proportion  as  many  Members 
added  to  the  counties  of  the  north,  which 
were  manufacturing,  as  to  those  of  the 
south,  which  were  a^i^ricultural.  He  was 
not  so  anxious  to  combine  these  two  places 
into  one  borough,  as  to  reserve  to  the 
county  of  Suffolk  ihe  power  of  returning 
another  Member  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
He  would,  therefore,  be  content  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  transfer  to  the  thriving 
and  populous  town  of  Woodbridge  the  fran- 
chise which  was  taken  from  Aldeburgh  and 
Orford,  and  thus  preserve  to  that  district 
of  Suffolk,  some  small  shew  of  the  repre- 
sentation which  it  at  present  possessed. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  see  any 
grounds  for  uniting  these  two  boroughs. 
In  the  view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  just  taken  of  the  loss  which  he 
supposed  this  Bill  would  inflict  on  the 
agricultural  interest,  he  had  taken  a  par- 
tial view  of  its  effect  in  several  counties, 
instead  of  taking  a  general  view  of  its  oper- 
ation all  over  the  country.  He  ought  to 
have  recollected,  that  the  agricultural  inter- 
est would  receive  a  great  addition  of 
weight  from  the  large  addition  which  had 
been  made  to  the  county  Represent- 
ation ;  for,  owing  to  the  elective  fran- 
chise being  conferred  on  the  large  towns, 
and  to  the  circumstance  of  freeholders, 
who  claimed  a  right,  from  their  freeholds, 
to  vote  in  those  towns,  being  disqualified 
for  voting  for  the  same  freeholda  in  coun- 
ties, the  county  Representation  would,  in 
future,  be  placed  in  the  agricultaral  inha- 


bitants of  villages,  rather  than  in  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  large  manufacturing  towns. 
The  right  hon.  Member  had  said,  that 
these  small  boroughs  generally  returned 
agricultural  Members.  Now  that  obtenr- 
ation  was  another  proof,  that  great  wits  hid, 
sometimes  short  memories  ;  for  it  was  not 
many  evenings  since  he  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asserting,  with  unusual 
gravity,  that  one  great  advantage  of  these 
small  boroughs  was,  that  they  opened  to 
commercial  men  the  road  into  that  House. 
He  could  not  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  blow  hot  and  cold  at  one  breath. 

Mr.  Kilderhee : — My  right  hon.  friend 
below  me  (Mr.  Croker)  has  so  fully  ex- 
plained, that'he  rested  his  propositon  for  a 
case  of  Aldeburgh  and  Orford,  not  upon 
their  own  merits,  but  entirely  as  a  question 
of  compensation  to  the  county,  as  an  agri- 
cultural body,  for  the  votes  it  will  lose 
by  the  disfranchisement  of  both  these  bo- 
roughs, that  I  will  not  say  a  word  upon 
that  point.  The  hon.  Baronet,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  county,  will,  I  am  sure,  admit, 
that  I,  from  residing  immediately  in  the 
neighbourhood,  must  be  fully  as  well,  if 
not  better,  acquainted  with  these  places 
than  he  can  be.  The  hon.  Baronet  has 
said,  that  Aldeburgh  and  Orford  are  di- 
vided by  a  muddy  creek,  and  that  the  com- 
munication between  them  is  by  means  of 
sandy  lanes,  at  a  distance  of  twelve  miles. 
Now  the  Orford  river  can  hardly  be  called 
a  muddy  creek,  for  it  has  deep  water,  not 
less  than  three  fathoms  at  the  lowest 
spring-tides  up  to  Orford  quay,  and  not 
less  than  two  fathoms  at  low  water  up  to 
Aldeburgh.  There  are  from  sixty  to 
seventy  vessels  belonging  to  the  three 
ports  of  Orford,  Aldeburgh,  and  Snape, 
and  the  whole  corn  and  coal  trade  of  a 
very  large  district  is  carried  on  from  these 
ports.  There  is  a  ferry,  passable  at  all 
times  of  the  tide,  and  the  distance  from 
Aldeburgh  to  Orford  does  not  exceed  by 
land  three  miles  and-a-half.  My  hon. 
friend  (Sir  H.  Bunbury)  has  also  stated, 
that  these  boroughs  have  always  been  re- 
presented by  Gentlemen  not  at  all  connected 
with  the  county  of  Suffolk,  or  with  the 
landed  interest.  Now,  I  believe  that  they 
have  invariably  returned  Gentlemen  who 
have,  upon  all  questions  relating  to  the 
landed  interest,  voted  in  favour  of  it.  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  representing  both 
these  places  in  Parliament,  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  hardly  say,  that  I  have  no 
connexion  with  the  county  of  Suffolk.  - 
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The  question  was  put  &nd  carried, 
**  that  the  borough  of  Orford  stabd  part  of 
eehedale  A." 

The  next  borough  on  the  list  was  Pe- 
tersfield. 

Colonel  Jolliffe  proposed,  that  as  Pe- 
ters6eld  was  part  of  the  parish  of  Beriton, 
and  as  the  parish  of  Benton  contained 
more  than  2,000  inhabitants,  the  elective 
franchise  of  th6  borough  of  Petersfield 
should  be  throwrt  into  the  parish  of 
B^tbn,  and  it  should  be  suftered  to 
return  one  Metnber.  He  could  assure 
the  taoMe  Lord,  that  if  he  acceded  to  that 
proposition,  ho  would  deprite  the  present 

Stron  of  all  pow^r  over  the  borough. 
m  Hght  of  elet^ting  the  Members  would 
then  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  most  respectable  constituencies  in  the 
county. 

Lord  /i  Rn^^eii  could  not  assent  to 
sUch  a  proposition.  The  principle  was, 
that  no  borough  containing  less  than 
2,000  inhabitants,  by  the  census  of  1821, 
should  return  Representatives.  Such  a 
population  was  not  possessed  by  the 
borough  of  Petersfield. 

Sir  W,  Jolliffe  thought  the  proposition 
of  his  hon.  friend  a  perfectly  fair  one.  At 
the  Bfkme  time,  he  made  no  complaint 
against  the  Government,  for  the  course 
which  it  had  recommended,  with  regard  to 
this  borough,  as  the  documents  befbre 
them  were  calculated  to  mislead  them. 
There  was  no  such  parish  as  Petersfield ;  but 
it  ought  to  be  considered  as  part  of  Beriton ; 
and  the  population  of  the  adjacent  tithings, 
which  were  connected  together,  and  formed 
one  Hundred,  should  be  taken  together,  in 
Which  case  it  ought  to  be  allowed  to  send 
Members  to  that  House. 

Mr.  Goulburn  urged,  that  the  borough 
had  a  fair  right  to  be  placed  in  schedule 
B,  as  it  was  mo^tt  unjust  that  the  inhabit- 
ants should  suffer  from  the  mistakes  which 
had  been  made  by  their  Mayor  in  the  re- 
turns of  the  population. 

Mr.  Carter  statedj  that  the  freeholders 
.    of  the  adjacent  tithings  who  had  claimed 
a  right  of  voting  in  1820,  found,  that  their 
votes  were  disallowed  by  an  election  Com- 
mittee. 
f       The  question  "  that  Petersfield  stand 
I  part  of  schedule  A"  was  carried. 
(       Tho  next  borough  on  the  list  was  Plymp- 
;  toh,  but  oh  the  Chairman's  putting  the 
1^  question  on  that  borough, 
'  ^      Mr.  tlunt  rose  to  move  an  adjournment, 
)|  saying,  that  he  understood  the  noble  Lord 


who  filled  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  have  agreed  that  the  further 
discussion  of  the  question  should  l>e  wA- 
journed  nightly  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  recollect,  that 
he  had  ever  pledged  himself  to  any  such 
arrangement,  as  the  course,  in  his  opinion, 
must  prove  highly  inconvenient,  and  would 
very  unnecessarily  retard  the  progress  of 
the  public  business.  He,  themfore,  would 
by  no  means  consent  to  so  early  an  ad- 
journment. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  thought  it  was  too 
much  to  expect  Members  to  work  from 
five  o'clock  until  one  in  the  morning. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question  on 
Plympton. 

Lord  Vdltetort  referred  to  the  statements 
contained  inn  petition  presented  j^esterday 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Plympton,  (hMn 
(Certain  inhabitants  of  that  borough,  Which 
he  considered  of  such  a  nature  as  ought 
fairly  to  exempt  it  from  disfranchisement. 
There  were  in  Plympton  130  10/.  houses. 
The  amount  of  assessed  taxes  paid  by 
those  who  resided  in  that  borough  was 
very  considerable,  and  the  neighbourhood 
was    remarkable    for   the   respectability 
of   its    inhabitants.      The   borough    of 
Plympton   had,  however,  been    inserted 
in  schedule  A,  for  the  most  preposterous 
reason  that  could  well  be  imagined.     Add 
what  was  that  reason  ?  Why,  because  the 
borough   happened   to  touch  upon  two 
parishes,    each   of    which    contained    a 
church,  one  dedicated  to  one  Saint,  and 
the  other  to  a  diflferent  one,  whereas,  had 
there  been  only  one  church,  the  inhabit- 
ants would  be  permitted  to  send  two  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament.     Such  were  the  ridi- 
culous absurdities  and  egregious  inconsist- 
encies of  this  Bill,  which  had  been  thrust 
upon  the  House,  and  which  the  Members 
were  to  be  bullied  into  passing.     This  was 
the  Bill  which  was  about  to  be  forced  upon 
the  Legislature  at  the  impudent  dictation 
of  an  arbitrary  Press,  wfiich,  base  as  it 
was,  had  acquired  such  an  ascendancy  in 
the  country  that  there  was  now  no  resisting 
it.     He  would  beg  leave  to  be  permitted 
to  read  a  single  specimen  of  the  species  of 
democratic  despotism  to  which  he  par- 
ticularly alluded,  and  from  this  alone,  the 
House  might  be  suflficiently  enabled  to 
judge  of  the  animvs  that  actuated  not  mere- 
ly the  writer  alone,  but  the  party  generally 
to  which  he  belonged.  The  noble  Lord  then 
proceeded  to  quote  as  follows,  the  con- 
cluding paragraph  of  an  editorial  article 
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lb  ThB  TYmes  of  Thursday :— "  We  confess 
— for  why  should  Sir  Robert  have  all  the 
praise   of  candour  to   himself? — we    do 
cotifbss  that  Lord  Al thorp  has  more  than 
once  put  us  a  little  out  of  patience,  by 
treatiug  the  public  enemy  with  so  much 
consideration-.     Lord   Althorp,  if  he  be 
the   leader  of  the   House  of  Commons, 
ought  to  lead,  not  merely  the  proceedings 
of  the   House,  but  the  sentiments  and 
judgments  of  the  majority.     His  Lordship 
ought,  therefbre,  to  keep  up  a  more  li? ely 
spirit  in  his  camp,  by  not  being  satisfied 
with  dull  defensive  War:    he  ought  to 
carry  the  fight  into  the  adverse  quarters. 
He  ought  never  to  repulse  the  borough- 
tnonger  crew  without  attacking  them  in 
turn.     Why  not  meet  at  ten  o'clock   in 
the  morning?    Why  hot  force  the  dis- 
franchiseknent  of  nottiitiation  boroughs  in 
the  luknp,  instead  of  strangling  the  rep- 
tiles by  the  tedious  and  troublesome  pro- 
cess of  succession  V  [cheers  and  laugh* 
ier]    [The  noble  Lord  observed,  that  he 
could  see  nothing  laughable  in  the  sub- 
ject, and  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  understand 
the  joke  which  seemed  to  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers such  entertainment.]     "  The  major- 
ity^  he  continued,  if  he  will  but  blood 
them  a  little,  by  closing  instead  of  always 
skirmishing,  are  with  him  to  any  consti- 
tutional extent  he  pleases.     The  country 
is  with  him,  the  Press  is  with  him,  what 
does  his  Lordship   fear?"    There,  then, 
was  a  precious  sample  of  the  bullying  and 
bravado  which  had  been  put  in  requisition, 
with  what  success  they  all  witnessed,  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  this  monstrous 
and  outrageous  measure.     He  left  it  to 
the  House  to  judge  from  the  case  befbre 
th  m,  amongst  others,  how  far  it  merited 
the  praises  which  had  been  lavished  on  it. 
Sir  C  Wether  ell  asked  Ministers,  why 
they  did  not  take  the  advice    of  their 
sagacious  friend  of  the  Press,  and  make 
a  levy  en  masse  for  the  massacre  of  the 
proscribed    boroughs,    seeing  that    they 
had  a  majority  which  would  back  them  in 
that  or  anything  else  that  they  might  think 
fit  to  propose.     Why  not  throw  the  ques- 
tions of  justice  and  constitutional  policy 
at  once  overboard,  and  proceed  in  the 
straightforward  course  recommended  by 
their  friend  ?     One  of  the  members  for 
London  had  **  inadvertently"  paused  to 
examine  before  he  decided,  and  the  con- 
sequence had  been,  that  he  was  cited 
befbre  an  unconstitutional  tribunal,  and 
ealled  to  account  for  hia  breach  of  dis- 


cipline. It  behoved  them^  then,  to  ab- 
stain from  all  troublesome  exatkiination 
for  the  future,  and  act  as  their  trieiid  the 
editor  had  suggested. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  ml^ority^ 
he  had  no  doubt,  would  not  otject  to 
cancel  the  remaining  boroughs  by  asinslc 
vote  :  to  them  he  was  sure  no  proposition 
could  well  be  more  satisfactory. 

Lord  Valietort  denied,  that  he  had  as- 
sented to  such  a  course,  merely  because 
he  read  a  public  paper  recommending  it^ 

Sir  Q,  Clerh  said,  he  had  no  Ideal 
knowledge  of  Piyiiipton,  but  eertainl) 
expected  an  Answer  from  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  in  refutation  of  the  objections 
already  taken  by  the  noble  member  foi 
Lostwithiel. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  he  Was  Hbt  Sur- 
prised, that  ho  Minister  bild  riseti  to 
answer  the  noble  Lordj  beeatiM  Plymfitoti 
was  in  exactly  the  same  predicaikient  ai 
Appleby,  which  the  HoUse  bad  redlnUj 
discussed  at  more  than  usual  length)  tkno 
decided  for  its  disfranchisement.  ThI 
influence  of  the  Press,  of  which  the  tidbU 
Lord  complained,  was  owltig  to  the  im)M!^ 
feet  Representation  of  the  people  in  that 
House,  which  had  led  them  td  cOhsidei 
the  Press  as  their  natural  and  most  efiici- 
etit  Representative.  Let  the  people  Im 
fairly  represented,  as  they  would  be  undei 
the  operation  of  this  measure,  and  a  Re- 
formed Parliament  would  take  into  theii 
own  hands  the  enormous  power  which  he 
acknowledged  was  at  present  exercised  b) 
the  Press. 

Lord  J.  Russell  insisted,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  applied  equally  to  Plvmp- 
ton  and  to  Appleby,  and  he  would^  tiiere- 
fore,  retain  the  former  as  well  as  the  lattei 
borough  in  schedule  A,  both  of  thekr 
being,  in  his  opinion,  justly  marked  foi 
disfranchisement. 

Mr.  C  Ross  contended, that  the  borough 
had  a  right  to  retain  one  Member^  for  tnd 
limits  of  the  borough  were  not  accurateh 
defined,  and  the  whole  parishes  of  Whicn 
the  borough  made  part,  ought  to  be  taketi, 
when  it  would  be  found  to  contain  ¥tiOK 
than  2,000  inhabitants,  With  a  lar^ 
number  of  10/.  householders.  Who  paid 
a  comparatively  large  sUm  in  ikssessed 
taxes. 

Lord  John  T^itsse// said,  the  return  slaiec 
that  the  male  population  in  1821  Wa« 
328 ;  the  number  of  houses  108 ;  otid  ttH 
answer  giten  to  the  third  question  iti  thai 
return  was,  that  the  limits  ef  the  boTOagl 
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were  not  accurately  defined,  but  that, 
probably,  the  addition  to  the  number  of 
houses  might  be  twenty,  and  the  male 
inhabitants  about  forty  ;  thus,  making  in 
the  whole  128  houses,  and  368  male  in- 
habitants. Was  this  return  so  notoriously 
incorrect  that  it  could  not  be  acted  on  ? 

Lord  Valletort  could  not  say,  it  was  so, 
but  he  had  asserted,  that  in  the  borough 
and  parishes  together,  a  constituency 
might  be  formed,  which  ought  to  prevent 
the  disfranchisement. 

Mr.  C.  Ross  had  also  argued,  that  out  of 
the  borough,  including  all  the  parish  of 
Plympton-Maurice,  and  part  of  Plympton- 
St.  Mary,  the  requisite  number  of  10/. 
houses  might  be  found,  by  including  the 
whole,  of  the  latter  papsh,  to  make  up  a 
most  respectable  constituency. 

Mr.  Croker  wished  to  know,  as  the  bo- 
rough of  Malton  had  been  allowed  to  retain 
its  two  parishes,  why  the  same  rule  should 
not  be  followed  with  respect  to  Plympton. 
Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  the  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  him  in  mind 
of  the  observation  of  Fluellen,  "  There  is 
a  river  in  Macedon,  and  there  is  also,  more- 
over, a  river  at  Monmouth — it  is  called 
Wye  at  Monmouth."  The  cases  of  the  bo- 
roughs of  Malton  and  Plympton  were  not 
at  all  parallel.  In  the  former  borough  the 
two  parishes  were  included  in  the  town, 
but  in  Plympton  the  parishes  were  rural, 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  town. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  was  surprised  at  the 
tone  of  the  Treasury  benches,  but  they 
were  supported  by  the  Press.  The  inter- 
esting debates  in  the  Reform  Committee 
were  not  properly  given  in  the  pub- 
lic Press.  The  fact  was,  that  the  Press 
was  corrupt — it  was  bought  and  paid  for 
by  the  Government.  What  the  Minis- 
ters and  their  "  followers  up  "  said,  was 
given  in  detail,  while  all  that  was  said  on 
the  other  side  was  curtailed,  misrepresent- 
ed, misinterpreted,  and  (he  believed,  in  his 
conscience,  by  the  advice  of  the  Ministers) 
suppressed  from  the  public  by  the  most 
nefarious  practices. 

Mr.  Rohinsoii  said,  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  know  there  were  two  sides  in  the 
Press  as  well  as  in  that  House,  and  if  one 
party  made  a  misstatement  the  opposite 
one  corrected  it  ? 
!       The   question  "that  the    borough   of 
'.  Plympton  stand  part  of  schedule  A,"  put 
'•  and  carried. 

^      Lord  Althorp  moved,  that  the  Chairman 
y  do  report  progress. — Agreed  to. 


The  House  resumed — the  Committee  to 
sit  again  on  Tuesday. 

Queen's  Dower.]  Lord  Althorp 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Queen's 
Dower  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  large  unlimited 
allowance  given  to  Prince  Leopold,  which 
he  had  recently  so  generously  resigned, 
had  caused  much  popular  discontent,  on 
the  supposition  that  it  would  be  spent 
abroad.  In  the  provision  made  for  Prince 
George  of  Cumberland,  it  was  enacted, 
that  the  money  should  be  paid  only  if  the 
Prince  resided  in  England.  He  thought 
that,  in  the  arrangement  of  the  Queen's 
Dowry,  some  respect  ought  to  be  had  to 
the  point  whether  the  Queen  were 
to  reside  in  England,  or  marry  again 
after  the  King's  demise,  and  spend  her 
money  abroad.  The  sum  granted  was 
large,  but  not  too  much  if  she  continued  to 
reside  here,  and  kept  up  her  state  and 
dignity,  but  the  sum  was  altogether  too 
much  if  she  were  to  retire  abroad,  and  receive 
it  in  a  foreign  country.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  have  a  few  words  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  to  the  effect  that  her  Majesty  should 
only  continue  to  enjoy  this  immense  dower 
so  long  as  she  continued  to  reside  in  this 
country. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  with  respect  to 
Prince  George,  the  provision  was  made 
only  because  it  was  deemed  necessary  that 
the  Prince  should  have  an  English  edu- 
cation. He  did  not  think,  that  any  limit 
such  as  had  been  suggested  ought  to  be 
made  in  the  provision  for  her  Majesty,  or 
that  the  gift  should  be  clogged  with  any 
conditions.  There  was  no  precedent  for 
such  a  limitation  in  any  former  grants  of 
dower  to  Queens,  and  he  could  not  think 
of  departing  from  the  usual  practice. 

Mr.  Hume  trusted  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  House  would  do  him  the  justice  to  be- 
lieve he  meant  nothing  offensive  in  what 
he  had  suggested,  to  the  illustrious  person 
alluded  to.  It  had  not,  however,  origin- 
ated with  himself,  and  he  would  not  press 
it  against  the  sense  of  the  House. 

Lord  Ebrington  was  as  desirous  as  any 
hon.  Member  that  such  grants  as  that 
under  consideration  should  be  spent  in 
this  country,  yet  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
would  be  unjust  to  clog  this  grant  with 
conditions,  connected  as  it  was  with  the 
feelings  of  an  illustrious  person  to  whom 
they  owed  so  much,  and  particularly  as 
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there  was  no  precedent  for  it  in  any 
former  settlement  of  Dower.  To  make 
such  a  stipulation  in  the  case  of  a  Mo- 
narch who  had  given  up  nearly]  the  whole 
of  the  hereditary  revenue  of  the  Crown, 
would  be  most  ungracious. 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

Public  Works  (Ireland)  Bill.]  On 
the  Motion y  that  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill  be  deferred  to  Monday  next, 

Mr.  George  Dawson  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  Irish  Members  to  this 
Bill.  It  was  intended  by  it  to  establish  a 
permanent  body  of  Commissioners,  with 
large  salaries,  to  arrange  and  superintend 
the  employment  of  500, 000 Z.  to  be  expend- 
ed in  carrying  on  public  Works  in  Ireland. 
Now,  when  tiiey  heard  so  much  of  econ- 
omy, this,  at  least,  was  no  proof  of  it,  to 
pay  large  salaries  for  work  which  used 
to  be  done  by  unpaid  Commissioners. 
He  objected  to  the  principle  and  detail  of 
the  Bill.  If  it  was  necessary  to  appoint 
Commissioners  at  all,  it  should  be  done 
annually  ;  they  would  then  be  under  the 
control  of  the  House :  but  the  present 
plan  was,  to  insure  patronage,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  and  shew  what  its  real  objects 
were. 

Mr.  Stanky  must  complain  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  the  only  question  was,  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  the  Bill  to  a  fu- 
ture opportunity.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  talked  of  large  salaries,  but  no 
salaries  were  yet  fixed,  and  the  blank  was 
to  be  filled  up  in  the  Committee.  The 
Bill  had  for  its  object  to  abolish  several 
Boards  by  which  the  business  was  badly 
done,  and  appoint  one  by  which  more  work 
would  be  done,  and  at  a  less  expense. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  should  be  prepared 
to  show,  at  a  proper  time,  that  this  was  a  job 
of  the  right  hon.  the  member  for  Limerick. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  if  any  of  the 
present  Commissioners  were  to  be  con- 
tinued, and  the  length  of  their  services. 

Mr.  Stanley  replied,  one  :  some  of  the 
others  were  entitled  to  superannuation. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  wished  to  learn, 
which  of  the  three  Commissioners  was  to 
be  continued  ?  One  had  served  thirty, 
another  sixteen,  and  the  third  six  years. 
He  understood  the  last  was  to  be  retained, 
the  least  efficient  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  Stanley  regretted  to  hear  that  the  Go- 
vernment with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  had  been  connected,  hadappointed  an 
efficient  Commissioner  only  six  years  ago. 
He  hoped  those  that  were  proposed  to  be 
now  appointed,  would  be  found  capable. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  had  not  said  inef- 
ficient, but  the  least  efficient  of  the  three. 

Committee  deferred. 

Public  Works  Salaries  (Irelamd).] 
Mr.  Stanley  moved,  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  on  granting 
Salaries  to  Officers  carrying  on  Public 
Works  in  Ireland.  The  Speaker  having 
left  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Stanley  proposed  the  following  Re- 
solution— "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee,  that  provision  be  made  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  for  the  payment  of  salaries  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land." 

Mr.  George  Dawson  wished  to  know 
the  amount  of  the  salaries  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  intended  Commissioners.  The 
object  of  the  plan  was  to  abolish  several 
Boards  of  Works,  and  the  Board  of  In- 
land Navigation  in  Ireland.  Some  of  the 
Commissioners  of  these  Boards  would  be 
entitled  to  superannuation,  and  it  was  no 
proof  of  economy  to  appoint  new  Officers 
to  do  the  work  which  the  present  Commis- 
sioners were  quite  competent  to  perform. 
He  wished  also  to  have  the  salaries  pro- 
vided by  an  annual  grant,  and  to  know 
the  exact  amount  the  Commissioners  were 
to  receive. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  it  was  proposed  to  give 
the  first  Commissioner  1,000/.  a-year,  and 
600/.  a-year  to  the  other  four.  They  were  to 
devote  their  whole  time  to  the  public  ser- 
vice. The  gentleman  intended  for  Chief 
Commissioner,  held  a  high  situation  in  the 
Engineer  Corps,  and  he  would  give  up  that 
situation  and  salary  upon  being  appointed 
to  this. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  took  the  present  op- 
portunity to  give  notice,  that  in  the  Com- 
mittee he  should  propose  that  these  in- 
tended salaries  be  reduced  one  half. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  objected  to  the 
plan  of  making  these  appointments  per- 
manent ;  he  preferred  a  limited  period  of 
seven  or  fourteen  years,  with  a  power  of 
removal,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  said,  the  Bill  gave 
a  power  to  appoint  a  secretary,  engineers, 
clerks,  and  otner  officers,  to  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  were  the  salaries  to  these  persons 
also  settled  ?  It  was  said,  a  gentleman, 
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who  was  a  celebrated  engineer,  was  to  be 
first  Commissioner ;  of  course,  therefore, 
there  would  be  no  occasion  for  sub-engi- 
neers. These  Boards  generally  gave  rise 
to  jobs,  and  he  was,  therefore,  anxious 
they  should  not  be  permanent,  or  the 
salaries  paid  when  no  duties  were  dis- 
charged. Suppose,  that  such  high  interest 
for  the  money  to  be  lent  should  be  de- 
manded that  no  person  would  borrow  it ; 
was  the  State  to  be  saddled  in  this  case 
with  the  expense  of  this  Board  ?  He 
should  be  told,  perhaps,  that  it  would 
discharge  the  duties  at  present  done  by 
other  Boards ;  but  these  Boards  had  no 
duties  to  perform. 

Lord  Althorp  would  take  immediate 
measures  to  prevent  such  abuses  from 
taking  place. 

IVlr.  Hume  said,  the  noble  Lord  might 
not  be  in  a  situation  to  do  so,  and  they 
must  have  some  better  security,  to  prevent 
such  an  abuse.  He  should,  therefore,  be 
happy  to  second  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Lincoln,  to  reduce 
these  salaries  one  half* 

Colonel  Sibthorp  objected  to  their  pro- 
ceeding further,  as  they  were  only  in  a 
Committee,  pro  forma, 

Mr.  Stanley  observed,  that  it  was  In- 
tended that  the  salaries  now  paid  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Navigation  and 
the  Board  of  Piablic  Works  should  be 
stopped.  These  salaries  were  larger  than 
those  intended  to  be  given  to  the  proposed 
Board.  And  there  was  power  given  by 
this  Bill  to  the  Treasury  to  suspend  the 
issuing  of  this  money,  if  there  was  reason 
to  believe  it  would  not  be  attended  with 
the  expected  results. 

Sir  Robert  Harty  assured  the  House 
that  the  most  beneBcial  results  might  be 
expected  from  this  grant.  It  would,  most 
likely,  be  called  for  from  every  quarter ; 
and  it  would  give  a  ten-fold  return  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  Maurice  O'Connrll  trusted  there 
was  no  intention  to  give  the  retiring  Com- 
missioners any  compensation,  for  nothing 
could  have  been  more  infamous  than  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  squandered  and 
divided  the  public  money  among  them- 
selves for  the  performance  of  very  little 
duty. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  hoped  to  see  all 
other  Commissioners  of  Roads  and  Trusts 
following  in  the  wake  of  the  two  Boards 
now  to  be  broken  up,  for  they  had  been 
a  curse  to  the  country. 


Mr.  Ruthven  wished  to  know  if  it  waft 
intended  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
Grand  Jury  Laws  of  Ireland.  A  teviiion 
of  them  was  much  wanted,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  receive  the  attentioti  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Stanley y  in  reply  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  begged  to  state,  that 
he  had  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
Grand  Juries  ready  for  circulation.  He 
feared  he  should  not  be  able  to  introduce 
it  this  Session;  but  he  would  have  it 
printed  and  widely  circulated,  and  hoped 
earlv  next  Session  to  introduee  it. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


HOUSE   OF    LOEDSi 
Monday,  July  26»  1831. 

AOi  AlMndiocntf  tes.    The  LdM  StilrSidl  Kittllt  Mm^ 
Ution.    Coinmlttcd  t  Uie  Matter  of  the  Mintft  ^iltrf . 
Petitions  nrewnted.    By  the  Ihike  of  ltioffiiolio«  fhrin 
^ameft  Huhtkr,  for  idtsnitioitt  id  Iht  TltMl  CIMltMlliba 
BUL 

Beer  BitL.]  The  Bishop  of  flttf  A  and 
Welts  presented  Petitions  from  Yeovll, 
and  Wells  and  Stockport,  pt^yinfr  tbt  the 
reped  or  altetation  of  the  Beer  Bill.  1ft 
case  it  should  not  be  thought  mm(6t  to 
repeal  the  Bill,  the  right  reVefend  mlate 
suggested  that  the  beer  houses  should  be 
placed  under  certain  regulations.  He 
suggested  that  it  should  not  be  allowed 
to  consume  beer  on  the  premises  In  the 
new  beer  houses,  and  that  they  should  be 
placed  under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Magistrates  and  Police.  He  supposed 
that  there  would  be  no  serious  objection  to 
preventing  the  beer  being  consumed  on  the 
premises,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  not  proposed  originally  that  the  con- 
sumption on  the  premises  should  be  al- 
lowed. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  would  repeat  what 
he  had  before  stated,  which  was.  that  he  had 
not  originally  proposed  in  his  13111  to  allow 
the  consumption  of  the  beer  on  the  pte- 
mises;  but  that  he  had  given  np  hid  own 
opinion  to  that  of  the  Committee,  which 
had  taken  evidence  on  the  point.  He  did 
not  aeree  With  the  right  revferend  Prelate, 
that  there  Would  be  no  objection  to  pUt  an 
end  to  the  consumption  of  beer  on  the  pre- 
mises ;  oh  the  coittrary,  he  thought  that 
this  Would  be  the  principal  point  of  differ- 
ence. Thn  Bill,  hoVvever,  as  It  at  present 
stood,  hud  not  had  a  fair  trial,  Und  this 
being  the  case,  It  certainly  wiis  hot  (it- 
ting  that  it  should  be  hspeMcd  or  ulttfrvd 
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in  its  principle  for  the  present.  But  he 
had  the  satisfaction  to  inform  their  Lord- 
ships, that  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  prepared  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  to  add  some  regula- 
tions, \7hich,  it  was  to  be  hoped,  would 
remove  all  reasonable  objections. 

Lord  Teynham  cordiallv  agreed  with 
the  noble  Baron  on  the  Woolsack,  that 
permission  to  drink  beer  on  the  premises 
of  the  seller,  was  the  very  best  part  of  the 
Billt  and  if  that  claase  was  repealed,  all 
the  benefit  and  advantages  of  the  measure 
to  the  labouring  claiises  would  be  lost. 
There  Were,  doubtless,  imperfections  in  the 
Bill,  and  some  evils  arose  from  its  opera- 
tion ;  but  the  great  advantage  was,  the 
certainty  of  the  abolition  of  the  injurious 
imposts  ots  malt  and  hops,  which  it  would 
effect  at  no  distant  day.  He  should  de- 
cidedly oppose  the  repeal  of  the  elause 
allowing  beer  to  be  dtunk  oti  the  premises. 

Lord  Bexley  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
Bill  had  been  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to  the  public,  for  the  public  had  had  the 
whole  bsnefit  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty, 
which  was  not  the  case  with  respect  to  the 
repeal  of  the  duty  on  leather.  The  amount 
of^  tax  taken  oft'  was  about  3,000,000/. ; 
but  owing  to  the  reduction  in  the  price  of 
beer,  the  saving  to  the  public  was  at  least 
5,000,000/.  per  annum.  With  respect  to 
the  consuming  the*  beer  on  the  premises, 
it  had  been  the  practice  in  Rome,  previous 
to  the  time  of  Pius  the  7th  to  consume  the 
wines  sold  in  the  wine  houses  on  the 
premises:  but  that  Pope  put  ftn  end  to 
the  practice,  on  account  of  some  irregu- 
larities with  which  he  conceived  it  to  be 
attended;  and  by  that  act  he  made  him- 
self exceedingly  unpopular.  His  successor 
altered  the  plan,  and  allowed  the  wine  to 
be  consumed  on  the  premises;  but  in 
order  to  prevent  any  bad  consequences 
from  this  indulgence,  he  added,  by  way  of 
regulation,  that  there  should  be  no  seats 
on  the  premises;  and  consequently  the 
possessors  of  these  wine  shops  were  obliged 
to  remove  all  their  seatd,  so  that  the 
guests  who  chose  to  drink  their  wine 
there,  were  ibrced  to  drink  it  standing. 
The  result  Was,  thAt  the  Pope  was  almost 
as  unpopular  on  this  account,  as  his  pre- 
decessor Pope  Pitts  had  been. 

The  Petition  laid  Ott  the  Table. 
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HiN'UTBS.]  Bills  brought  in.  By  Mr.  Grattav,  fat  thi 
Improvement  of  the  AdroinistiBtion  of  Juttiet  (Inkndj 
Read  a  second  Ume;  the  Lord  Lleutenint^JIMlMd) 
Embankments  (Irebmd). 

Rettims  ordered.  On  the  Motkm  of  Mr.  RurnriM,  ttM 
quantity  of  Malt  made  and  charged,  with  Duty  in  th 
half-yean  ending  5th  April,  1830,  and  10th  Oetobe 
1850: — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  MuLUWt,  of  the  amount  o 
Vestry  Assctnnents  and  Easter  Oilbringt.  in  every  Parish  ii 
Ireland,  during  Easter  Week  in  the  present  year:— Oi 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  G.  Dawson,  of  the  names  of  the  Mas 
tcrs  iA  Chaneery  retired  up(m  Supenmnoatioa,  allowance 
rince  November  I8J0,  and  the  names  <^  those  appointei 
since  that  time. 

PaUUons  prcaented.  By  Mr.  HrNT,  IVom  the  Workini 
Classes  of  the  MatrofxiUs,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Con 
Laws;  ftom  the  Labourers  of  Gedney  (Lancaster),  b 
Repeal  all  faxes  on  the  Necessaries  of  Life;  ftom  tlu 
NiUdoal  Unlbo,  BeChnal  Oreen,  fbr  Unlveraal  Suffln^t 
Annual  ParUanenta,  andVote  by  Ballot  By  Mr.  LaADsa 
tnm  the  InhaUtuts  of  Annan,  to  introduce  Poor  Law 
into  If«ltiMl.  By  Mr.  Oiuiibt  CALOtArr,  ftom  Ware 
hftn,  io  rttom  ode  Member  to  Parllamcftt  By  Mr 
OsATTAV,  from  Members  of  the  Irish  Bar,  to  laduoi 
the  Stamp  DotieB  oo  Roman  CathoUea  admitted  to  th( 
freedom  of  Oiriway.  ByMr.Rimnrtfi,  ftom  the  Com  luic 
Malt  Faetors  of  Mark  Lana^  agalnsC  the  introdiietkm  a 
Molasses  to  DistiUcries. 

CouN  Laws.]  Mr.  Hunt  presented  c 
Petition  from  Oldham,  Lancashire,  for  8 
total  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  ;  and  alsc 
from  Blackburn,  to  the  same  effect.  This 
latter  petition  was  signed  by  nearly  10,00C 
of  the  working  classes  of  that  town.  The 
petitioners  stated,  but  this  he  thought  was 
an  exaggeration,  that  sixty  millions  oi 
quarters  of  corn  were  consumed  annual* 
ly,  and  that  the  price  was  by  the  tas 
raised  to  the  consumer,  20s.  per  quarter, 
costing  the  country  annually  60,000,000/ 
They  added,  that  by  the  effect  of  these  laws, 
in  crippling  our  foreign  trade,  the  countr) 
lost  60,000,000/.  additional.  This  was  un- 
doubtedly an  overstatement,  but  still  the 
consequences  of  these  laws  were  very  injuri- 
ous. They  crippled  our  foreign  trade,  and 
burthcncd  the  great  mass  of  the  commu- 
nity, they  were  contrary  to  the  principles  ol 
justice  and  humanity,  and  sound  commer- 
cial policy ;  they  were  oppressive  in  theii 
direct  burthen,  and  excited  discontent,  and 
were  a  source  of  grinding  distress  to  the 
poor. 

Sir  John  Brydges  said,  that  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn-laws  would  raise  the  price  ol 
corn,  as  well  as  ruin  the  agricultural  in- 
terests. He  was  glad  to  find  the  hon« 
member  for  Preston  had  lowered  his  tone. 
It  was  an  erroneous  opinion,  that  our  foreign 
trade  was  affected  by  the  Corn-laws ;  but  il 
it  were,  our  foreign  trade  was  not  to  be 
put  in  competition  with  the  landed  in- 
terest. 
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Colonel  Torrens  said,  if  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws  would  raise  the  price  of 
corn,  the  landed  Gentlemen  would  eagerly 
demand  it. 

Mr.  O'Connell  supported  the  prayer  of 
the  petition.  He  considered  the  Corn- 
laws  a  sacrifice  of  the  poor  to  the  rich ; 
they  were  a  drawback  on  the  resources 
of  the  country.  He  thought  the  Irish 
trade  would  be  benefitted  by  their  abo- 
lition. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  that  before  they  re- 
pealed the  Corn-laws,  they  ought  to  take 
measures  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland, 
as  that  country  had  nothing  to  depend  on 
but  its  agriculture  and  its  linen  manufac- 
ture. If  they  did  not  do  that,  the  free 
trade  system  would  certainly  ruin  entirely 
that  depressed  and  impoverished  country. 
.  Mr.  Wyse  should  be  prepared  to  show, 
when  the  time  came,  that  the  system  of 
averages  was  greatly  deceptive,  as  might 
be  proved  by  referring  to  the  returns  of 
each  large  corn-market.  The  quantity 
of  Irish  corn  introduced,  was  far  greater 
than  met  the  public  eye.  The  result  of 
the  trickery  was  the  introduction  of  foreign 
corn  when,  by  the  present  laws,  it  ought  to 
be  excluded.  Various  complaints  had  been 
made  of  this,  but  no  remedy  had  yet  been 
devised.  The  protection  to  home-grown 
corn  was  a  delicate  question,  which  must 
soon  be  looked  at ;  but  one  thing  was  cer- 
tain, all  interests  had  a  right  to,  and  would 
be  benefitted  by,  fixed  and  well-defined 
laws. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Distress  in  Ireland.]  Mr.  Leader 
presented  two  Petitions,  one  from  the 
Kelp-burners  on  the  west  coast  of  Ireland, 
complaining  of  the  loss  of  180,000/.  by 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  barilla,  and 
the  other  from  Annan  (Scotland)  for  the 
introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland. 
The  petitioners  were  suffering  very  much, 
and  unless  something  were  done  to  en- 
oourage  this  manufacture,  they  and  their 
distressed  fellow-countrymen  must  again 
come  forward  and  petition  for  relief  next 
year.  If  nothing  were  done  for  the  relief 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  country 
must  fall  into  anarchy,  from  which  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  extricate  it.  He 
could  assure  the  House,  that  Poor-laws  and 
a  national  loan  were  now  become  neces- 
sary, to  save  that  country  from  destruction. 
The  hon.  Member  referred  to  several  peti- 
tions for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  as  a  proof 


of  the  dissatisfaction  which  prevailed,  and 
particularly  to  a  meeting  held  at  Cork,  at 
which  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  that  great 
commercial  city  presided,  and  at  which  a 
petition  had  been  agreed  to,  to  which  he 
begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  That  petition  stated,  and  it  should 
be  remembered  that  it  came  from  a  loyal 
and  a  respectable  community, 

"  Your  petitioners  cannot  avoid  expressing 
their  conviction,  that  absentee  landed  proprie- 
tors, and  a  non-resident  Legislature,  are  evils 
of  undoubted  magnitude — that  Ireland  has 
suffered,  and  still  continues  to  suffer,  from  them 
— and  that  unless  remedied  or  counteracted  by 
a  just  and  generous  course  of  policy  towards 
Ireland,  the  inhabitants  of  this  country  will  be 
compelled  to  demand  a  revision  of  the  Act  of 
Union. 

"  Your  petitioners  have  no  desire  to  in- 
crease the  soreness  which,  it  would  be  uncan- 
did  to  deny,  begins  to  be  extensively  felt  in 
Ireland  at  the  progressive  increase  of  pauper- 
ism, and  the  breaking  down  of  the  middle  and 
industrious  classes;  but  your  petitioners  are 
bound  to  state,  that  neither  ancient  or  modem 
history  furnishes  the  instance  of  any  country 
being  able  to  bear,  for  a  series  of  years,  a  con- 
stant drain  of  its  resources.  In  every  case 
in  which  it  has  been  attempted,  from  the  days 
of  the  Roman  Empire  down  to  the  very  recent 
case  of  Belgium,  popular  discontent  has  been 
engendered,  and  revolution  has  invariably 
followed  .*' 

He  begged  most  earnestly,  that  the  House 
would  give  ear  to  the  prayer  of  these 
petitioners,  for  he  could  assure  it,  that 
nothing  but  a  conviction  that  the  Legisla- 
ture was  watching  over  their  interests  could 
keep  the  people  quiet.  In  truth,  ruin  was 
making  them  unruly.  The  petition  from 
the  kelp-burners  came  from  a  portion  of 
the  population,  which,  not  many  years  ago, 
were  as  well  off  as  any  in  Ireland.  It  was 
known,  from  official  returns,  that  the  Irish 
fisheries  gave  employment  to  60,000  sea- 
men ;  and  the  kelp  manufacture  afforded 
employment,  and  gave  also  an  income  of 
120,000/.  a  year  to  the  coast  population 
of  the  south  and  west  of  Ireland.  But  all 
the  grants,  bounties,  patronage,  and  pro- 
tection of  every  kind  had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Irish  fisheries ;  and  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  barilla,  from  IW.  to 
21,  per  ton,  the  coast  population  engaged 
in  the  kelp-trade,  had  become  a  prey  to 
pauperism  and  famine.  If  either  branch 
of  industry  had  been  preserved,  the  coast 
population  might  have  been  rescued  from 
ruin  ;  but  when  parsimony,  frugality,  and 
free-trade,  simultaneously  consigned  both 
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branches  of  iDdnstry  to  instant  destruc- 
tion, the  fallen  and  ruined  fortunes  of  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  industrious  men, 
dependant  on  these  branches  of  maritime 
industry,  alarmed  the  best  friends  of 
Ireland.  In  1827,  the  amount  of  kelp 
delivered  in  the  port  of  Galway  alone,  was 
7,000  tons,  at  6/.  per  ton ;  in  the  present 
year  only  700  tons  could  find  a  market,  at 
21.  a  ton — a  reduction  in  that  one  port, 
from  42,000/.  to  1,400/.  In  1827,  in  the 
Galway  and  Mayo  districts,  upwards  of 
21,000  tons  were  sold — price  6/.  per  ton, 
amount  126,000/.  In  the  present  year, 
the  quantity  which  could  obtain  a  market 
did  not  exceed  3,500  tons  —  amount 
7,000/. ;  the  price  being,  at  present,  only 
2/.  a  ton.  From  this  state  of  depression 
the  petitioners  prayed  the  House  to  relieve 
them.  They  asked  for  a  grant  to  con- 
struct roads  and  make  piers  and  harbours, 
so  that  they  might  again  find  work  at  sea, 
and  use  the  weed  they  could  no  longer 
bum  for  manure.  As  to  the  Poor-laws,  he 
would  only  say,  that  while  the  present  mass 
of  pauperism  existed  in  Ireland,  no  man 
was  safe,  and  he  was  filled  with  dismay  at 
the  scenes  which  had  recently  passed, 
and  with  apprehension  for  the  future. 

Colonel  Torrens  thought,  that  the  time 
was  come  for  a  philosophical  inquiry  into 
the  causes  why  Ireland  had  stood  still — 
if  she  had  not  even  gone  back — while  all 
other  countries  were  advancing.  The  evils 
of  Ireland  arose  partly,  he  believed,  from 
the  state  of  transition  in  which  that  coun- 
try was  now  placed,  and  which  had  all 
been  enhanced  by  the  tremendous  mea- 
sure for  returning  to  cash  payments.  The 
withdrawing  of  its  issues  by  the  Bank  of 
Ireland,  had  had  the  effect  of  making  a 
difference  of  twenty  per  cent  in  the  ex- 
change against  Ireland.  This  was  the 
result  of  a  rash  application  of  principles, 
sound  in  themselves,  but  which,  from  the 
manner  of  their  application,  only  aggra- 
vated the  evils  they  were  intended  to 
remedy.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
time  was  come,  when  a  wise  Government 
would  adopt  such  remedial  measures  as 
were  suitable  to  the  state  of  that  country, 
viz.,  to  give  employment  to  its  agricul- 
tural population,  and  promote  an  exten- 
sive system  of  emigration. 

Mr.  Grattan  was  of  opinion,  that  all  the 
evils  of  Ireland  arose  from  absenteeism,  and 
if  the  landed  gentry  were  to  reside  in  Ire- 
land, there  might  be  some  hopes  of  im- 
proving the  country.    He  belieyed,  that 


the  people  of  that  country  had  never 
been  better  off  than  at  present.  He 
denied,  that  the  change  in  the  curren- 
cy had  affected  Ireland,  where  paper  money 
had  continued  in  circulation,  to  the  same 
extent  as  England,  and  felt  himself  also 
called  upon  to  protest  against  the  system 
of  emigration,  encouraging  which  had 
deluded  both  the  Government  and  the 
people.  •  He  was  not  averse  from  emigra- 
tion, but  it  must  be  free  and  voluntary, 
undertaken  by  individuals,  not  the  result 
of  a  scheme  of  the  Government.  He  hoped 
the  landed  gentlemen  would  go  to  Ireland 
to  reside,  and  share  the  duties  which  now 
fell  so  seriously  on  those  who  did  reside 
there.  He  admitted,  that  confusion  and 
anarchy  prevailed  in  Ireland  to  a  great 
extent,  and  as  he  expected  much  good 
from  the  measure  to  be  proposed  by  the 
hon. member  for  Aldborough  (Mr,  Sadler), 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  see  the 
propriety  of  allowing  that  measure  to  come 
before  Parliament.  For  his  part,  he  was 
persuaded  that  they  must  have  Poor-laws 
for  Ireland,  or  there  never  would  be  an 
end  to  the  anarchy  which  now  existed. 

Sir  John  Brydges  conceived,  that  many 
of  the  evils  of  Ireland  arose  from  the  peo- 
ple of  that  country  not  having  a  legal 
claim  to  relief.  Thousands  of  the  poor  in 
that  unhappy  country  would  have  perished 
but  for  the  relief  sent  from  England.  They 
ought  not  to  be  dependent  on  charity  for 
support,  and  in  his  opinion,  a  modified 
system  of  Poor-laws  must  be  established 
to  provide  for  those  who  were  unable  to 
provide  for  themselves. 

Mr.  G'Connell  rose  to  make,  he  hoped, 
a  very  short  speech.  First,  with  reference 
to  the  petition,  he  must  say,  that  it  >vas 
not  the  reduction  of  the  barilla  duties  which 
had  injured  the  kelp  manufacturers.  He 
knew  well,  that  the  soap-boilers  of  Dublin 
had  not  for  some  time  past  used  any  kelp ; 
and  though  the  soap-boilers  at  Cork  still 
used  some,  the  quantity  was  small,  and 
it  was  there  going  out  of  use.  What  had 
ruined  the  soap-trade  of  Ireland  was  the 
circumstance,  that  there  was  no  Excise 
duty  on  it  there,  while  in  England  there 
was  such  a  duty.  That  duty  was,  how- 
ever, remitted  in  a  shape  of  drawback, 
and  by  a  peculiar  management,  known  to 
the  soap-boilers,  the  drawback  was  made 
very  much  to  exceed  the  duty,  so  that 
the  Government  gave  a  large  bounty 
to  the  soap-boilers  of  England,  to  ruin  the 
soap-boilers  of  Ireland.  la  fact|  they  were 
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encouraged  by  the  laws  to  send  large  quan- 
tities of  soap  to  Ireland  :  they  undersold 
the  Irish  in  their  own  markets,  and  that 
had  ruined  the  soap-boilers  and  the  kelp- 
burners  of  Ireland.  Moreover,  the  soap- 
boiler got  sixty-one  days  to  pay  the  duty ; 
the  drawback  was  paid  immediately,  and 
two  months  being  sufficient  to  complete  his 
manufacture,  and  send  it  to  market,  he  was 
able  to  trade  on  the  capital  furnished  by 
the  Government,  in  the  shape  of  the  draw- 
back. Misgoverament,  then,  had  ruined 
the  Irish  manufacturers.  The  people  of  I  re- 
land  did  not  want  treatises  on  political  eco- 
nomy, and  these  were  of  no  use  to  them, 
because  there  was  one  fact  peculiar  to 
Ireland  which  existed  no  where  else,  viz., 
the  large  mass  of  her  landed  proprietors 
owned  estates  elsewhere,  and  lived  out  of 
the  country.  It  was  the  absentees  who 
injured  Ireland.  A  Roman  Catholic  Bi- 
shop had  stated,  and  truly  stated,  that  in 
his  diocese  eighteen  out  of  twenty  of  the 
landed  proprietors  were  living  out  of  the 
country.  That  was  a  state  which  no  in- 
troduction of  capital  could  redeem.  In 
fact,  it  was  idle  to  talk  of  introducing  ca- 
pital  into  Ireland ;  Ireland  did  not  want 
capital  wherever  any  useful  enterprises 
called  for  it.  He  would  undertake  him- 
self to  get,  within  a  fortnight,  in  Dublin, 
.000,000/.  on  adequate  security,  if  there 
was  a  chance  of  its  being  profitably  in- 
vested, and  he  would  undertake,  in  one 
month,  to  raise  1,000,000/.  in  Dublin  for 
any  gentleman  who  might  want  it  for 
any  useful  purpose.  It  was  not  ouly  the 
absentees  who  afflicted  Ireland — the  taxes 
levied  on  that  country  were  all  drawn 
from  it,  and  spent  out  of  it.  The  taxation 
of, Ireland  was  altogether  supposed  to 
amount  to  7,000,000/.  This  sum  was 
made  up  of  taxes  acknowledged  and  taxes 
not  acknowledged.  The  unacknowledged 
taxes  were  tliose  paid  upon  articles  con- 
sumed in  Ireland,  after  undergoing  Excise 
and  Customs  duties  in  England.  Innumer- 
able were  these  articles.  They  included 
not  only  tea,  hops,  sugar,  wine,  timber, 
coffee,  molasses,  dye-woods,  spices,  arti- 
cles of  dress,  and  implements  of  various 
kinds,  but  books,  papers,  cards,  insur- 
ances, patent  medicines,  and  even  news- 
papers. English  journals  circulated  ex- 
tensively in  Ireland.  The  readers,  of 
course,  paid  the  tax  upon  them,  but  it  was 
credited  to  the  English,  and  not  the  Irish 
revenue.  Of  the  produce  of  all  these  taxes, 
pot  three  millions  were  required  for  pur- 


poses that  could  be  called  Irish,  and  cer- 
tainly three  millions  were  not  tpeat  in 
Ireland.  The  expenditure,  such  as  it  wos, 
was  annually  decreasing.  Nearly  half  a 
million  had  been  saved  within  the  last  ten 
years  on  revenue  collection  alone.  The 
grants  for  miscellanepus  services  were  every 
year  undergoing  a  reduction.  There  was  a 
heavy  pension-list,  but  the  greater  portion 
of  the  receipts  went  into  the  pockets  of 
non-residents.  Amongst  other  persons 
deriving  from  the  money  voted  for  Irish 
pensioners,  as  thtty  were  oalled,  was  the 
Princess  of  Hesse  Homberg.  A  large  sum 
was  voted  for  military  purposfs,  but  g 
great  deal  of  it  went  into  the  pockets  of 
English  clothiers,  accoutrement  makers, 
and  horse  breeders.  In  short,  the  portion 
of  the  Irish  taxation  actually  spent  in  Ire- 
land was  under  3,000,000/.  Then  a  sur- 
plus of  4,000,000/.  was  drawn  in  one  way 
or  the  other  by  England,  and  to  this  was 
to  be  added  the  absentee  rents.  Some 
estimated  these  rents  at  3,000,000/.,  others 
at  4,000,000/.;  but  supposing  them  to 
swell  the  tax  drain  to  7,000,000/.,  which 
was  clearly  under  the  mark,  that  was  enough 
to  account  for  the  impoverished  state  pf 
Ireland.  This  drain  had  been  going  on 
for  years.  It  was  annually  iucreiising, 
and  the  means  of  the  country  to  resist  it 
were  yearly  diminishing.  The  large  ex- 
penditure and  high  prices  of  the  war  made 
compensation  to  the  country,  while  the 
war  lasted.  The  prices  had  fallen  from 
fifty  to  100  per  cent ;  the  expenditure  on 
the  army  alone  had  been  reduced  to  the 
extent  of  nearly  3,000,000/.  It  might  be 
said,  that  to  make  up  for  fallen  expendi- 
!  ture  and  reduced  prices,  there  was  the  ad- 
vantage of  diminished  taxation.  Such  was 
tlie  case  in  England,  but  the  very  opposite 
was  the  case  in  Ireland.  Strange  as  it 
might  appear  to  some  Gentlemen,  it  was 
not  until  the  means  of  Ireland  were  great- 
ly diminished,  and  were  hourly  diminish- 
ing, that  it  appeared  wise  to  British  finan- 
ciers to  ''  assimilate*'  the  taxes  of  the  two 
countries  in  all  respects.  In  a  debate  on 
the  state  of  Ireland  in  1822,  the  late  l>ord 
Liverpool  admitted  the  suffering  of  Ire- 
land from  an  '*  excessive  diminution  of 
expenditure,''  and  yet  since  that  period 
taxes  had  been  imposed  upon  Ireland,  which 
her  people  had  not  known  before.  Ap- 
proaching the  termination  of  the  war,  all 
the  Excise  duties  on  necessaries  or  luxuries 
were  raised  to  the  British  standard ;  seven 
or  eight  years  after  the  wfNTi  all  the  Cus* 
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toms'  duties  were  railed  to  the  British 
standard.  To  be  sure,  there  was  a  relief 
in  respect  to  the  assessed  taxes,  but  that 
had  beea  a  good  deal  counterbalanced  by 
taxes  imposed.  Ireland,  then,  was  now 
nearly  in  the  condition  in  which  she  was, 
as  to  the  pressure  of  tajsation,  during  the 
war,  though  it  was  the  boast  of  the  Minis- 
ter, that  the  people  of  England  had  receiv- 
ed a  relief  to  the  extent  of  two  or  three  and 
thirty  millions.  What  country  could  bear 
up  against  such  a  state  of  things  ?  Now, 
too,  the  Ministers  were  doing  away  all  the 
Boards — everything  was  to  be  taken  away 
from  Ireland,  and  she  was  to  have  nothing 
left  but  the  privilege  of  sending  all  her 
Health  to  England.  As  to  the  transition 
•tate  which  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of,  he  could  tell  the  House,  if  that  were 
the  cause  of  distress,  it  was  not  yet  over. 
He  bad  that  day  seen  letters  from  Dublin, 
deacribing  the  failure  of  three  wealthy 
houses,  which  no  man  could  have  possibly 
fli^pected.  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that 
the  Government  should  do  something  for 
Irehiud ;  but — and  be  said  it  without  any 
fieelinga  of  hostility  to  Government,  to 
whoee  meaiures,  as  far  as  England  was 
concerned,  he  gave  due  praise — as  far  as 
Ireland  was  concerned,  all  their  aieasuree 
bad  only  tended  to  increase  the  ill-will 
among  the  different  parties,  and  promote  the 
frightful  anarchy  which  prevailed.  More 
virulence  was  now  displayed  than  had  been 
in  existence  for  the  last  ten  years.  Blood 
had  been  shed,  and  all  the  angry  feelings 
bad  been  roused.  He  did  not  state  this 
with  a  view  to  disturb  tlie  Government, 
but,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  he  was 
bound  to  allude  to  these  circumstances. 
There  never  was  a  Ministry  so  mistaken 
in  their  policy  towards  Ireland.  No 
man  who  heard  him  could  deny  that  a 
more  deadly  spirit  of  animosity  existed 
at  present  in  Ireland  than  for  a  long 
time  past.  What  would  the  House  think 
of  it,  when  a  Grand  Jury  eave  as  a  toast 
— an  incredible  toast,  which  he  would  not 
have  believed  had  his  informants  not 
been  men  of  undoubted  veracity — •*'  Our 
feet  on  the  necks  of  the  Papists  ? "  This 
Grand  Jury  had  also  drunk  "  The  Yeo- 
manry of  Newtownbarry,"  with  all  the 
honours.  This  Grand  Jury,  too  —  he 
meant  the  Grand  Jury  of  Carlow,  for 
he  would  not  mince  the  matter — had  given 
*«  The  12th  of  July.**  Was  that  proper 
in  men  who  were  called  upon  to  adminis- 
ter justice  io  the  country  f  He  would  aak. 


also,  if  the  nephew  of  the  noble  Lord 
whose  agent  Captain  Graham  was,  ough 
to  have  been  on  the  Grand  Jury  of  Wex 
ford  ?  Ought  Mr.  Irving  to  be  on  tha 
Grand  Jury?  Common  decency  forbac 
it.  The  Government  had  issued  a  pro< 
clamation  to  forbid  Orange  processions 
but  it  had  not  succeeded  in  putting  then 
down.  He  was  informed  by  a  gentleman 
a  Mr.  Randle  Keman,  a  Barrister,  that  afte 
',  this  proclamation  had  been  issued,  severs 
!  Magistrates  had  walked  arm  and  arm  ir 
an  Orange  procession  at  Enniskillen.  The 
mischief  had  begun,  and  something  mus^ 
be  done  to  remedy  it.  The  state  of  Ire- 
land was  frightful.  To  poverty,  misery, 
and  disease,  was  now  added  bloodshed 
The  Papists  were  making  pikes,  and  the 
Yeomanry  were  sharpening  their  bayonets, 
and  if  nothing  were  done  there  would  be 
much  bloodshed*  He  had  been  applied 
to  by  the  Catholic  clergy  to  speak  to  the 
people,  but  what  could  he  say  ?  He  could 
tell  them  to  be  tranquil,  but  he  could  not 
promise  them  anything  as  a  means  oi 
keeping  them  so.  The  Government  must 
do  something.  If  the  Magistrates  became 
partizans,  they  must  excite  disrepect,  and 
they  ought  to  cease  to  be  Magistrates.  If 
such  men  were  dismissed,  in  a  short  tiem 
tranquillity  would  be  restored.  He  began 
by  saying  he  wished  to  make  only  a  short 
speech,  and  he  had  made  a  long  one.  He 
repeated,  that  he  was  not  hostile  to  the 
Government ;  he  would  give  it  his  sup- 
port, admiring  its  conduct  towards  Eng- 
land. Towards  Ireland  it  had  yet  done 
nothing  good,  however  well  it  intended. 

Mr.  CramptQH  did  not  mean  to  go  into 
the  causes  which  had  brought  about  the 
present  state  of  Ireland ;  he  only  rose  to 
object  to  hon.  Members  giving  a  highly- 
coloured,  exaggerated,  and  distorted  pic- 
ture of  the  evils  which  existed  in  that 
country.  He  had  received  letters  that  day 
from  Dublin,  which,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
announced  the  decrease  of  distress  in  the 
west  of  Ireland,  and  expressed  a  con6dent 
hope,  that  in  a  very  short  time  there 
would  be  an  abundance  of  provisions  for 
the  people.  With  respect  to  the  assertions 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry, 
on  the  subject  of  the  organisation  of  the 
Yeomanry,  and  the  encouragement  given 
to  processions,  he  begged  most  distinctly  to 
deny  all  such  charges  ;  and  the  best  proof 
that  they  were  unfounded  was,  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  had  been  unable  to 
put  bis  band  on  a  single  instance  of  that 
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description,  to  justify  his  assertion.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Government  had  in- 
stituted a  rigid  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  all  yeomanry  officers  with  reference  to 
these  processions,  and  dismissed  all  who 
were  known  to  have  in  any  way  taken  part 
in  them,  or  encouraged  them.  He  had 
no  wish  to  detain  the  House,  but  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  defend  a  Government 
which  had,  in  a  short  space  done  more  for 
Ireland  than  preceding  Governments  had 
done  for  years. 

Sir  R,  Bateson  expressed  an  earnest 
hope,  that  the  Government  would  turn  its 
attention  to  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  en- 
deavour to  stop  that  rage  for  voluntary 
emigration  which  had  in  the  last  few  years 
carried  off  50,000  of  the  wealthiest,  most 
intelligent,  and  most  industrious,  of  the 
peasantry  of  the  Province  of  Ulster.  The 
consequence  of  the  present  state  of  things 
was,  that  all  the  valuable  portion  of  the 
population  were  leaving  the  country, 
while  the  needy  and  the  turbulent,  whom 
they  wished  to  get  rid  of,  staid  at  home. 
He  pressed  this  on  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  expressed  a  hope  that  mea- 
sures would  be  taken  to  renew  the  Linen 
Act,  which  would  expire  in  the  month  of 
September  next. 

Mr.  Lee  hoped  the  principles  of  free- 
trade  would  be  extended  to  Ireland  as 
well  as  to  all  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  I'able. 

Speech  of  the  King  op  the  French 
— Belgian  Fortresses.]  The  Marquis 
of  Chandos  took  that  opportunity  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Althorp),  a 
question  respecting  a  very  extraordinary 
statement  contained  in  the  Speech  of  the 
King  of  the  French,  which  had  that  day 
been  received.  In  that  Speech  his  Ma- 
jesty was  made  to  declare,  that  *'  the  King 
of  the  Belgians  will  not  be  a  member  of 
the  German  Confederation.  The  fort- 
resses erected  to  threaten  France,  and 
not  to  protect  Belgium,  will  be  demolished.'' 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  been  a  party  to 
the  negotiation  for  the  destruction  of 
these  fortresses,  or  whether  the  declara- 
tions contained  in  that  Speech  were  to 
be  taken  as  from  an  accredited  source  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  although  that  was 
not  the  precise  moment  when  a  ques- 
tion of  such  a  nature  should  have  been 
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which  was,  according  to  the  rules  of  De- 
bate, generally  taken  on  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply — ^^yet  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  give  an  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  in  so  doing,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  pardon  him  if  he  entered 
a  little  more  into  details  than  the  mere 
fact  of  giving  an  answer  might  seem  to 
require.  The  question  of  the  disposal  of 
the  fortresses,  it  should  be  recollected, 
was  not  in  his  department :  but  he  would, 
nevertheless,  state  all,  consistent  with  not 
divulging  the  present  state  of  the  nego- 
tiations, which  he  knew  on  the  subject. 
It  must  be  admitted  by  every  one,  that 
unless  the  extensive  fortifications  erected 
as  barriers  against  the  attacks  of  the 
French  on  the  side  of  Belgium,  were 
properly  garrisoned,  they  would  be  of  no 
avail  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
kept  up.  Now,  in  the  present  state  of 
Belgium,  and  under  the  government  now 
placed  over  that  country,  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  the  Belgian  would  submit 
to  the  expense  of  maintaining  a  sufficient 
number  of  native  troops  to  garrison  these 
fortresses ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  sup- 
pose, that  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
1815  could  now  be  maintained  so  as  to 
allow  these  fortresses  to  be  still  garrisoned 
by  the  troops  of  the  different  Powers  who 
were  interested  in  their  maintenance 
The  question  then  was,  whether  it  could 
be  considered  advantageous  to  any  party 
to  keep  up  such  a  line  of  frontier  for- 
tresses, with  garrisons  necessarily  reduced 
so  low,  that  in  case  of  war,  France  could 
easily,  if  she  /nade  a  rapid  movement, 
seize  and  make  them  the  base  of  her  oper- 
ations, so  that  instead  of  being  a  protec- 
tion, they  would  prove  a  means  of  assault- 
ing Belgium.  In  this  view  of  the  case  it 
did  not  appear,  that  the  keeping  up  of  these 
fortresses  was  of  so  much  importance  as 
it  had  formerly  been  considered — and 
there  was  certainly  now  an  agreement 
entered  into,  on  the  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  Belgium,  that  a  portion  of  these 
fortresses  should  be  dismantled.  It  did 
appear  to  them,  if  Europe  required  a 
guarantee  against  the  attacks  of  France, 
that  the  acknowledgment  of  the  perfect 
neutrality  of  Belgium  by  France,  in  con- 
junction with  all  the  great  Powers,  would 
be  much  more  likely  to  secure  their  object 
than  the  keeping  up  a  few  weakly-gar- 
risoned fortresses.  He  admitted,  that  all 
guarantees,  unless  the  interests  of  nations 
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considered  as  little  better  than  waste  paper ; 
but  in  this  case  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  the  interests  of  all  parties  would 
be  consulted  by  the  arrangement.  He 
was  sure  it  would  be  for  the  interests  of 
England  and  the  other  Powers  of  Europe, 
that  Belgium  should  be  a  neutral  State ; 
and  it  must  be  the  interest  of  France  to 
feel  that  a  part  of  her  frontier  was  secure 
against  the  attacks  of  an  enemy.  With 
these  views  the  Government  had  acted  in 
the  course  of  the  negotiations,  and  although 
the  result  had  been  disclosed  a  little  more 
suddenly  than  usual  on  such  occasions, 
still  he  had  no  hesitation  in  stating  at  once, 
that  the  communication  made  by  the  King 
of  the  French  was  fully  warranted,  and  that 
a  part  of  these  frontier  fortresses  were  to 
be  demolished. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos: — Will  the 
noble  Lord  say  what  part  ? 

Lord  Althorp  was  not  prepared  to  say 
what  part,  and  indeed  must  decline  stating 
anything  further. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  observed,  that  this 
then,  was  the  termination  of  all  the  ar- 
rangements made  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
war.  The  Government  of  this  country 
had  expended  all  the  sums  it  had  received 
by  way  of  indemnity  from  France  on  the 
repair  of  their  fortresses,  while  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe  received  their  share  to 
be  applied  to  their  own  expenses,  and  yet 
he  would  venture  to  say,  that  the  present 
Government  of  this  country  had  not  stipu- 
lated for  the  repayment  of  a  single  shilling 
of  the  money  from  France,  now  that  France 
was  to  receive  all  the  benefit  arising  from 
the  dismantling.  As  far  as  the  guarantee 
was  concerned,  he  would  say,  that  events 
would  probably  show,  it  was  not  worth 
more  than  so  much  waste  paper. 

Lord  Althorp  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  present  Government  was  not 
answerable  for  the  expenditure  of  which 
he  complained. 

French  Triumph  in  Portugal.] 
The  Marquis  of  Chandos  said,  he  wished 
further  to  know,  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  statement  made  in  the  Speech 
of  the  King  of  the  French,  that  the  tri- 
coloured  flag  floated  over  the  walls  of 
Lisbon  ? 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  answer  that 
question,  as  he  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
speaking  with  his  ri^ht  hon.  friend,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  on  the  subject. 
Bii(  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French 


did  not  state,  that  the  tri-coloured  flag 
waved  on  the  walls,  but  under  the  walls 
of  Lisbon. 

Lord  Stormont  asked  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Althorp),  whether  he  would  hfti^ 
any  objection  to  allow  some  day  to  be  set 
apart  for  the  discussion  of  foreign  politicSB. 
Events  had  taken  place  of  so  extraordinary 
a  character,  that  notwithstanding  the  com- 
promise which  had  been  entered  into  with 
respect  to  the  discussion  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  some  day  (whatever  day  the  noble 
Lord  might  choose)  ought  to  be  devoted 
to  their  consideration. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  Government 
could  fix  no  day  for  the  discussion,  while 
the  negotiations  were  pending ,  but  it  was 
competent  for  any  Gentleman  to  bring 
forward  a  motion  on  the  subject. 

Lord  Stormont  intimated  his  intention 
of  doing  so,  for  in  his  opinion,  the  question 
of  Reform  was  of  inferior  importance  at 
the  present  moment  to  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  there  would 
be  no  objection  on  the  part  of  Ministers 
to  discuss  foreign  politics,  whenever  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stormont)  should  think 
proper  to  bring  them  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Palmerston), 
who  had  just  entered  the  House,  would  be 
ready  to  give  all  the  information  on  the 
subject  which  was  consistent  with  his 
public  duty.  But  his  purpose  in  rising  at 
present  was  to  state — what,  perhaps,  would 
not  be  properly  understood  from  the 
Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French,  that  the 
demolition  of  the  fortresses  was  not  to  take 
place  immediately,  but  was  to  be  consequent 
on  the  recognition  of  the  King  of  Belgium 
by  all  the  principal  ^Powers  of  Europe, 
and  on  some  arrangement  which  were  to 
be  formed  by  them. 

Colonel  Evans  quite  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  that  the  fort- 
resses were  too  numerous  and  too  large ; 
and  he  concurred  in  thinking,  that  it  was 
the  interest  of  the  different  Powers  to 
preserve  the  neutrality  of  Belgium. 

The  petitions  to  be  printed. 

Lord  Althorp  moved,  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Captain  W,  Gordon  said,  that  in'  con- 
sequence of  a  paragraph  which  appeared 
in  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French, 
he  wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  whether  he  had  re- 
ceiYed   any  information  of  the  French 
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tqpadron  having  forced  a  pasiage  up  the 
Tggus  ? 

Viscount  Pa/mers^on said,  thathe had  just 
received  gccoonts  from  the  English  Am- 
basfador  at  Paris,  stating,  that  a  tele- 
graphic despatch  had  been  received  at 
raris,  containipg  information  that  the 
Commander  of  the  French  fleet  had  re- 
newed the  demand*  for  satisfaction  made 
by  the  French  government,  and  that  not 
having  obtained  the  required  satisfaction, 
the  French  fleet  h^d  entered  the  Tagus. 
A  slight  resistance  was  made  by  one  of  the 
forts,  but  when  the  accounts  came  away, 
the  Froooh  fleet  had  entered  the  Tagus, 
and  the  government  of  Portugal  had 
aceeded  to  the  demands  of  France. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Commit- 
tee of 

SuFP|:.Y — Consuls.]  Mr.  Spring  Rice 
moved,  that  there  be  granted  a  sum  of 
ll2,]95i.,  to  defray  the  charges  of  our 
Foreign  Consuls  abroad  ;  and  also  of  the 
Superannuation  Allowances  to  retired 
British  Consuls  for  the  present  year. 

Mr*  George  Robinson  wished  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  few  remarks 
on  the  merits  of  the  former  and  the  pre- 
sent system  of  appointing  and  paying 
our  Foreign  Consuls.  Formerly  the 
Consuls  were  mostly  resident  merchants 
at  certain  ports,  and  were  paid  by  fees, 
which  were  in  some  iu;>tances,  he  admit- 
ted, improperly  and  arbitrarily  demanded, 
to  the  manifest  injury  and  dissatisfaction 
of  our  merchants  trading  thither.  These 
situations  had  now  for  some  years  been 
filled  by  persons,  expressly  sent  out  for 
this  purpose,  at  large  salaries,  to  obviate 
the  inconvenience  of  these  enormous  fees 
being  occasionally  exacted  from  our  mer- 
chants and  captains  on  arriving  at  these 
ports.  The  salaries  of  all  these  ))ersons 
were  much  too  large,  and  though  the  vote 
this  year  was  less  than  lust,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  further  reduced ;  and  finally,  that 
the  old  system  of  paying  Consuls  by  fees 
would  be  re-adopted.  These  people  could 
not  now  be  got  rid  of,  because  the  country 
must  grant  them  a  large  retiring  allowance. 
it  was  one  of  the  worst  evils  of  our  present 
sjfstem,  that  plans  were  devised  and  ear- 
ned into  execution  at  a  great  expense, 
were  found  not  to  answer,  and  then  the 
persons  who  had  to  execute  them  became 
a  great  burtlien  on  the  public.  Another 
evil  bad  arisen  from  that  which  had  been 
intended  to  heal  the  evils  complained  of— 


namely,  that  the  naming  of  those  Consuls 
became  often  a  too-expensive  species  of 
job.  What  was  the  use  of  Consuls-ge- 
neral ?  They  were  generally  ignorant  of 
mercantile  affairs,  and  were  only  known 
by  enormous  salaries  and  large  retir- 
ing allowances.  What  bad  we  to  do  with 
Consuls-general  at  Washingpton,  at  Paris, 
and  Madrid,  all  being  far  distant,  the 
latter  several  hundred  miles,  from  the  sea  ? 
Those  sent  to  South  Americfi  were  far  too 
well  paid  for  the  labour  attached  to  their 
office.  Yet  he  coiild  find  some  excuse 
for  their  salaries,  for  they  had  to  perform 
the  functions  of  Ambassadors  as  well  as 
Consuls.  At  the  same  time»  the  whole 
establishment  was  on  much  too  iqagQi** 
ficent  a  scale,  and  required  revision.  In 
most  cases,  the  American  Consuls  were  an 
overmatch  for  ours,  where  the  interests  of 
British  trade  were  concerned,  and  yet 
they  did  not  cost  the  tenth  of  the  sum. 
He  believed,  however,  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment was  well  inclined  to  make  re- 
ductions, and  he  was  glad  to  see,  that  the 
Consul  at  Lisbon  had  now  a  salary  of 
600/.  instead  of  1,200/.  a-year.  He 
wished  particularly  to  inquire,  why  the 
Consul  at  Madrid  had  not  had  his  salary 
reduced  to  the  same  amount. 

Viscount  Palmerslon  observed,  that 
having  been  but  a  short  time  in  office,  he 
could  at  present  give  little  more  explana- 
tion on  this  subject,  than  that  the  present 
Government  was  doing  all  in  its  power  to 
moderate  the  expense  to  the  public  in  this 
respect.  He  was  at  present  engaged  with 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  attempting  some  improvements,  which, 
he  hoped,  he  should  he  able  to  submit 
next  Session  to  the  House.  He  begged 
also  to  remark,  that  there  was  this  year  a 
reduction  of  9,000/.  in  the  estimate,  and 
that  a  greater  reduction  had  preceded  it 
in  the  last  year.  The  saving  to  the  public 
might  either  be  eifected  by  reducing  the 
number  of  the  appointments,  which  would 
be  the  most  directly  felt,  or  by  appointing 
the  payments  of  the  Consuls'  salary  to 
be  made  for  the  most  part  by  fees,  at  the 
several  ports  at  which  they  were  stationed. 
He  had  the  pleasure  to  acquaint  the 
hon.  Member,  that  arrangements  had 
been  made  for  discontinuing  altogether 
the  appointment  of  a  Consul-general  at 
Washmgton. 

Mr.  R,  Gordon  contended,  that  great 
savings  might  be  effected  in  this  depart* 
ment.    This  was  not  a  new  question,  and 
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ought  not  to  come  upon  the  noble  Lord 
with  9urprUe,  for  it  had  been  discuBsed 
year  after  year  in  the  Committees  of  Sup- 
ply, and  it  appeared  to  be  the  general 
impression,  that  the  whole  of  the  consular 
system  required  revision.  He  had  often 
complained  of  the  enormous  salaries  given 
to  Consuls-general.  The  noble  Lord  had 
been  in  office  nine  months,  and  he  thought 
the  department  might  be  reformed  in  nme 
days. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  doubt- 
less his  hon.  friend,  with  bis  talents  and 
promptness,  might  do  what  appeared  to 
him  so  easy*  with  regard  to  the  adminis* 
tration  of  the  public  business.  For  his 
own  part,  however,  and  with  his  own 
more  limited  capacity,  he  was  unable  to 
proceed  at  his  hon.  friend*s  rate  of  ve- 
locity, 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  had  no  wish  to  pro- 
vide the  noble  Lord  with  any  scheme  of 
improvement,  he  would  rather  refer  him 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  plan  ready 
cut  and  dried.  He  told  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  must  attend  to  the  matter,  and  if 
be  did  not  devise  a  better  system,  the 
House  of  Commons  would.  The  money 
was  now  voted  s^unually. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  noble  Lord's  desire  to  dimi- 
nish the  expenditure,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  promote  the  commercial  interests, 
and  he  relied  fully  that  some  measure 
would  be  devised  by  next  Session  to  re- 
lieve the  public  from  some  part  of  the 
expense.  He  saw  not  the  least  use  in 
keeping  Consuls-general  at  Paris,  Ma- 
drici,  and  Washington.  Consuls,  where 
actually  wanted,  should  be  paid  by  mo- 
derate salaries,  and  fees  in  proportion  to 
the  services  they  rendered  to  merchants. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  great  cau- 
tion and  deliberation  would  be  necessary, 
in  making  any  change  in  the  present  re- 
gulations. It  should  be  recollected,  that 
this  system  had  not  been  originated  by 
his  Majesty's  Government,  but  had  been 
forced  upon  it  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
There  was  already  a  reduction  in  the  vote, 
and  great  care  must  be  taken  in  making 
a  total  alteration  in  a  measure  recom- 
mended by  that  House. 

Sir  M,  W.  Ridley  saidf  that  the  present 
system  had  been  recommended  to  the 
House  by  a  Select  Covunittee  oo  the  fo- 
reign trade.  The  merchants  were  now 
C0D?inced,  that  a  moderate  and  well-re- 


gulated system  of  fees  was  the  best  mode 
of  paying  Consuls. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  observed,  that  per- 
sons had  been  appointed  to  those  situa- 
tions who  were  not  the  most  competent 
to  fill  them.  When  Consuls  were  paid 
by  fees,  they  were  generally  merchants; 
but  since  the  alteration,  persons  have 
held  these  situations  for  the  sake  of  the 
salaries,  which  were  sufficient  to  main- 
tain those  officers  in  a  suitable  manner. 
A  judicious  system  pf  fees  would  secure 
the  proper  discharge  of  (he  duties,  and 
merchants  who  were  better  adapted  for 
the  situations  than  any  other  class  of  men, 
would  be  always  foqnd  where  they  were 
required,  and  would  discharge  the  duties 
with  satisfaction  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  that  if  the 
present  system  were  to  be  continued,  in 
preference  to  the  old  one,  it  was  certain 
that  it  must,  at  least,  undergo  considerable 
revision.  The  reduction  this  year  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  3,500/.  The  Con- 
suls-general at  Paris  and  Madrid  ought 
to  be  abolished.  In  South  America,  it 
was  true,  that  the  Consuls-general  per- 
formed the  duties  of  Ambassadors ;  but 
in  the  Brazils  we  had  an  Ambassador,  as 
well  as  a  Consul-general  at  Rio,  with  a 
salary  of  2,.500/.  a-year.  There  was  also 
a  Consul  at  Maranham,  with  1,000/,  a- 
year — another  at  Pemambuco,  and  a 
third  at  Uahia,  with  the  same  salaries. 
Again,  we  had  a  resident  at  Buenos  Ay  res, 
with  a  large  salary,  and  a  Consul-general 
with  2,500/.  a-year.  The  expenditure  of 
the  country  for  a  series  of  years  had  been 
most  lavish.  We  had  Consuls  in  various 
parts  of  France,  which  were  only  visited 
by  yachts.  He  did  not  wish  to  return 
precisely  to  the  old  system,  but  thought  an 
improved  plan  might  easily  be  devised, 
by  which  we  mi<;ht  save  50,000/.  a-year, 
and  provide  a  much  more  efficient  body  of 
Consuls  than  we  now  possessed. 

Sir  John  Newport  was  of  opinion,  that 
a  combination  of  salary  and  fees,  properly 
regulated,  would  be  the  moat  desbable 
plan.  But  if  the  House  were  determined  to 
revert  to  the  old  system,  the  change  ought 
not  to  be  adopted  without  great  con- 
sideration. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  tba  merchants 
generally  wished  to  adopt  a  mixed  sys- 
tem of  payment,  partly  by  fees,  partly 
by  salaries.  Persons  had  been  appointed, 
under  the  present  regulations,  who  were 
ignorant  of  the  duties  of  the  offioet 
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Sir  George  Rose  thought,  that  if  a  scale 
of  fees  were  established  in  every  port, 
enforced  by  the  authorities,  the  complaints 
would  cease.  Large  fees  had  been  charged 
for  the  most  trifling  services,  which  had  led 
to  the  abolition  of  fees,  and  he  agreed  with 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  in  being  convinced 
that  Consuls  ought  to  be  paid  partly  by 
fees,  having  at  the  same  time  small  fixed 
salaries. 

Mr.  TFarfctir^on  conceived,  that  it  would 
be  well  to  reduce  the  salaries  to  about 
dOOZ.,  as  it  would  then  be  worth  the  while 
of  merchants  on  the  spot  to  accept  those 
appointments,  in  addition  to  the  profits  of 
tneir  business.  If  the  salaries  were  large, 
they  would  be  an  object  of  patronage  at 
the  Treasury,  and  lead  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  inefficient  persons. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  said.  Government 
had  declared  they  had  adopted  the  pre- 
sent system  in  compliance  with  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  but  that  was  twelve  years 
ago,  and  ought  not  to  prevent  them  from 
now  making  desirable  changes.  He 
hoped  to  see  a  more  satisfactory  state- 
ment next  year. 

Viscount  Palmerston  admitted  a  change 
to  be  desirable,  but  the  conversation  of  that 
evening  would  show,  that  great  difference 
of  opinion  existed,  both  as  to  the  extent 
it  ought  to  go,  and  the  mode  in  which  it 
should  be  effected.  The  opinions  were 
quite  as  various  as  the  speakers,  and  that 
might  satisfy  his  hon.  friend,  the  member 
for  Cricklade,  that  the  subject  was  not 
so  easily  regulated  as  he  supposed. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Army  Extraordinaries, 
&€.]  Mr.  Spring  Rice  moved,  that  the 
sum  of  550,000/.  be  granted  to  his  Ma- 
jesty to  defray  the  extraordinary  expenses 
of  the  Army  tor  1831. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  expected,  that  in 
future  these  expenses  would  be  arranged 
into  different  classes :  the  salary  of  the 
Bishop  of  Barbadoes  was  formerly  inserted 
in  the  vote  for  Army  Extraordinaries. — 
Agreed  to. 

The  sum  of  393,043/.  was  voted  for  the 
Commissariat  Department. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice,  in  moving  the  vote 
for  law  expenses  in  Scotland,  said,  it  was 
right  he  should  state,  that  hitherto  the 
charge  had  been  paid  out  of  the  Excise 
and  Customs  duties  levied  in  Scotland. 
— The  sum  of  39,835/.  was  accordingly 
gmnted  to  defray  certain  charges  in  Scot* 


land,  hitherto  defrayed  out  of  the  revenue 
arising  from  the  Excise  and  Customs 
duties. 

Supply — Colonial  Expenditure.] 
Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  he  would  then  pro- 
ceed to  the  Colonial  Votes.  He  moved 
that  the  sum  of  2,940/.  be'  granted  to  de- 
fray the  charges  of  the  Bahama  islands. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  hoped  the  pro- 
mises which  had  been  given,  relating  to  a 
Colonial  Budget,  would  be  fulfilled,  and 
that  the  House  might  expect  such  a  docu- 
ment to  be  placed  before  them.  He  wish- 
ed to  know  when  it  was  likely  to  be  laid 
on  the  Table. 

Lord  Howick  said,  the  preparation  of 
such  a  document  would  require  consider- 
able time. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  the  coloniesof  other 
countries  yielded  a  surplus  revenue,  but  oar 
colonies  were  a  source  of  expense.  The 
whole  subject  ought  to  be  investigated  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House.  The  expendi- 
ture was  so  mixed  and  complicated  that 
no  other  remedy  would  be  effectual  for 
reducing  the  expenses. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  thought  the  Crown 
Colonies  were  the  most  profuse.  In  Trini- 
dad, 57,000/.  had  been  raised,  which 
would  be  spent  by  the  Governor,  without 
any  control.  This  had  been  raised  by 
severe  exactions ;  and  under  the  circum- 
stances which  had  since  occurred,  ought 
to  be  remitted  by  a  reduction  of  taxation. 
Instead  of  that,  however,  he  heard  it  was 
to  be  applied  to  building  a  Government 
House. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  they  ought 
to  be  acquainted  with  the  amount  of  re- 
venue raised  in  the  colonies,  before  they 
were  called  upon  to  make  good  defici- 
encies. If,  from  the  distance  of  the  colo- 
nies, such  an  account  could  not  be  made 
up  to  the  close  of  the  preceding  year,  they 
ought  to  have  it  to  the  latest  possible 
period. 

Lord  Howick  said,  he  had  been  no  party 
to  a  promise  for  a  colonial  budget,  but  he 
agreed  in  the  opinion  that  the  House 
ought  to  have  the  means  of  checking  the 
colonial  expenditure.  At  Trinidad,  which 
had  been  alluded  to,  he  trusted  the  ex- 
penses next  year  would  be  considerably 
reduced.  There  was  a  balance  in  the 
treasury  of  that  island,  but  it  did  not  pos- 
sess a  single  office  for  the  transaction  of 
public  business.  Government  was  paybg 
an  exorbitant  rent  for  house-roooii  and  it 
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was  considered  the  best  economy  to  ay 
out  the  money  in  building  the  necessary 
offices. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  then  must  under- 
stand, that  all  the  promises  relating  to  a 
colonial  budget  were  personal,  and  did 
not  belong  to  the  offices  of  those  who  made 
them. 

Mr.  Spring^ Rice  had  not  heard  of  the 
promise  until  a  few  nights  since,  and  he 
had  then  said,  such  an  account  should  be 
furnished  next  year.  Reductions,  however, 
had  been  made ;  the  vote  for  Nova  Scotia 
was  reduced  nearly  4,000Z.  The  salaries 
of  various  functionaries  had  been  omitted, 
and  the  Treasury  and  Colonial  Office  were 
in  constant  communication,  consulting  on 
all  possible  reductions. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  that  official 
promises  ought  to  be  recorded  in  office, 
and  acted  upon  by  the  successors  of  those 
who  made  them. 

Lord  Althorp  had  never  heard,  he  be- 
lieved, any  thing  of  such  promise,  and  did 
not  even  understand  the  phrase  Colonial 
Budget. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  there  had  certainly 
been  an  understanding  that  the  receipt  and 
expenditure  of  each  colony  should  be  laid 
before  them. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  such  a  measure  was 
necessary,  and  whether  a  promise  had 
been  made  or  not,  it  ought  to  be  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  said,  agents  for 
colonies  were  useless,  and  yet  they  re- 
ceived salaries  of  from  200  to  400/.  a  year. 
If  any  colony  came  into  collision  with  the 
Government,  they  employed  and  paid  their 
own  agent. 

Lord  Howick  said,  that  several  of  these 
offices  had  been  abolished,  such  as  those 
of  the  agents  for  Berbice  and  Grenada. 
The  agents  for  New  South  Wales  and  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  must,  however,  be  kept  up, 
as  they  had  important  duties  to  do  relating 
to  convicts. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Nova  Scotia.]  The  next 
vote  was  the  sum  of  6,625/.  to  defray  the 
charge  of  the  Civil  Establishment  of  Nova 
Scotia. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  he  was  glad 
to  see  instances  of  economy  in  various  de- 
partments under  this  head.  He  hoped 
that,  although  no  promise  had  been  made, 
immediate  measures  would  be  adopted  fur- 
ther to  diminish  the  civil  expenditure  in 


Nova  Scotia  ;  a  colony  which  had  shown 
its  ability  to  afford  20,000/.  to  accomplish 
local  improvements,  and  5,000/.  to  defray 
the  expenses  arising  from  the  improve- 
ment of  the  fisheries.  He  thought  it  but 
fair,  at  the  same  time  that  he  expressed 
the  hope  of  an  abatement  in  the  charge 
for  the  colony,  to  acknowledge  the  appa- 
rent determination  of  his  Majesty's  Mmis- 
ters  to  carry  the  principle  of  retrenchment 
generally  to  a  very  advantageous  extent. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  asked,  if  the  Crown 
had  not  revenue  in  Nova  Scotia  which 
might  be  applied  to  the  charges  of  civil 
government  ? 

Lord  Howick  supposed  quit  rents  for 
lands  were  alluded  to,  but  it  was  found 
impossible  to  collect  these,  and  many  years 
were  due. 

Mr.  Warburton  asked,  whether  it  was 
required,  that  Professors  should  sign  the 
Thirty -nine  Articles  before  they  could  be 
admitted  into  the  college  of  Nova  Scotia  ? 
That  was  the  case  in  Upper  Canada.  The 
expenses  of  admission  were  also  too  great 
in  that  college.  Nothing  would  tend  to 
alienate  the  colonists  more  than  these  re- 
strictions on  religious  opinions.  If  the 
Colonial  Estimates  were  again  brought 
forward  before  these  distinctions  were 
abolished,  he  should  divide  the  House 
upon  the  question. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Supply — Bermuda.]  4,000/.  to  de- 
fray the  charge  of  the  Civil  Establishment 
of  the  Island  of  Bermuda  was  proposed. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  dispropor- 
tionate salary  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Colony  —  disproportionate  as  compared 
with  the  salaries  of  the  secretaries  of 
colonies  of  larger  extent ;  and  the  duties 
of  which  were,  he  supposed,  of  a  heavier 
kind.  The  salary  of  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary of  Bermuda  was  800/.  a-year,  while 
the  salaries  of  those  of  other  colonies  did 
not  amount  to  more  than  500/.  a-year 
each. 

Lord  Howick  said,  that  the  salary  of 
the  secretaries  to  the  various  colonies  were 
as  closely  as  possible  proportioned  to  the 
weight  and  responsibdity  of  the  office. 
The  Colonial  Secretary  of  Bermuda  united 
with  that  situation  the  office  of  private 
Secretary  to  the  Governor,  and  the  salary 
allowed  to  him  struck  the  Government  as 
not  at  all  too  high,  considering  the  extent 
and  variety  of  his  labours.    But  the  whole 
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Mablishment  of  that  colony  had  yet  to 
undergo  revisiot). 

Mr.  George  Robingon  ftdid,  that  the 
Secretary  of  that  most  horrible  atid  pesti- 
lential colony,  Sierra  Leone,  was  allowed 
no  more  than  600/.  a-year,  while  the 
Secretary  of  the  island  of  Bermuda  was 
considered  entitled  to  200Z.  a-year  more. 
Thete  certainly  appeared  to  be  no  ground 
for  gtVltlg  to  that  individual  a  salary  al- 
most equal  to  that  of  the  Governor. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3,320/.  to  defray  the  charge  of  the 
Civil  Establishment  of  Prince  Edward's 
Island,  for  the  year  1831,  was  also  voted. 

SupI*lV  —  NewfoukdLano.]  The 
iilm  of  11,261/.  was  then  proposed  for 
defraying  the  charge  of  the  Civil  Establish- 
ments of  NeWfbundland. 

Mr.  Oef^€  Robinion  opposed  this  mo- 
tion. Nei^fbundland,  it  should  be  ob- 
served, had  no  local  legislature :  and  a 
vote  of  11,000/.  was  now  called  for  in 
aid  of  revenues  raised  in  that  colony,  not 
by  the  power  of  a  local  legislature,  but  by 
acts  of  that  House.  He  contended,  that 
tnoney  raised  in  Newfotmdland  by  acts  of 
the  legislature  here,  ought  to  be  accotmted 
for  to  Parliament,  just  like  any  other  vote 
of  the  public  money.  He  now  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
situation  in  which  the  hon.  Qentletilan 
opposite  (Mr.  Hyde  Viijicrs),  who  filled  the 
situation  of  agent  for  the  island,  stood  at 
present.  The  island,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  had  not  derived  any  beneBt  from  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  exertions.  He  would 
here  shortly  give  to  the  House  a  history 
of  that  appointment.  9ome  years  ago, 
the  inhabitants  of  Newfoundland  could 
only  Communicate  with  the  Government 
through  the  medium  of  the  Admiral  who 
was  placed  on  that  station.  They  found, 
in  consequence,  that  their  interests  were 
neglected,  and  that  Government  was  not 
propeHy  apprized  of  their  situation.  They 
therefore  applied  to  Government,  that  they 
might  themselves  he  allowed  to  appoint 
an  agent.  All  they  wanted  Was,  a  person 
who  shotdd  be  acquainted  with  the  situa- 
tion of  the  couhtrvi  i^nd  who  would,  con- 
sequently, be  enabled  to  place  the  situa- 
tion of  the  colony  in  its  true  light  before 
Government.  Btit  what  did  the  Govern- 
ment do,  in  consequence  of  this  applica- 
tion ?  They  immediately  appointed  an 
agent  themselves,  with  a  salary  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  revenue  of  the  colony.    In  the 


observations  which  he  was  about  to  mdke, 
he  meant  nothing  personal  to  the  hott. 
Member,  but  having  a  large  stiike  in 
Newfoundland,  he  would  say  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  had  never  given  the 
slightest  assistance  to  that  colony.  It  was 
undoubtedly  right  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  not  allow  his  duty  with  reference 
to  Newfoundland  to  interfere  #ith  that 
which  he  owed  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  in  general ;  but,  assuredly,  he 
ought  not  to  be  paid  out  of  the  revenue 
of  the  colony,  when,  upon  various  points, 
he  took  a  view  of  the  interests  of  New- 
foundland totally  difTerent  from  that  which 
was  entertained  by  the  inhabitants.  He 
understood,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
now  taken  office  under  the  Crown — that 
he  had  accepted  a  situation  connected 
with  the  East  Indies.  He  congratnlatcMl 
the  hon.  Member  on  having  taken  ofiBce, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  he  was  ex- 
tremely well  calculated  to  render  good 
service  to  any  Government  to  which  he 
might  please  to  attach  himself.  But  if 
he  were  placed  in  a  situation  which  caused 
his  duties  to  be  of  a  conflicting  nature,  so 
that  he  was  compelled,  as  agetlt,  to  take 
a  view  of  certain  matters  adverse  to  the 
interest  of  the  colony,  out  of  whose  re- 
venues he  was  remunerated,  he  thought 
that  he  ought  to  feel  himself  obliged,  in 
honour,  to  lay  down  that  office.  There 
was  no  colonv  better  able  to  support  a 
larger  population  than  Newfoundland,  if 
it  had  fair  play;  but,  unfortunately,  it 
never  had  had  fair  play.  He  was  in- 
structed by  the  inhabitants  of  Newfound- 
land to  say,  that  if  a  local  legislature  were 
granted  to  them — which  they  were  equally 
entitled  to  with  the  other  North  American 
colonies — they  would  never  ask  that  House 
for  another  farthing.  Such  votes  as  the 
present  were  rendered  necessary,  by  the 
refusal  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
inhabitants  of  the  colony  a  just  control 
over  their  own  affairs.  They  had  as 
strong  claims  to  that  control  as  any  other 
of  our  Colonial  States  ;  for  instance,  Ber- 
muda, which  was  not  more  than  one-third 
as  large,  had  a  domestic  legislature.  In 
the  present  grant  was  included  a  sum  of 
30/.  for  the  pension  of  Mrs.  Westropp. 
He  knew  something  of  that  lady's  pen- 
sion. Her  husband  had  been  sent  out  to 
the  colony  as  Attorney-general,  for  which 
office  he  was  found  to  be  utterly  unfit. 
He  must  say,  in  conclusioni  that  if  no 
reason  were  given  by  the  hon.  member 
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for  Bletchingly  (Mr.  Hyde  Villien)  for 
the  contiDuance  of  this  salary  to  the  agent 
for  Newfoundland,  he  should  move,  as  the 
only  tneans  open  to  him,  that  the  rote  be 
reduced  bv  300/. 

Lord  tfowick  said,  he  must  complain 
that,  when  questions  were  asked,  hon. 
Gentlemen  should,  without  Attending  to 
the  answers,  go  on  debating  those  ques« 
tlons  as  if  no  answer  had  been  given  to 
them.  He  appealed  to  every  hon.  Gentle- 
man present  whether  he  had  not,  in  answer 
td  a  question  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Cricklade,  stated,  that  when  his  hon. 
fViend  (the  member  for  Bletchingly)  ac- 
ce);>ted  the  office  of  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  his  hon.  friend  had  intimated  to 
the  Treasnrr  that  he  should  tio  longer 
drai^  bis  salary  as  agent  for  Newfound- 
land. The  hon.  member  fbr  Worcester 
seemed  to  know  a  great  deal  about  New- 
foundland, but  perhaps  it  had  escaped  the 
hon.  member's  knowledge,  that  the  Cham* 
ber  of  Commerce  at  St.  John's  had  sent 
a  vote  of  thanks  to  his  hon.  IViend,  the 
member  for  Bletchingly,  Which  vote  was 
crouched  in  the  handsomest  terms.  In  the 
face  of  this  fact,  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester  came  down  to  that  House,  and 
asked  hon.  Members  to  believe,  upon  his 
individual  authority,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Bletdhitigly  was  a  sinecurist,  atid 
that  his  sehrices  were  rather  htirtful  than 
advantageous  to  the  colony.  With  regard 
to  th^  present  estimate,  he  had  already 
promised  the  House  that,  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion, a  regular  statement  of  the  whole 
expenditure  should  be  laid  befbre  it.  He 
did  not  think  this  a  proper  opportunity 
for  entering  upon  the  question  of  giving  a 
local  legislature  to  Newfoundland.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  the  hon.  Member, 
thftt  the  wealth  and  intelligence  of  these 
colonists  entitled  them  to  a  more  direct 
control  over  their  affairs  than  they  at  pre- 
sent enjoyed  *,  and  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  to  give  them  Such  control 
the  Gotcrnment  was  most  anxious.  This, 
however,  was  a  matter  of  some  difficulty, 
and  required  mudh  consideration,  because 
it  would  b^  extremely  inconvenient  and 
utijust  to  give  td  one  part  of  the  popula- 
tion a  preponderance  over  the  others.  The 
way  to  avoid  this  was  not  yet  apparent. 

Mr.  G.  Robinson  laid,  that  he  had  not 
heard  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Cridklade  :  if  he  had,  he 
thotild  not  have  roadb  the  obser? tttions  he 
hM  made. 


Lord  Hotvick  said»  that  the  quMion  and 
answer  had  occurred  in  a  delmte  to  which 
tlie  hon.  Member  himself  had  gtVMi  Hie, 
and  the  hon.  Member  was  in  the  Home 
when  the  answer  was  given. 

Mr.  Hyde  Villicrs  said,  that  it  wai 
hardly  necessary  he  should  say  any  thinjf 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord, 
only  he  did  not  choose  to  remain  silent 
under  the  imputations  which  had  lieen 
CHst  upon  hint  bv  the  hon.  member  for 
Worcester.  He  fiad  considered  himself 
as  holding  this  office  for  the  benefit  of  the 
colony,  and  with  no  other  view  whatso- 
ever. The  Chamlier  of  Commerce  bein^ 
the  only  \mxi  of  the  population  that  aet<*a 
in  A  dorporate  capacity,  he  had  communi- 
cated with  the  mtmbeis  of  the  Chamber, 
and  stated  to  them^  that  he  did  Hot  With 

to  hold  the  ofliee  one  moment  eftof  they 
should  come  to  the  opinion  thflt  hla  aeN 
vices  were  not  beneficltti  to  the  eotony. 
And  what  had  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
done  ?  Had  they  asked  him  to  relinquish 
the  office?  On  the  conttary,  In  every 
report  they  had  made  th^y  had  aeknow* 
ledged  his  services  in  the  handiomeit 
manner,  ahd  particularly  by  the  ret*ent 
vote  of  thanks  to  which  his  noble  friend 
had  alluded,  hut  which  was  far  toO  flatter- 
ing fot  it  to  be  becoming  in  him  to  do 
more  than  glance  at.  At  the  same  time 
he  was  bound  to  admit,  that  there  were 
some  meml)ers  of  the  colony  who  wished 
to  see  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester  ih 
this  office,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  member 
himself  participated  in  that  wish.  He  hail 
only  to  add,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  already 
stated  to  the  Committee,  that  ho  had  de- 
clined to  draw  his  salary  any  longeir  as 
agent  for  the  colony. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought,  that  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  up  the  salary,  they 
ought  to  be  benefitted  bV  It^  and  that  the 
vote  ought  to  be  reducecf  by  ,100/. 

M  r.  Oeorae  Robinson  repeated ,  that  he  had 
not  before  heard  the  statements  which  had 
now  been  made.  The  hoh.  member  fbr 
Bletchingly,  however,  was  mistaken  If  he 
thought  that  he  (Mr.  HobinHon)  was  not 
aware  of  the  vote  of  thanks  from  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce.  The  hon.  Mem-* 
ber  might  shake  his  head,  but  he  could 
tell  the  hon.  Member,  that  he  had  received 
from  the  Chamber  of  C/onimerce  rth  ac- 
count of  all  their  proceeding! ;  and  fur- 
ther, that  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  had 
a^ted,  he  mi^ht  say,  almost  under  hia 
adfice.     He  had  not  gone  into  all  his 
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objections  to  this  vote,  one  part  of  which 
—he  meant  the  expense  of  the  Govern- 
ment-house— would  justify  him  in  object- 
ing to  it  altogether.  He  should  now, 
after  what  had  passed,  and  after  the  un- 
satisfactory nature  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  with  regard  to  giving 
a  local  legislature  to  the  colony,  object  to 
the  vote  altogether. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  entreated  the  Commit- 
tee to  observe  the  course  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester  had  pursued ;  first, 
the  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  vote  on 
account  of  a  certain  300/.,  and  then  he 
farther  objected  to  it  on  account  of  the 
constitution  of  the  colony.  To  the  first 
objection  the  hon.  Member  had  received, 
as  he  himself  admitted,  a  complete  and 
satisfactory  answer.  Then,  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  colony,  the  hon.  Member 
had  received  from  his  noble  friend  a  frank 
admission,  that  the  wealth  and  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  colony  had  made  it  a  matter 
of  anxious  consideration  to  give  to  New- 
foundland a  local  legislature  ;  but  his 
noble  friend  had  said,  that  this  subject 
required  time,  because  it  was  difficult  to 
form  such  a  plan  as  would  prevent  giving 
an  undue  preponderance  to  a  particular 
part  of  the  colony.  Having  received  these 
answers,  then  what  did  the  hon.  member 
for  Worcester  do  ?  Why,  finding  that  his 
objection  as  to  the  300/.  fell  to  the  ground, 
the  hon.  Member  turned  round,  and  said, 
that  he  would  object  to  the  vote  altogether 
— to  the  whole  vote — until  the  Grovern- 
ment  gave  a  new  constitution  to  New- 
foundland. Now  surely  a  Committee  of 
Supply  was  not  the  proper  place  wherein 
to  discuss  the  nature  of  a  new  constitution 
for  this  colony  ;  and  such  a  course  came, 
he  must  say,  with  a  peculiarly  bad  grace 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester,  who 
had  given  notice  of  a  motion  which  would 
bring  the  whole  subject  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House.  He  did  not  deny 
that  there  were  many  objections  to  these 
Estimates,  which  he  had  before  character- 
ised as  calculated  to  delude  hon.  Members, 
and  to  keep  from  the  House  the  know- 
ledge of  the  real  amount  and  nature  of 
the  expenditure.  The  expenditure  of  the 
Government-house  was  a  proof  of  this. 
The  original  estimate  for  that  house,  as 
agreed  to  by  Parliament,  was  8,778/. 
But  what  sum  did  the  Committee  suppose 
had  actually  been  laid  out  upon  the  house  ? 
Why,  the  whole  expenditure,  exclusive  of 
stores  sent  from  England,  was  30^158/., 


although  the  estimate  had  been  only 
8,778/.  He  said,  that  this  was  the 
amount  of  the  expenditure,  exclusive  of 
stores  sent  from  England.  Now  some  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  a  good 
deal  about  Newfoundland,  and  could, 
therefore,  tell  whether  there  was  any  stone 
in  the  colony.  It  was  well  known,  that 
there  was  plenty,  and  hon.  Members  must 
be  very  much  surprised  to  learn,  that 
granite  had  been  sent  from  England  for 
building  this  house.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  that  such  a  house  was 
quite  unnecessary;  but,  even  if  it  had 
been  necessary,  still  the  Government  ought 
to  have  been  applied  to  for  permission  to 
lay  out  such  a  sum  of  money  upon  a 
house,  the  cost  of  which,  in  the  estimate 
laid  before  them,  was  put  at  8,778/.,  and 
not  at  30,158/.  Hon.  Members  would 
observe,  by  a  Treasury  Minute  that  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Table,  that  effectual 
means  had  been  taken  to  guard  against 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  circumstance ; 
that  estimates  of  every  work  would  be 
laid  before  the  House  previous  to  the 
work  being  undertaken  ;  and  that,  in 
succeeding  estimates,  the  House  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  whether  the 
original  estimates  had  been  exceeded. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Worcester  would  have  been  justi-  ^ 
fied  in  objecting  to  the  vote  after  the 
pedantic  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  had  it 
not  been  done  away  by  the  effect  of  the 
explanation  just  given.  He  had  no  notion 
of  Members  of  that  House  being  schooled 
by  school-boys. 

Mr.  John  Wood  wished  to  know  how 
the  22,000/.  more  than  the  estimate  was 
paid. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  was  a  pro- 
ceeding not  to  be  defended,  and  grew  out 
of  the  bad  arrangements  of  the  Army 
Extraordinaries.  Estimates,  when  ex- 
ceeded, were  paid  for  by  Commissaries 
drawing  bills,  without  specifying  the  par- 
ticular services  for  which  the  money  was 
required.  Three  classes  of  bills  were 
drawn  ;  first,  those  for  bullion  deposited 
abroad,  which  was  matter  of  convenience, 
the  Government  losing  nothing  by  the 
transaction ;  but  it  afforded  a  means  of 
doing  wrong,  as  the  Grovernment  could 
not  possibly  know,  when  the  bills  were 
presented  for  payment,  whether  the  bullion 
nad  been  lodged,  or  not.  Secondly,  there 
were  bills  drawn  on  votes  of  supply ;  and, 
lastly,  there  were  unauthorized  bills,  for 
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which  no  funds  had  been  provided.  It 
was  this  last  description  of  bills  which 
had  permitted  the  abuse  referred  to,  and 
which  must  be  abolished,  by  not  granting 
money  without  an  estimate  of  expenditure. 
There  were  certain  cases  which  could  not 
be  thus  provided  for,  but  the  Army  Ex- 
traordinaries  were  intended  to  meet  these. 
It  was  the  duty  of  (jovernment  to  specify 
every  expense  that  was  possible,  previously; 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  call 
for  explanations  and  details  of  the  ex- 
penditure ;  and,  if  the  House  wished  to 
have  these  details  for  the  subject  at  pre- 
sent  under  consideration,  the  Government 
would  have  no  objection  to  furnish  them. 
This  related  to  the  past ;  for  the  future 
they  would  endeavour  to  reform  the 
system. 

Mr.  John  Wood  said,  he  had  thought, 
that  what  came  out  upon  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates had  been  bad  enough ;  but  this 
a£fair  of  the  Government-house  at  New- 
foundland was  much  worse.  In  the  case 
of  the  Navy  Estimates,  the  money  voted 
by  Parliament  to  buy  timber  had  been 
applied  to  building  walls ;  but  here  was  an 
expenditure,  totally  unauthorised  by  Par- 
liament, defrayed  by  unauthorized  bills. 
He  hoped,  that  measures  would  be  taken 
to  prevent  anything  of  the  kind  happening 
again,  for  he  was  sure,  that  a  Reformed 
Parliament  would  impeach  any  Minister 
who  should  do  the  like. 

Mr.  R,  Gordon  said,  that  this  proceed- 
ing shewed  the  propriety  of  the  advice  he 
had  frequently  given.  He  had  often 
urged  upon  Government  the  adoption  of 
a  principle  which  he  hoped  his  Majesty's 
present  Ministers  would  act  upon — namely, 
to  propose  the  Estimates  always  a  year 
in  advance.  That  principle  was  the  one 
which  was  followed  in  France,  and  if  it 
had  been  adopted  here,  they  would  be  now 
voting  the  Estimates  for  1832,  with  which 
they  could  deal  as  they  pleased  in  the 
way  of  retrenchment,  instead  of  the  Esti- 
mates before  them,  the  greater  portion  of 
which  had  been  already  expended.  It  was 
impossible  to  refuse  this  vote,  because  the 
money  had  already  been  expended,  and 
yet  it  was  plain,  if  that  were  not  the  case, 
that  the  House  would  refuse  its  sanction 
to  such  a  wasteful  expenditure. 

Sir  James  Oraham  said,  that  he  fully 
concurred  with  his  hon.  friend  as  to  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  and  he  was  sure  that  his  hon. 
friend  would  be  glad  to  hear,  that  as  far  as 
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the  Navy  Estimates  were  concerned,  that 
principle  had  been  already  acted  upon  to 
a  great  extent.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had, 
by  means  of  the  unappropriated  balances, 
been  enabled  to  carry  on  the  service  of  the 
Navy  up  to  the  1st  of  April  without  draw-> 
ing  on  the  Estimates  of  the  current  year ; 
and  he  believed,  that  the  Estimates  for 
that  department,  voted  in  the  present  year, 
would  defray  all  the  charges  up  to  April 
in  the  next  year  ;  and  as  the  Estimates  for 
the  next  year  would  l)e  voted  before  the 
month  of  April,  the  House  would  then 
have  the  advantage  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  to  secure  to  them — namely,  that 
of  having  Estimates  brought  before  them 
and  voted  previously  to  the  expenditure  of 
the  sums  named  in  those  Estimates.  He 
mentioned  these  circumstances  to  show 
that  he  continued  now,  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  of  the  same  opinion  that  he  had 
been  when  oa  the  other,  and  that  as  he 
had  then  supported  the  recommendation 
of  the  hon.  Member,  so  ho  now  endea- 
voured, as  far  as  circumstances  would 
permit  him,  to  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  Paget  hoped,  that  the  promises 
given  by  the  Ministers  would  be  kept.  He 
should  be  most  happy  to  see  their  fulBl-* 
ment.  At  the  same  time  he  was  bound  to 
acknowledge,  that  as  far  as  he  had  ob-* 
served  the  Ministers,  their  promises  were 
made  in  good  faith. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  wished  to  prevent  any 
misapprehension  regarding  this  vote  for 
the  Government-house  at  Newfoundland* 
He  had,  undoubtedly,  stated,  that  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate  was  8,778/.  and  that  the 
expenditure,  exclusive  of  stores,  was  up- 
wards of  30,000Z.  Of  this  sum,l8,124/.was 
taken  by  votes  in  the  years  1828  and 
1829  ;  BO  that  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
had  been  already  obtained  to  thtit  extent. 
But  the  votes  were  not  proposed  until  the 
money  had  been  expended,  and  they  ob- 
jected to  that  principle.  The  whole  cost 
of  the  House,  including  furniture,  amount- 
ed to  38,175/.,  shewing  an  excess  over  the 
sums  voted,  of  above  20,000/.  The  ex- 
planation of  this  transaction  would  be 
furnished  in  the  accounts  to  be  produced. 

Mr.  Wilks  thought  the  conduct  of  Mi- 
nisters, in  this  instance,  had  been  roost 
praiseworthy. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  must  beg  to  see  the 
promises  performed,  before  he  could  eulo-* 
gize  the  persons  making  them. 

Mr.  Ruthven  considered  the  public 
under  great  obligations  to  the  hon*  mem- 
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ber  for  Worcester  for  calling  the  attention 
ef  the  Committee  to  the  subject  of  New- 
foundland. He  quite  agreed  with  him  in 
the  propriety  of  giving  a  Legislative  As- 
sembly to  that  colony,  which  would  tend 
to  exalt  the  character  of  the  colonists. 
He  hoped,  too,  the  Government  would 
bring  forward  a  Colonial  Budget. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  hoped  his  sug- 
gestions would  be  attended  to,  and  would 
not,  therefore,  divide  the  Committee. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Sierra  Leov£.]  On  tlie 
question  that  a  sum  or9,7d0/.  be  granted 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Civil  Estab- 
lishments at  Sierra  Leone, 

Lord  Oranville  Somerset  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  act 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  remove  the  establishment  from 
Sierra  Leone  to  Fernando  Po?  and  ha 
also  wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord, 
whether  the  late  accounts  of  Fernando  Po 
justified  the  expectations  which  had  been 
formed  of  that  establishment,  with  respect 
to  its  superior  salubrity  ?  If  the  appear- 
ance of  the  persons  who  hsul  come  to  tliis 
country  as  witnesses  upon  this  subject  ¥ras 
to  form  the  ground  of  judgment  on  this 
question,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  must  be 
answered  in  the  negative. 

Lord  Howick  said,  that  the  answers  to 
these  questions  were,  perhaps,  difficult,  on 
account  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
these  colonies  were  placed.  It  had  been 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  re- 
move the  establishment  from  Sierra  Leone 
to  the  Island  of  Fernando  Po,  and  to 
make  the  latter  the  seat  of  the  mixed 
Commission.  A  beginning  had  been 
made,  to  remove  the  establishment;  but 
after  the  preparations  had  been  commenc- 
ed, and  some  progress  made  in  effecting 
the  change,  Spain  had  put  in  a  claim  to 
that  island,  and  refused  to  abandon  that 
claim  except  upon  payment  of  a  very 
large  sum  of  money.  According  to  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  Treaty,  the 
Court  of  mixed  Commission  could  only  sit 
in  the  British  dominions.  Now,  the  Island 
of  Fernando  Po  could  not  be  made  a  part 
of  the  British  dominions,  except  upon  the 
payment  of  the  sum  of  100,000/.  The 
payment  of  such  a  sum  was  entirely  out 
of  the  question,  as  the  English  only 
wanted  such  a  quantity  of  land  as  would 


be  sufficient  for  the  pwrpoae  of  tht  nixel 
Commission  sitting  tbeve.  A«  Sfftin«  «t 
present,  continued  to  assert  her  ciatoi  to 
this  sum  for  the  island,  it  was  likely  that 
the  settlement  of  Fernando  Po  mvst  be 
given  up.  He  ought  to  add,  that  accoid- 
iDg  to  the  late  accounts,  Fernando  Po  wm 
not  much  better,  as  far  a«  salulmty  irat 
concerned,  than  Sierra  Leooe.  He  hoped, 
that  the  excessive  mortality  at  Sietra 
Leone,  which  had  produced  so  strong  a 
sensation  in  this  coantry,  woukl  tocm  be 
avoided,  by  some  arraagemeat,  by  «diicb 
men  of  colour  from  the  W«it«lndiaa 
Islands  would  be  pioeuvtd,  of  auffidMit 
ability  to  All  the  greater  part,  if  not  llio 
whole,  of  the  ofliciat  situatbaa  id  Ab 
colony. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  said,  that  the  Woat- 
Indians  had  to  oompkia  of  the  oonlianed 
ezistfince  of  the  foraiga  alavo-tiado.  Not> 
withstanding  (lie  ireaiUes  that  bed  Ibr  90 
many  years  existed  oa  that  tubject,  tiM 
foreign  slave-trade  waa  now  greatat  tbaa 
ever.  France  did  not  aet  up  to  her 
treaty ;  and  the  French,  notwithetaiidi^ 
their  repeated  assuiancea,  still  conlioaad  to 
carry  on  that  trade,  in  each  a  manaar  at 
defied  any  means  to  put  it  down.  It 
the  intention  of  his  hon.  friend  to 
the  subject  before  the  House,  and  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Government  eapecnUy 
to  iL  He  believed,  that  the  whole  nuttier 
depended  upon  the  conduct  of  Franoe.  If 
that  country  would  give  us  the  mutual 
right  of  search,  he  was  sure  that  the  trade 
might  easily  be  put  down,  and  that  a 
small  squadron  would  be  sufficient  for  that 
purpose.  The  establishment  at  Sierra 
Leone  might  then  be  abandoned,  and  the 
expense  of  completing  that  at  Peraando 
Po  would  be  unnecessary.  Sierra  Leone 
had  been  excessively  expensive  to  the 
country.  From  the  year  1807,  when  the 
place  was  first  purchased  by  the  Qovem- 
ment,  of  the  Company  which  had  estab- 
lished itself  there,  up  to  the  year  1824|  a 
sun)  of  no  less  than  2,268,000/.  had  beea 
expended  on  the  colony.  From  the  year 
1824  up  to  1831,  the  expense  waa 
1,082,000/.  From  the  year  1807,  up  to 
1824,  the  expense  of  the  naval  establish* 
ments  kept  up  for  that  colony  waa 
1,630,000/.  The  payments  to  Spain  and 
Portugal  amounted  to  1,230,000L  The 
sums  expended  for  the  purchased  eaptivea 
amounted  to  633,000/. ;  other  inoiaental 
expenses  came  to  93,000/. ;  and  the  ex* 
pense  of  Commissions  wu  no  ieie  than 
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190,000/. — sums  which,  taken  together, 
amouDted  to  nearly  eight  millions.  He 
trnsted,  that  some  steps  would  be  taken  by 
the  Government  for  securing  the  observ- 
ance of  these  treaties. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  that  the  situa- 
tion of  Fernando  Po  was  more  commo- 
dious than  that  of  Sierra  Leone,  for  many 
different  purposes,  but  then  there  was  dif- 
ficulty in  getting  rid  of  Sierra  Leone,  and 
breaking  up  the  establishment  there.  Un- 
happily, however,  Fernando  Po  did  not 
app^r  to  be  much  more  salubrious 
than  the  other  settlement.  Originally 
there  had  been  one  Spanish  and  one 
Bnglish  Commission,  each  sitting  on  its 
own  territory,  and  that  had  led  to  the 
formation  of  a  mixed  Commission.  The 
difiRculty  then  occurred  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  already  alluded.  Still,  how- 
ever, he  did  not  think,  that  there  would  be 
any  insuperable  objection  offered  by  Spaiti 
to  'aome  arrangement  for  the  sitting  of  the 
mixed  Commission  at  Fernando  Po.  He 
dkl  not  think,  that  Spain  would  persist  in 
demanding  so  large  a  sum  for  her  claim  on 
that  settlement,  so  that  the  only  difficulty 
standing  In  the  way,  would  be  that  of  ac- 
commodating the  treaty,  so  as  to  meet 
the  views  of  both  Governments.  With 
respect  to  the  mortality  which,  he  ad- 
mitted, had  been  terrible  in  Sierra  Leone, 
he  believed  that  it  had  been  greater  some 
years  ago  than  it  was  at  present.  The  di- 
minution arose  from  the  circumstance  that 
more  of  the  offices  were  now  filled  by  men 
of  colour,  and  there  were  fewer  Europeans 
at  the  settlement  than  formerly.  He 
thought  that,  by  the  plan  which  had  been 
suggested,  of  introducing  West-Indians 
into  the  colony,  and  appointing  them  to 
fill  the  offices,  the  extraordinary  mortality 
might  disappear.  He  wished  to  see  the 
colony  continued ;  for  he  looked  to  it  as 
the  best  means  for  the  Introduction  of  civi- 
lization into  Africa.  He  admitted,  that 
the  expenses  connected  with  it  had  been 
enormous ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  preceded  him,  that  the 
great  cause  of  the  continuance  of  the  slave 
trade  had  been  the  want  of  all  zealous 
co-operation  on  the  part  of  France  in 
putting  it  down. 

Colonel  Torrvni  said,  that  he  had  that 
day  received  letters  which  stated,  that  Fer- 
natido  Po — now  that  the  woods  were  par- 
tially cleared  away,  Was  becoming  more 
healthy.  He  trusts,  that  the  eitablisb- 
meilta  might  be  kept  dp ;  for  he  believ- 


ed, now,  that  the  source  of  the  Niger 
was  discovered,  they  might  be  made 
useful  for  commercial  purposes.  In  that 
way,  too,  they  would  aid  in  effbctrog  the 
original  object  of  their  establishment ;  for, 
if  commerce  were  introduced  among  the 
tribes  of  Africa,  he  believed,  that  the 
horrid  practice  of  making  war,  in  order 
to  sell  the  captives,  would  be  gradually 
extinguished.  It  was  clear,  that  little 
could  be  done  for  the  benefit  of  our 
West-Indian  possessions,  unless  the  fo- 
reign slave-trade  was  put  down  ;  for,  while 
that  existed,  it  was  impossible  for  our  co- 
lonies to  compete  in  the  market  with  the 
planters  in  colonies  belonging  to  govern- 
ments which  permitted  the  slave-trade. 
Upon  all  these  considerations,  he  must  say, 
that  he  regretted  this  country  was  not  to 
have  permanent  possession  of  Fernando  Po. 

Mr.  Hammersley  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  expediency  of  retaining 
a  settlement  near  the  mouth  of  the  Niger, 
but  he  believed,  that  Fernando  Po  would 
turn  out  to  be  a  most  unhealthy  station. 
He  had  submitted  a  statement  to  the  Go- 
vernment, tending  to  prove,  that  we  might 
derive  a  trade  of  considerable  importance 
fVom  the  Coast  of  Africa.  We  ought  to 
endeavour  to  introduce  commerce  among 
the  African  tribes,  as  the  best  means  of 
preventine  the  slave-trade  they  now  car- 
ried on  with  the  ships  of  different  nations. 
He  had  produced  a  plan  to  the  present 
Ministry  for  a  system  of  reciprocity  in 
commerce,  which,  if  adopted,  would  put 
down  the  slave-trade  better  than  all  our 
ships  on  the  station  could  do  it. 

An  Hon.  Member  stated,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  put  an  end  to  the  slave- 
trade,  unless  the  right  of  search  was  con- 
ceded by  the  French  Government.  This 
nefarious  traffic  was  still  carried  on,  to  an 
extent  not  generally  known,  by  vessels  sail- 
ingr  under  the  French  flag. 

Sir  /.  Graham  agreed,  that  the  mutual 
right  of  search  was  necessary,  as  the  slave- 
trade  was  now  carried  on  by  Spanish 
vessels  sheltering  themselves  under  French 
colours,  because  search  was  not  allowed 
by  France,  while  it  had  been  conceded  by 
Spain.  Every  exertion  should  be  made 
by  the  British  Government  to  obtain  from 
France  a  right  of  search,  which  he  was 
confident,  if  granted,  would  be  most  ef- 
fectual in  putting  an  end  to  the  slave- 
trade.  Fernando  Po  had  advantages  as  a 
naval  station,  but  the  island  belonged  to 
the  King  of  Spain,  who  was  wiUing  we 
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should  incur  expenses  in  making  a  settle- 
ment, but  refused  to  surrender  his  right 
of  Sovereignty  over  the  island. 

Sir  Stratford  Canning  heard,  with 
great  satisfaction,  the  observation  which 
had  just  fallen  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty.  He  had  suggested  the  expe- 
diency of  renewing  the  treaty  made  with 
the  American  government  four  or  five  years 
ago,  a  treaty  recognising  the  right  of 
search,  and  which  was  approved  of  by  the 
American  Government ;  but,  unfortunate- 
ly, was  not  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the 
Uiuted  States. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

A  sum  not  exceeding  4,000/.  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  Forts  at  Cape  Coast 
Castle,  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  was  voted. 

Supply — Propagation  of  the  Gos- 
pel.] The  next  vote  was,  that  a  sum  not 
exceeding  16,000/.  be  granted  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Society  for  the  Pro- 
pagation of  the  Gospel  in  certain  of  his 
Majesty's  colonies  for  the  year  1831. 

Mr.  Warburton  observed,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  divide  the  Committee 
on  the  vote,  being  aware  that  a  large  pro- 
portion, if  not  the  whole,  of  the  sum  now 
called  for  was  already  due  and  expended. 
He  was  confident,  however,  that  no  vote 
could  tend  more  to  alienate  the  affections 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  colonies  from  the 
mother  country  than  this  had  done,  by 
voting  so  large  a  sum  for  the  exclusive  sup- 
port of  the  Anglican  Church,  when,  in 
many  of  the  colonies,  the  great  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  were  of  a  different  religi- 
ous persuasion.  If  a  material  reduction 
did  not  take  place  in  this  estimate,  when 
it  was  next  brought  forward,  he  should 
certainly  divide  on  it. 

Mr.  Wilks  would  second  such  a  motion 
should  it  be  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bridport.  This  vote  created  dissension  and 
disunion  in  the  colonies,  instead  of  promot- 
ing affection  to  the  mother  country.  The 
system  pursued  in  Canada  was  deserving  of 
the  most  serious  attention.  One-seventh 
of  the  whole  territorial  property  was  re- 
served exclusively  and  illiberally  for  the 
Clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  three- 
fourths  of  the  inhabitants  being  adverse  to 
the  doctrines  of  that  Church.  A  College, 
too,  had  lately  been  established  in  Upper 
Canada,  founded  on  exclusive  and  illiberal 
principles.  Under  such  circumstances, 
he  conceived,  that  the  House  was  called  on 
to  oppose  all  grants  that  were  intended  ex- 


clusively to  benefit  one  sect  and  nourish 
intolerance. 

Mr.  Labouchere  was  anxious  that  the 
Resolution  should  not  be  passed  until  he 
had  obtained  from  Government  a  distinct 
explanation,  whether  it  was  intended  to 
propose  a  similar  grant  in  future — in  other 
words,  whether  Ministers  were  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  grant.  He  admit- 
ted, that  a  sudden  and  large  reduction  of 
the  vote  would  be  attended  with  most  in- 
jurious consequences  to  a  number  of  highly 
respectable  individuals,  now  receiving  sala- 
ries, but  thoue:ht  that  some  notice  of  an 
intention  to  diminish  the  vote  hereafter 
might  be  given.  He  also  expressed  kis 
strong  objections  to  the  Clergy  reserves, 
against  which  he  had  a  petition  to  present, 
as  well  as  against  the  College  in  Upper 
Canada,  established  on  principles  which 
prevented  nine-tenths  of  the  population 
from  partaking  of  its  advantages.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  know — 1.  Whether 
the  grant  was  in  future  to  be  persevered  in? 
2.  Whether  the  Colonial  Department  in- 
tended to  examine  into  the  subject  of  the 
Clergy  reserves  ?  3.  Whether  the  Charter 
of  the  University  of  Upper  Canada  was 
under  consideration,  with  a  view  to  some 
change  in  it  ? 

Mr.  Warburton  wished  likewise  to  be 
informed,  whether  Ministers  were  not  in 
possession  of  a  memorial  from  the  Bishop 
and  Clergy  of  Quebec,  praying,  that  the 
Clergy  reserves  might  not  be  divided  with 
the  Church  of  Scotland  ?  It  had  always 
been  understood  in  that  House,  that  the 
reserves  should  be  divided  between  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Church  of 
Scotland. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  his  Majesty's 
Government  certainly  did  not  defend  this 
grant  on  principle ;  but  the  question  was 
one  of  considerable  difHculty,  involving  the 
whole  Church  Establishment,  and  the  re- 
ligious education  of  the  people  of  the 
colonies.  It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to 
take  any  sudden  and  unadvised  step ;  at 
the  same  time,  he  fully  admitted,  that  it  was 
not  fitting  that  this  country  should  pay 
for  supporting  a  Church  Establishment  in 
Canada.  It  was  the  intention  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Grovernment  to  reduce  the  grant, 
therefore,  and  to  do  away  with  it  entirely 
as  soon  as  possible.  The  question  relating 
to  the  Clergy  reserves  was  under  considera- 
tion, but  it  was  one  on  which  he  could  give 
no  pledge ;  and,  as  to  the  college  estab- 
lished in   Upper  Canada^  he  could  only 
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state,  that  it  was  also  under  consideration. 
He  was  not  aware,  that  any  representation 
had  been  made  from  the  Clergy  of  Quebec 
on  the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Brid port's  question  referred. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  might  astonish  the 
new  Members  to  hear,  that  this  very  grant 
had  been  opposed  and  discussed  with 
great  talent,  last  year,  by  the  members  of 
the  present  Ministry.  It  was  then  pro- 
posed, by  way  of  amendment,  that  8,000/. 
should  be  deducted  from  the  grant  at  once, 
and  that  the  other  half  should  cease  in 
1831,  or  at  this  period.  He  held  in  his 
hand  the  names  of  the  Minority  of  forty- 
six  who  voted  for  that  Amendment,  and 
he  had  only  to  state,  that  the  first  name 
was  Lord  Althorp,  and  the  last  Lord 
Howick.  Fortified  by  the  precedent  then 
set,  it  was  his  (Mr.  Hunt's)  present  inten- 
tion to  follow  the  example  of  his  Majesty *s 
Ministers,  and  he  should  conclude  with 
moving,  by  way  of  Amendment,  that  half 
the  grant  should  be  reduced  at  once,  and 
the  remaining  half  in  1 832.  He  was  not 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  colonies, 
like  some  hon.  Members,  but  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  clergyman,  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Griffin,  who  had  petitioned  the  House 
some  years  ago,  and  who  had  been  sent 
out  by  the  Society  for  Promoting  the  Gos- 
pel, as  Rector  of  St.  George's,  Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island.  From  this  Gentleman  he 
CMr.  Hunt)  derived  more  information  as 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Society,  than  had 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  either  the  pre- 
sent or  the  late  Administration.  The 
money  neciessary  for  carrying  on  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Society  in  the  colonies  was 
proposed  to  be  raised  by  subscription,  and 
the  deficiency  was  to  be  made  up  by  Par- 
liament. Now  he  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  proportion 
voted  by  Parliament,  and  the  whole  sum 
"risen"  by  subscription  \laughter\.  It  al- 
ways affonded  great  amusement  to  Gentle- 
men when  he  (Mr.  Hunt^  made  a  mistake. 
When  others  made  the  most  egregious  gram- 
matical errors,  it  only  created  a  smile ;  but 
when  he  slipped  there  was  a  loud  laugh, 
which  proved,' no  doubt,  how  anxious  they 
were  to  set  him  right.  Since  1814,  the  sum 
collected  in  churches,  by  virtue  of  the 
King's  Letter,  for  this  Society,  was  55,869/.; 
the  sum  raised  by  Subscription,  33,343/., 
and  the  sum  voted  by  Parliament,  203,088/. 
So  much  for  the  manner  in  which  the 
funds  of  the  Society  were  raised.    And 

now  for  it9  practice :— when  Mr*  Oriffin 


was  sent,  with  a  salary  of  200/.  per  annum, 
to  Prince  Edward's  Island,  he  found  there 
was  neither  a  church  nor  a  congregation, 
and  he  reported  accordingly.  He  was  told, 
that  he  must  not  make  such  reports,  for 
that  they  were  not  satisfactory.  Having 
reported  the  truth  in  the  same  way  next 
year,  he  was  removed  to  the  district 
colony  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  there  a  place 
was  pointed  out  to  him,  where  half-a- 
dozen  boards  were  nailed  together,  and  this 
building,  which  was  filled  with  sheep,  he 
was  told  was  his  church.  Having  reported 
this,  Mr.  Griffin,  whose  moral  and  religious 
character  was  unimpeached,  was  found 
not  to  be  the  tractable  man  which  the 
Society  wanted,  and  he  was  recalled  ;  and 
for  having  stated  those  facts  in  his  reports, 
he  was  so  persecuted,  that  no  Bishop 
would  now  give  him  a  license  to  preach.  In 
looking  into  the  transactions  of  the  Socie- 
ty, it  appeared  that  Bishop  Inglis  had  a 
salary  of  2,400/.  and  Archdeacon  Willis  a 
salary  of  1 ,700/.,  and  several  other  clergy- 
men enjoyed  very  large  salaries.  The 
Society  had  two  estates  left  to  it,  in  the 
island  of  Barbadoes,  containing  700  slaves, 
and  the  labour  of  those  slaves,  and  the 
produce  of  the  two  estates,  went  to  sup- 
port a  college  for  the  education  of  the 
children  of  placemen  and  pensioners  ;  and 
the  principal  of  the  college,  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Pindar,  had  a  salary  of  1,000/.  a  year. 
Thus  they  found,  that  the  labour  of  slaves 
was  appropriated  by  this  Society  to  incul- 
cate the  doctrines  of  the  Christian  religion. 
When  such  facts  were  stated,  he  asked, 
could  the  Committee  think  he  was  wrong 
in  following  the  example  set  by  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  last  year,  in  proposing 
that  the  vote  should  now  be  reduced  one- 
half,  and  that  the  whole  should  cease  in 
1832? 

Lord  Howick  hoped  the  hon.  member 
for  Preston  would  keep  his  word,  when 
the  course  followed  last  year,  by  persons 
now  in  office,  was  explained.  He  (Lord 
Howick,  moved  the  amendment  which  the 
hon.  Member  alluded  to,  and  now  pro- 
fessed to  follow.  That  amendment  was 
moved,  not  with  a  view  to  an  immediate 
reduction  in  the  vote,  which  could  not  be 
carried  into  efiect  without  great  hardship 
to  indiriduals,  but  to  express  the  sense  of 
the  Committee,  that  the  principle  of  the 
grant  was  wrong.  The  present  Grovem- 
ment  admitted,  that  the  principle  was 
wrongs  and  his  noble  friend  (the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Excbec^uer)  pledged  himself 
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that  the  grant  should  be  reduced.  If  that 
pledge  had  been  made  last  year  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlecnaii»  then  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Department,  he  (Lord  Ho  wick) 
would  have  withdrawn  his  amendment,  aa 
he  hoped  the  hon.  member  for  Preston 
would  now  do.  There  were  a  considerable 
number  of  clergymen,  es^emplary  and  ex- 
cellent persons,  employed  by  the  Society, 
on  the  faith  of  this  gran^,  upon  salaries 
barely  sufficient  for  their  subsistence,  and 
which  it  would  be  a  cruel  injustice  to 
withdraw  from  them.  AU  the  Government 
could  do  was,  not  to  sanction  any  new 
persons  being  sent  out,  and  to  call  on  the 
Society  in  future  to  defray  its  own  ex- 
penses. The  Society  was  a  most  useful 
and  excellent  one ;  and  one  great  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  grant  was,  that 
it  went  to  dry  up  the  sources  of  private 
charity.  He  hopea,  however,  that  the  Ck)m- 
mittee  would  not  sanction  the  amendment, 
as  it  would  leave  several  clergymen  in  a 
state  of  destitution.  In  fact,  a  part  of  the 
money  was  abeady  spent. 

Mr.  E.  Gordon  did  not  think  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)  satis- 
factory. The  noble  Lord  had  been  eight 
nxonths  in  office,  and  this  vote  ought  to 
have  been  taken  under  consideration  in 
that  time,  and  some  reduction  made.  This 
grant  was  objectionable,  if  upon  no  other 
ground,  because  the  money  was  expended 
by  an  unauthorised  and  irresponsible  body, 
and  the  reports  of  the  Society  proved,  as 
he  contended,  that  its  own  funds  had 
been  much  mismanaged  for  five  or  six 
years.  As  an  instance  of  the  exclusive 
principle  adopted,  he  need  only  state,  that 
the  Bishop  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Nova  Scotia  had  a  salary  of  2,000/.  per 
annum,  whilst  the  Presbyterian  minister 
had  only  751.  per  annum  ;  and  yet  the 
Presbyterians  were  tq  the  persons  profess- 
ing the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  that  colony  as  three  to  cme.  He  could 
not  but  hope,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  some  reduction  would  be  made  in  the 
grant. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  quite  satisfied,  that  no 
injury  could  arise  to  the  clergymen  of  the 
Established  Church  by  the  reduction  of 
this  grant  The  Church  of  England  was 
too  rich  and  too  generous  to  suiSer  her 
clergy  to  want.  In  reply  to  what  had 
been  stated  respectmg  the  character  of 
the  clergy,  he  would  only  say,  that  if 
such  was  the  fact,  there  was  the  less  ne- 
cwity  for  the  vote. 


Mr.  JBrifoo*  said,  that  after  the  ca^id 
and  just  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  no 
blame  could  be  imputed  to  Oovemment ; 
he  would,  therefore,  reoommeiid  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  not  to  divide. 

Sir  R.  IngHi  justified  tlie  grant,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  ap  imperative  duty  on 
Government  to  introduce  the  true  prin- 
ciples of  ChristianitY  into  every  country 
we  colonized.  He  aid  not  think  it  judi- 
cious, therefore,  to  reduce  the  giaiit. 

Colonet  Evan^  would  not  cfcject  to  the 
grant  for  this  year,  but  he  hoped,  that  an 
understanding  would  be  coim  to,  that  it 
should  be  discontinued  or  reduced  far  the 
fixture. 

Sir  J.  M.  Doyle  said,  a  rich  benefice  in 
Ireland  was  now  vacant,  and  he  did  not 
see  why  8,000/.  should  uot  be  taken  from 
that  valuable  See  to  make  ffood  the  vote. 

Mr.  R.  Gordon  was  ready  to  give  up 
his  opposition  to  the  vote,  if  Ministers 
would  agree  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  for 
the  next  year. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  ready  to  withdraw  hit 
Amendment,  if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Garlow  (Sir  John  Doyle)  was 
act^  on.  The  statementa  he  had  made 
rested  on  the  assertions  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Griffin. 

Mr.  Baring  thought  the  Gonmittee 
could  not  in  justice  refuse  the  grant,  aa 
three-fourths  of  the  year  had  ahready  ex- 
pired, and  the  colonies,  therefore,  md  a 
right  to  it  for  that  year.  He  must  say> 
however,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  anck  a 
mode  of  supporting  Christianity.  lo  the 
colonies,  for  which  these  large  grants  were 
made  yearly  for  the  propagation  of  the 
Ccospel,  the  English  Church  was  on  the  de- 
cline, while  in  the  State  of  New  York  it 
was  most  thriving,  where  it  was  left  entirely 
to  its  own  merits.  He  would  agree  to  the 
grant  for  this  year,  but  hoped,  that  Go- 
vernment would  come  to  some  resolution 
for  the  gradual  abolition  of  it. 

The  Committee  divided : — For  the 
original  Motion  65 ;  Against  it  2'7 — Ma« 
jority  38- 
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47J500L  for  public  «ton»  »t  Van  Di^ 
men's  Land,  and  37,154^  for  Ftroando 
P«^  were  next  TOfted. 

Supply— 'Swan  Rivrr.}  On  the 
queaiioiL  being  put,  that  a  aoiu  not  exceed- 
ing 24,8f)k5i.  be  granted  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Swan  River  eataUishsaent, 

Mr.  HmhI  wi&bed  to  know  what  were  the 
latest  accounts  from  that  settlement,  and 
whether  it  was  likelj  to  answer  the  ex- 
pectation of  Oovemment  ? 

Lord  HoMtkk  said,  the  accounts  received 
lately  were  more  satisfactory. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  originally  it  was 
determined  that  the  Governor  should  have 
no  salary^  but  a  giant  of  land.  He  saw, 
however,  by  these  papers,  that  the  Go- 
Yernor  was  to  have  a  salary,  and  he  wished 
ta  know  how  that  was. 

tord  Hoimkk  said,  that  Captain  Stirling, 
who  had  planned  the  colony  originally, 
went  out  on  the  condition  that  he  should 
receive  no  salary  unless  it  succeed^.  His 
atatemeiits  had  turned  out  correct,  the 
oolony  had  succeeded,  and  he  did  not, 
tberefece  think  the  salary  of  8001.  too 
qnuch. 

Coiooel  Twr€m  thought,  that  every 
colony,  even  at  its  commencernent,  ought 
to  support  itself;  and  the  House  ought  to 
impress  upon  the  nohle  Lord  and  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  acting  on  such 
a  principle.  If  this  colony  had  been  pro- 
perly managed,  an  outlet  might  have  been 
found  for  the  superabundant  population 
of  Ireland,  and  n»eans  provided  for  di- 
minishing the  poor-rates  in  £ugland. 

Mr.  Bering  differed  from  the  gallant 
Officer ;  the  land  of  a  new  colony  was  worth 
nothing  until  it  was  cultivated,  and  the 
mother  country  must,  in  the  %st  instance, 
incur  expenses  in  settling  it.  After  a 
colony  had  been  some  time  established, 
the  sale  of  land  might  assist  in  paying  ex- 
penses. He  beard  of  the  Qourishiug  state 
of  the  Swan  Ri^r  settlement,  with  much 
pleasure,  and  thought  the  Governor  and 
planner  of  the  colony  fairly  entitled  to  a 
salary  of  800/.  a^year. 

liord  Hoiviek  saidt  Ht  ireply  to  what  had 
beep  suggested  by  the  gallant  Officer  (Oo- 
lonel  Torrens),  thfti  tt^  wu  not  much 


I  chance  of  Government  being  able  to  set 
apart  land  for  the  purposes  which  the  hon. 
Member  recommended,  because  no  one 
would  give  any  consideration  for  it.  After 
a  colony  had  been  established  some  timet 
the  sale  of  land  might  become  a  valuable 
resource. 

Mr.  Sadler  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 
The  first  settlement  of  any  conutry  must 
necessarily  be  expensive,  and  the  mother 
country,  from  a  principle  of  policy,  was 
bound  to  provide  for  the  wants  of  the  settlers 
till  they  could  act  for  themselves.  He  must, 
at  the  same  time,  deny  that  labour  was  at 
all  times  redundant  in  this  country. 

Colonel  Torrens  did  not  agpree  with  the 
hon.  Member,  for  he  believed,  that  we  had 
a  surplus  population,  and  large  sums  of 
money  had  been  offered  to  Government 
for  their  removal.  Land  was,  undoubtedly, 
a  drug  in  new  colonies,  but  Government 
should  take  care  no  grants  were  made,  and 
that  no  individual  occupied  the  best  parts 
of  it,  without  paying  for  it,  when  it  would 
cease  to  be  a  drug,  and  become  valuable. 
The  colony  would  be  able  to  supply  itself 
with  such  an  increased  quantity  of  labour 
as  was  required.  This  was  the  proper 
plan  of  colonization,  which  was  calculated 
to  relieve  the  country  from  its  surplus 
population. 

An  Hon.  Member  thought,  the  gallant 
Officer  would  find  it  difficult  to  make  out 
that  we  had  a  surplus  rural  population. 

Mr.  Gisbome  inquired  whether  the 
Giovernor  was  to  have  a  grant  of  land,  or 
moderate  salary  ?  He  thought  the  latter 
would  be  the  best  mode  of  payment ;  and 
he  wished  further  to  be  informed,  if  he  took 
out  any  stock  or  capital  ? 

Lord  Howick  said,  it  was  determined 
that  the  Governor  should  have  a  permanent 
salary,  and  it  was  included  in  the  present 
vote.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  amount  of 
stock  or  capital  taken  out  by  the  Governor, 
but  had  no  doubt,  as  he  was  a  gentleman 
of  great  intelligence,  he  did  what  was  pru- 
dent and  right 

Mr.  Hunt  considered  Government  had 
adopted  a  singular  course  with  regard  to 
this  colony.  If  it  succeeded,  the  Governor 
was  to  be  remunerated  for  his  services ;  but 
it  now  turned  out,  the  settlement  was  so 
successful,  that  he  was  not  only  to  have  a 
salary,  but  a  grant  of  land  into  the  bargain. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  this,  for  it  differed 
from  the  published  accounts,  which  de- 
scriM  the  settlers  to  be  much  distressed^ 
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and  leaving  the  colony  for  Van  Diemen'8 
Land.  He  did  not  believe,  that  this  country 
had  a  great  surplus  population,  and  if  it  had, 
they  could  be  employed  much  better  here, 
than  packed  off  to  other  countries.  In 
harvest  every  man  could  find  work,  and 
more  would  be  employed  if  they  were  to  be 
had.  Let  the  situation  of  the  farmer  be 
improved,  take  off  a  large  proportion  of 
the  taxes,  and  there  would  be  no  surplus 
population.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Aldborough  in  his 
opinions  on  this  all -important  topic. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  the  only  way  to  ascertain 
the  fact  as  to  a  surplus  population  was,  to 
ascertain  the  amount  of  the  labour  and 
population  in  each  parish,  which  could  be 
done  through  the  medium  of  the  parish 
officers.  If  they  had  this  data  to  go  upon, 
surely  they  might  devise  some  remedial 
measures. 

Mr.  Western  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers as  to  the  propriety  of  cultivating  our 
waste  lands,  but  it  was  in  vain  to  hope,  that 
any  beneficial  change  of  measures  could  be 
adopted  until  the  surplus  population  was 
ascertained  and  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Benett  did  not  think  there  was 
much,  if  any,  surplus  population  in  the 
country ;  and  what  there  was  arose  from 
the  impediments  thrown  in  the  way  of  pro- 
ductive industry.  We  now  imported,  for 
example^  2,000,000  quarters  of  foreign 
wheaty  which  we  could  ourselves  grow. 
There  was  no  surplus  rural  population 
in  harvest  time,  and  the  farmers  always 
required  the  assistance  of  Irish  labourers. 
At  that  season  all  might  obtain  employ- 
ment. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Preston,  that  if  taxes  were  removed 
from  productive  industry,  we  should  have 
no  surplus  population,  and  might  employ 
all  our  people  at  home.  He  believed  the 
land  yet  untilled  might  easily  be  made  pro- 
ductive, and  to  yield  greater  returns,  in  pro- 
portion to  the  quantity  of  seed  put  into  the 
ground,  than  the  land  of  these  new  colonies. 
It  was  an  extraordinary  fact,  that  capital 
could  be  sent  abroad,  where  labour  was 
scarce  and  high,  and  corn  could  be  grown 
cheaper  than  here,  owing  to  the  pressure  of 
taxation,  and  tithes.  He  thought,  that  this 
matter  deserved  the  most  patient  investi- 
gation, for  till  the  circumstance  of  America 
^rowing  com  cheaper  than  we  could  was 
otherwise  explained,  he  should  attribute  it 
vhoUy  to  our  excessive  burthens. 

Mr.  WarhuTton  thought  they  were  dis- 
ussiog  a  vote  relating  to  a  distant  colony, 


but  they  had  got  into  all  the  abstruse  ques- 
tions of  surplus  population^  taxes,  and 
tithes.  To  leave  all  these^  he  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  could  giTe  any 
estimate  of  the  amount  which  would  be 
required  for  the  colony  next  year,  because 
it  was  necessary  to^  set  some  lioiits  to  ex- 
penses of  this  kind. 

Lord  Howick  was  unable  to  give  any 
precise  answer  to  the  question,  but  hoped 
the  expenses  would  not  be  large.  He  had 
not  meant  to  assert,  as  seemed  to  be  un- 
derstood by  the  hon.  member  for  Preston, 
that  the  colony  was  exempt  from  the  dif- 
ficulties to  which  new  settlements  were  al- 
ways liable.  There  had  been  skirmishes 
with  the  natives,  and  many  of  the  settlers 
had  been  disappointed,  but  others  had  suc- 
ceeded well,  and  were  satisfied. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — Rideau  Canal.]  Mr. 
Spring  Rice  said,  that  the  last  vote  which 
he  was  about  to  propose  was,  for  a  grant 
of  296,000/.  to  complete  the  water  com- 
munications in  Canada.  When  the  pre- 
sent Government  came  into  office,  they 
found  estimates  to  a  large  amount  for 
the  Rideau  Canal,  and  the  works  carry- 
ing on  in  Canada  ;  and  his  noble  friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  thought 
it  proper  to  have  these  documents  laid 
upon  the  Table,  in  order  that  the  opinion 
of  Parliament  might  be  taken  upon  them. 
The  papers  were  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  Select  Committee,  having 
investigated  the  matter,  made  a  report 
which  embodied  the  vote  now  asked. 
On  the  Chairman  putting  the  motion, 
Mr.  Warburton  wished  to  know,  whe- 
ther any  more  information  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  present  Government,  as 
to  the  sum  necessary  to  complete  the 
works  in  question,  than  what  the  Commit- 
tee who  had  recommended  the  grant,  pos- 
sessed ? 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  that  no  additional 
information  on  that  head  had  been  re- 
ceived. He  expressed  regret,  that  the  in- 
formation which  the  former  Government 
had  in  its  possession  had  not  been  laid  be- 
fore Parliament,  for  if  so,  it  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory.  The  sums  since 
voted  for  these  works,  amounted  to  about 
1,000,000/.  He  found  by  a  Minute,  that 
in  April,  1826,  an  estimate  of  169,000/. 
was  made,  and  an  order  given  to  proceed 
with  the  works,  before  any  communication 
was  made  to  Parliament. 
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Sir  H.  Hardinge  said,  in  the  absence  of 
the  late  Under  Colonial  Secretary,  who 
was  now  appointed  to  the  Governorship 
of  Ceylon,  and  under  whom  the  vote  com- 
plained of  was  recommended,  no  satisfac- 
tory explanation  could  be  given.  He  was 
quite  sure,  however,  that  the  Ordnance 
Department  had  acted  in  conformity  to  di- 
rections given  from  the  Colonial  office. 
He  was  sure,  that  the  canal  was  of  the 
highest  importance  to  the  welfare  of  the 
colony.  The  Ordnance  Department  had 
acted  solely  for  the  defence  and  the  well- 
being  of  the  colony ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  Colonial  Department  was  in  some  de- 
gree warranted  in  their  proceedings,  from 
the  great  benefit,  commercial  as  well  as 
military,  likely  to  ensue. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  complained,  that 
although  1 ,049,000/.  had  been  already  ex- 
pended on  this  canal,  the  work  was  still  im- 
perfect ;  and  more  money,  it  appeared,  was 
still  required,  to  erect  defences  against  the 
probable  incursions  of  the  Indians.  The 
whole  expenditure,  he  could  not  help  con- 
sidering, under  all  the  circumstances,  to 
be  a  great  misapplication  of  public  money, 
for  which  his  Majesty's  late  Government, 
in  his  opinion,  were  justly  censurable. 

Mr.  Labouchere  referred  to  the  existing 
discontents  in  the  Canadas,  Mid  also  in 
Nova  Scotia,  to  which  he  begged  leave  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  King's  Ministers, 
especially  since  he  had  been  intrusted  with 
a  petition  of  considerable  importance  on 
the  subject,  which  he  would  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  presenting  to  the  House. 
The  two  branches  of  the  Legislature, 
thoughthe  members  ofeach  were  unanimous 
among  themselves,  he  regretted  to  state, 
were  diametrically  opposed  to  one  another ; 
and  the  collision  had  occasioned  so  much 
political  jarring  and  public  disquiet,  that 
it  had  become  the  indispensable  duty  of 
Parliament  itself  to  interpose,  by  an  exer- 
cise of  its  own  vigorous  authority,  without 
further  loss  of  time.  The  legislative  as- 
sembly, he  conceived,  would  never  be  a 
complete  and  satisfactory  political  body, 
until  a  spirit  of  full,  free,  and  fair  election 
should  be  effectually  infused  into  the  whole 
mass;  and  they  ought  to  have  either  a 
Governor  anda  House  of  Assembly  without 
an  intermediate  body,  or,  if  they  had  the 
latter,  it  behoved  them  at  once  to  intro- 
duce the  principle  of  election,  as  Mr.  Fox 
bad  originally  proposed.  The  next  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  wai|  Ihat  system  by 


which  the  Government  party  engrossed  the 
whole  of  the  offices  and  places  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  executive.  Whether  a  man 
was  popular  or  not,  he  was  thrust  into  of- 
fice provided  he  was  connected  with  this 
little  oligarchy.  What  would  be  thought 
in  this  country,  if  the  Sovereigpi  were  to 
strain  his  prerogative,  and  have  only  what 
Ministers  he  liked,  whether  they  were 
pleasing  to  the  House  and  the  country  or 
not  ?  The  result  would  be,  that  the  coun- 
try would  be  in  an  uproar  from  one  end  to 
the  other.  Yet  this  mode  of  selecting 
public  officers  hostile  to  the  feelings  of  the 
public, had  been  the  practice  in  the  Cana- 
das for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years.  He 
must,  however,  say,  that  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada, in  spite  of  all  these  grievances,  were 
attached  to  the  British  Government,  and 
British  connexion,  but  that  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why  they  should  expect 
and  obtain  justice  at  our  hands. 

Sir  G.  Murray  defended  the  system 
adopted  towards  the  Canadas  by  the  late 
Government.  The  whole  of  the  woiks  un- 
dertaken were,  while  they  tended  to 
strengthen  British  power  in  that  quarter, 
also  calculated  for  the  great  local  advant- 
age of  the  colonists.  For  his  own  part, 
he  would  say,  that  the  policy  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office  was,  to  discourage,  as  much  as 
possible,  party  dissensions.  One  great 
object  which  he  had  endeavoured  to  im^ 
press  on  the  government  in  the  Canadas 
was,  to  increase  the  members  of  the  legis- 
lative council,  by  introducing  into  it  a 
large  number  of  efficient  persons.  It  was 
also  recommended  that  Government  should 
be  careful  to  avoid  giving  one  part  of  the 
legislature  a  triumph  over  the  other,  which 
was  the  foundation  of  much  discontent 
and  heart-burnings  in  the  colony.  With 
respect  to  the  expense  of  the  Rideau  ca- 
nal, it  was  necessary,  not  only  as  a  line  of 
defence,  but  was  of  the  first  utility  as  it  con- 
cerned the  local  advantages  of  the  colony. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  we  should  look 
to  the  Canadas  as  a  possession  on  which 
we  could  not  count  permanently  ;  and  he 
did  not  see  the  policy  of  keeping  up  such 
a  line  of  defence  as  was  between  the  Up- 
per and  Lower  Canadas. 

Sir  G.  Murray  said,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  retain  the  Lower  Canada,  if 
we  lost  the  Upper.  As  to  the  expenditure, 
he  must  say,  that  none  was  directed  by 
the  Colonial  Department  directly.  All  ex- 
penditure of  this  kind  received,  in  the  first 
iostancei  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury. 
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Coloael  Evum  said,  tWe  difficulty  of 
mamtainiBg  such  a  kog  line  of  defence 
would  be  fery  gres^t. 

Sir  G.  Murrm^  replied » that  the  practi- 
cability of  maintataieg  it  had  been  tried 
and  i^oired. 

Mf.  Warbmrtim  aaked,  whether  there 
was  aay  doeume^t  in  the  Treasury  to  show 
that  the  Colonial  Department  was  author- 
ized to  exfuend  money  on  the  Canadas 
without  &st  applyiag  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  iSfMria^  Bice  said,  that  there  was  no 
doduoeot  to  show,  that  what  he  considered 
the  objectiooaUe  part  of  the  grant  bad 
been  sanctioaed  by  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Humt  said,  this  lioe  of  defence  ought 
to  be  left  to  the  inhabitants  to  maintain ; 
for  if  war  took  place  with  the  United 
States*  we  were  not  likely  to  retain  either 
of  the  Canadas.  There  had  been  some 
warmth  in  the  discussion,  about  whetber 
expending  a  nuUion  of  money  on  a  canal 
in  Canada  was  a  job  or  not.  In  a  Re- 
formed Parliament*  some  person  would  be 
made  respososible  for  such  acts*  but  now 
one  party  shiiled  the  blame  to  the  other. 
The  House  was  referred  from  one  officer 
to  a  second*  then  to  a  third*  and  so  on. 
He  had  only  to  add,  that  if  the  Committee 
divided*  he  would  vote  against  the  grant. 

The  Motion  that  296,000/.  be  granted 
for  improving  the  water-communication 
between  Montreal  and  the  Ottawa  to 
Kingston*  and  from  Lake  Erie  to  Lake 
Ontario*  was  carried. 

SuppxY — Militia.]  Sir  H.  Parnell 
moved*  that  the  sum  of  351,360/.  5$.  \d. 
be  granted  to  his  Majesty,  for  defraying 
the  charge  of  the  Disembodieil  Militia  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  for  the  vear  1831. 

Mr.  Oeorge  Rolwiion  objected  to  voting 
80  large  a  gprant  at  so  late  an  hour. 

Mr.  Spriag  Rice  said*  that  of  all  the 
grants  propos«?d*  this  was  the  least  ob- 
jectionable. It  was  not  an  estimate  pre- 
pared by  Government*  but  was  taken  on 
the  Report  of  a  Committee  to  which  the 
several  Estimates  had  been  submitted. 

Sir  H,  Hardinge  said,  that  if  hon. 
Members  had  no  objections  to  the  detail, 
the  objection,  if  any,  to  the  principle, 
could  be  better  made  on  bringing  up  the 
.report. 

Mr.  Hunt  protested  against  any  large 

grant  being  voted  at  that  late  hour.     In- 

^  dtead    of  the  Government  economizing, 

^   .hey  were  expending  the  money  on  new 

;  ichemes*    What  was  the  reason  for  this  ? 


Lord  Althorp  said*  the  disturbed  state 
of  the  country  made  it  necessary  to  call 
oat  the  Militia  this  year. 

Vote  agreed  to — House  resumed. 

Public  Works  (G&eat  Britaiv).] 
On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Altkorp^  the 
House  went  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  propriety  of  issuing  Exchequer  Bills* 
to  encourage  Pubhc Works  in  Great  Britain. 
The  noble  Lord  stated*  that  the  object 
was,  to  move  that  his  Majesty  be  em- 
powered to  direct  an  issue  of  Exchequer 
Bills  for  carrying  on  public  works  in  Great 
'  Bittain.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  state  im 
which  a  great  part  of  England  was  placed 
towards  the  close  of  the  last  year,  or  to 
observe*  that  much  of  this  arose  f^om  the 
distress  which  prevailed  amongst  the  work- 
ing classes.  He  was  aware,  that  any 
measure  such  as  that  he  was  about  to 
propose  was  only  a  slight  palliative  to  the 
evils  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied.  It 
would  require  a  much  more  extensive  re- 
medy to  cure  such  evils  as  those  of  last 
year.  It  would  require  a  revision  of  the 
state  of  the  laws  affecting  the  poor*  in 
order  to  see  whether  they  could  guard 
against  such  disastrous  consequences;  but 
if  they  looked  to  the  state  of  the  Poor* 
laws*  for  it  was  by  a  careful  revision  of 
those  laws  that  some  effectual  remedy 
might  be  devised,  it  would  be  found  that 
an  amelioration  of  those  laws  would,  at 
the  present  moment*  rather  increase  than 
diminish  the  pressure  upon  the  people. 
He  would  not  say,  therefore*  that  Govern* 
ment  were  prepared  with  any  such  mea- 
sure* seeing  that  its  effect  must  be,  to  in- 
crease that  pressure  which  was  already 
felt  so  heavily.  He  was  afraid,  that  if  any 
alterations  were  made,  they  would  take  a 
wrong  direction,  and  would  rather  tend  to 
relax  than  strengtlien  the  operation  of 
those  laws.  Under  these  circunMtaucea* 
it  appeared  to  him,  tliat  the  lesser  evil 
would  be,  to  advise  that  an  issue  of  Ex- 
chequer Bills  be  made,  to  be  granted  in 
loans*  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  public 
works  in  Great  Britain.  He  would  not 
say,  that  the  whole  sum  proposed  to  be 
issued  would  be  called  fbr ;  but  if  they 
looked  to  the  experience  of  former  veers, 
they  would  find,  that  there  had  alwaya 
been  a  demand  for  such  issues  in  times  of 
difficulty,  and  that  they  had  been  pro-« 
ductive  of  much  public  benefit.  There 
were  grants  of  this  kind  made  in  1817  wA . 
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in  1823,  and  oa  each  occasion  with  conii- 
derabie  advantage,  where  the  money  had 
been  applied  to  proper  objects.  Where 
the  aid  of  such  grants  had  been  resorted 
to,  to  promote  private  speculation,  it  had 
failed,  and  had  tended  to  injure  that  class 
to  which  the  parties  belonged,  as  it  only 
increased  the  evil  of  over-production. 
ThiBi  however,  would  not  apply  to  the 
cases  of  roads  and  bridges,  canals  and 
rail-roads,  by  which  public  advantage 
wonld  be  derived,  independently  of  the 
means  of  employment  thus  afibrded  to  the 
labouring  poor.  The  machinery  for  the 
application  of  such  grants  was  already  in 
existence,  and  his  proposition  was,  to  issue 
l,00O,O00i.  of  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the 
pnrposeof  promoting  such  works  as  he  had 
alladed  to.  It  would,  of  course,  he  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Commissioners  to  make  such 
grants  where  the  works  were  most  necessary, 
always  preferring  those  parts  of  the  coun- 
try where  distress  was  known  to  exist. 
He  knew  it  might  be  said,  that  where  ne- 
cessary works  were  to  be  carried  on,  mo- 
ney might  be  easily  obtained  on  good  se- 
curity. That  was  true ;  but  it  was  also 
known,  that  individuals  were  unwilling  to 
embark  their  money  or  time  in  works 
which,  however  necessary,  afforded  a  pro- 
spect of  only  a  very  small  profit ;  but,  by 
money  advanced  in  this  way,  many  useful 
works  might  be  undertaken,  with  great 
advantage  to  the  country.  Experience 
had  shown,  that  the  public  had  not  lost 
by  such  grants  as  this.  Good  security 
was  always  taken,  and  the  money  was  re- 
paid, and  with  rather  more  interest  than 
coald  be  obtained  on  Exchequer  Bills  in 
the  market ;  but  that  was  not  the  object : 
the  great  object  was,  to  promote  the  pub- 
lic good  by  useful  works,  giving,  at  the 
same  time,  employment  to  the  labouring 
classes  in  districts  where  distress  might 
prevail.  The  noble  Lord  then  moved, 
that  his  Majesty  be  enabled  to  direct  Ex- 
chequer Bills,  to  an  amonnt  not  exceeding 
1, 000,000/.  to  be  issued  to  Commissioners 
in  Great  Britain,  to  be  by  them  advanced, 
under  certain  regulatkms  and  restrictions, 
for  the  completion  of  works  of  a  puMic 
nature,  or  for  the  encouragement  of  the 
fisheries,  or  for  the  employment  of  the  poor 
in  the  parishes  rn  Great  Britain,  on  due  se- 
curity being  gives  for  the  repayment  of  the 
snms  so  advanced,  within  a  time  to  be 
limited. 

Mr*  WarburUm  said,  oft  a  fotmer  oc- 
ctMuoii,-whta  a  gta^l  of  BxchacpMr  BiUs 


for  a  similar  purpose  to  the  pvea^  had 
been  made,  the  money,  when  rqiaid,  was 
carried  to  the  general  service  of  Uie  ooon- 
try,  instead  of  bemg  applied  to  lake  op 
the  securities  on  which  the  mon«]rMd 
been  raised.  This  was,  in  his  opinion,  htt- 
proper ;  and  the  mouey,  as  repaid,  should 
be  employed  in  buying  up  Exchequer  Bills. 

Mr.  CUtorge  Robinson  refpretted  to  laara, 
that  the  noble  Lord  found  the  country  to 
be  not  in  a  satislkctory  condition.  He 
would  not  object  to  the  grant,  for  he 
thought  it  would  do  neither  harm  nor  good. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  present 
proposition  had  the  reoommendation  of 
giving  relief,  without  interfering,  in  any 
degree,  with  the  administration  of  the 
Poor-laws. 

Mr.  Paget  said,  the  great  cause  of  the 
existing  evils  was,  the  sndden  abstraction 
of  capital  ftx>m  the  hands  of  the  middlW 
classes,  caused  by  what  was  oalM  Ped^ 
Bill ;  and  he  thought,  that  neither  the 
present  measure  uor  any  measure  woi^d  do 
good,  unless  it  was  oiie  wluch  had  the 
efibct  of  increasing  the  ci^ita)  whfaih  etQ- 
ployed  the  labourers. 

Vote  agreed  t<k 

Select  V£STfti£s  (Ekolaieb)  Bill.] 
Mr.  Hobhouse  moved  for  leave  to  bringtn 
a  Bill  for  the  better  regutatiou  of  Vestriisa 
in  England. 

Sir  Thomas  Ffemantle  regretted  that 
he  must  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Westminster,  whnh  was  one 
of  considerable  interest,  but  likely  to  cre- 
ate much  excitement,  as  did  a  former 
bin  of  this  kind.  It  would  be  impossible 
that  a  measure  introduced  so  late  in  the 
Session,  contd  go  throtigh  the  House ; 
and,  during  the  recess,  much  agitation 
might  prevail.  He  would,  therefore,  sug- 
gest the  propriety  of  witMrawing  the  mea- 
sure for  the  present. 

Mr.  Spring  Rico  thought  the  objection 
well  founded ;  and  recommended  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  introduce  his  Bill  in  so 
small  a  House,  and  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  agreed  with  th^ 
former  hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  was 
reason  to  apprehend  great  excitement  from 
the  introduction  of  this  measure,  when  it 
would  be  impossible  to  bring  it  to  an  is- 
sue. He  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be 
persisted  in. 

Mr.  Hobhouao  was  induced  to  btiagf  for-* 
wafd  this  BiKy  ftom  the  suggestions  of  those 
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who  represented  700,000  people  of  the 
Metropolis,  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 
There  did  not  appear  any  objection  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  the  objections  were 
confined  to  the  details.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Warburton  observed,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  notice  to  bring  in  his  Bill 
to-day,  having  waited  to  see  what  took  place 
in  the  Committee  up-stairs. 

Sir  Thomas  Freniantle  said,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  fix  to-morrow,  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Motion. 

Motion  postponed* 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday  f  July  26,  1831. 

liiNUTKS.]  Bills.  Read  a  second  time;  the  Growth  of 
Tobaooo  ProhibitioQ  (Ireland).  Committed;  the  Lord 
Steward's  Oaths  Abolition.  Read  a  third  time ;  the  Master 
of  the  Mines  Salary. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Stranoford, 
Copies  of  Representations  flrom  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  re- 
electing Wine  Duties,  and  an  account  of  the  quantities  of 
Cape  and  other  Wines,  remaining  Duty  paid  on  5th  January 
1830,  and  5th  of  January,  1831 :— On  the  Motion  of  the 
Earl  of  Abxhdbbn,  the  Duty  paid  on  eadi  description  of 
Wine  in  1829  and  1830;  also  an  account  of  the  quantity 
and  yalue  of  all  Imports  from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
from  the  Year  ending  5th  January,  1812,  to  the  Year 
ending  5th  of  January,  1831,  distinguishing  each 
Year,  and  the  several  rates  of  Duty;  also  an  account 
of  the  quantity  of  all  sorts  of  Wine  Imported  for  the  last 
Filtcen  Years,  distinguishing  each  sort  and  year. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Marquis  of  Clanricard, 
from  Inhabitants  and  Occupiers  of  Land  in  Stow  Sturton, 
Braasby,  and  Normanby,  for  a  Commutation  of  Tithes. 
By  Lord  Parnham,  from  Clergy,  Landowners,  and  In- 
habitants of  KUlindiy,  and  from  Inhabitants  of  Down, 
for  continuing  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  Society. 

Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French.] 
The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  rose,  in  pursuance 
of  the  notice  he  had  given  yesterday,  to 
ask  fot  some  information  from  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  with  reference  to  one  or 
two  topics  in  the  Speech  of  the  King  of 
the  French  on  the  opening  of  the  French 
Chambers.      That     Speech     contained 
matter  to  excite,  at  least,  the  surprise,  of 
not  only  their  Lordships,  but  of  every  man 
who  had  read  it.     For  his  own  part,  he 
confessed  he  had  read  it  with  astonish- 
ment, and  his  feelings  were  by  no  means 
mitigated  by  the  manner,  the  tone,  and 
the  terms  of  this  Speech,  in   which,  to 
say  the  least,  extraordinary   matter  was 
coached  in  most  extraordinary  language. 
.    There  were  two  topics,  in  particular,  touch- 
\   ed  upon  in  it  of  the  utmost  importance,  so 
«    far  as  the  interest  and  the  honour  of  this 
'  country  were  concerned,  and  to  them  he 
^  vas  noxious  to  invite  the  attention  of  their 


Lordships,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  some 
information  from  the  King's  Government; 
and  these  were,  the  present  relations  of 
France  with  Portugal,  and  the  declaration 
respecting  the  Belgian  fortresses.  Their 
Lordships  might  recollect,  that  a  short 
time  since,  he  had  taken  it  upon  him  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Grey)  to  the  then  existing  rela- 
tions between  France  and  Portugal,  par- 
ticularly as  they  were  affected  by  alleged 
grievances  towards  one  or  two  individuals, 
natives  of  France,  on  the  part  of  the 
Portuguese  authorities,  and  the  subse- 
quent demand  for  redress  by  the  French 
Government;  the  refusal  to  comply  with 
which  had  led  the  French  Government  to 
make  reprisals  upon  the  subjects  of  Por- 
tugal, and  capture  their  property.  With- 
out venturing  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  this  demand,  or  the  character  of 
the  alleged  grievances,  he  had  earnestly 
urged  the  noble  Earl  particularly  to  direct 
his  attention  to  the  numerous  treaties 
between  this  country  and  Portugal,  which 
bound  us,  in  a  manner,  to  the  fortunes  of 
that,  our  most  ancient  ally,  with  a  strict- 
ness unparalleled  in  any  other  treaties 
between  this  and  other  States.  On  the 
faith  of  those  binding  treaties  he  had 
urged  upon  the  noble  Earl  the  paramount 
necessity  of  his  employing  all  the  influence 
of  the  English  Government  with  foreign 
States,  to  avert  the  calamities  which  me- 
naced our  most  ancient  ally,  and  whick 
could  not  fail  to  involve  ourselves  in  dif- 
ficulty and  embarrassment.  And  what 
had  been  the  result  of  his  counsels  ?  The 
Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French  afforded 
an  answer  which  too  truly  verified  his 
forebodings ;  for  it  declared,  that  the  Por- 
tuguese ships  of  war  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  French,  and  added,  that  "  the  tri- 
coloured  flag  now  floats  under  the  walls  of 
Lisbon.*'  It  might,  perhaps,  be  matter  of 
congratulation  to  the  noble  Earl  that  a 
French  fleet  should  ride  in  triumph  in  the 
Tagus,  but  he  was  sure  their  Lordships 
and  the  country  would  not  join  in  the  ex- 
ultation at  seeing  our  most  ancient  ally 
thus  at  the  mercy  of  the  navy  of  France. 
And  this  brought  him  to  his  first  question 
— namely,  whether  the  noble  Eirl  was 
then  prepared  to  lay  on  their  Lordships' 
Table  such  ofiBcial  documents  as  could 
explain  the  negotiations  between  Portugal 
and  France,  concerning  the  alleged  griev- 
ances which  had  led  to  the  result  he  had 
just  specified;  and  between  tbia  c^uatry . 
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and  both  those  States,  with   a  view  to 
avert  the  calamity  of  war.  The  other  topic 
of  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  the  French, 
on  which  he  wished  to  obtain  information 
was,  if  not  more  important  to  this  country 
than  that  he  had  just  alluded  to,  still  more 
astounding.   They  were  told,  that  the  for- 
tresses on  the  Belgian  frontiers — at  least, 
some  of  them — were  about  to  be  demolished 
— that  is,  that  the  barriers,  in  the  erecting 
of  which  we  had  spent  so  much  of  our 
treasures  and  our  blood,  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  Belgian  territory,  were  to 
be  overthrown ;  and  that  henceforth  the 
only  security  for  the  independence  of  the 
Netherlands    would   be,    that    derivable 
fVom  their  •*  neutrality  being  recognized 
by  the  great  Powers,  and  above  all,  from 
the  friendship  of  France."    This  fortress- 
barrier,  which  had  been  erected  according 
to  solemn  treaties,  to  which  all  the  great 
Powers  were  parties,  for  the  defence  of  the 
kingdom  of  Belgium,  was  then  about  to 
be  prostrated  in  the  dust.     If  so,  they 
were  abandoning  their  own  solemn  acts  ; 
and  consequently,  it  was  but  fair  to  pre- 
sume, had  entered  into  new  engagements, 
implying  the  abrogation  of  those  treaties. 
He  therefore  was  anxious  to  learn  whether 
the  noble  Earl  was  then  disposed  to  submit 
to  their  Lordships  some  explanation  of  the 
particular  nature  of  these  arrangements — 
that  is  to  say,  a  copy  of  the  Diplomatic 
Act  by  which  the  abolition  of  these  for- 
tresses was  formally  sanctioned.     It  was 
highly    important,  that    the    Legislature 
should  be  in  possession  of  information  on 
a  matter  of  such  importance  to  the  na- 
tional interests,  and  as  it  might  be,  the 
national  honour — that  it  should  clearly 
understand    the    ground    on   which    the 
English  Government  had  consented  to  the 
demolition  of  fortresses  which,  at  such  a 
tremendous  cost,  we  had  mainly  contri- 
buted, fifteen  years  ago,  to  erect  as  a  barrier 
defence  of  the  Netherlands — fortresses,  he 
repeated,  which  we  at  that  time  wisely 
considered  essential  to  the  safety  of  the 
Netherlands ;  and  not,  as  the  Speech  of  the 
King  of  France  erroneously  asserts,  *'  to 
menace   France,"   instead    of  protecting 
Belgium.     On  these  points  he  was  anx- 
ious to  obtain  information. 

Earl  Grey  did  not  rise  to  follow  the 
noble  Earl  into  the  discussion  he  would 
fain  provoke  him  into,  because  such  a 
discussion,  at  that  moment,  while  important 
negotiations  on  matters  which  it  would 
necessarily   involve,  jvere  still  pending, 


would  be,  to  say  the  least,  highly  inex- 
pedient. Neither  the  sarcasm,  nor  the 
implied  sneer,  of  the  noble  Earl,  should 
induce  him  to  prematurely  anticipate  that 
discussion,  or  undertake  the  defence  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  for  their  conduct 
with  reference  to  matters,  he  admitted,  of 
great  importance — but  which  he  should 
be  ready  to  vindicate  whenever  the  noble 
Earl,  or  any  body  else  in  that  House, 
would  venture  boldly  to  impugn  it ;  they, 
of  course,  who  would  provoke  the  discus- 
sion, taking  upon  themselves  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  very  serious  consequences 
which  it  might  occasion  to  the  important 
negotiations  then  pending.  With  respect 
to  the  relations  of  Portugal  with  this 
country  and  France,  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  alluded,  and  on  which  he  had 
founded — should  he  call  it  a  question 
to,  or  an  attack  upon,  Ministers  ? — all,  he 
could  say  by  way  of  answer  was,  to  repeal 
his  former  often,  and  explicitly  expressed 
acknowledgments,  of  the  force  of  the 
treaties  which  bind  this  country  to  Por- 
tugal. He  admitted  the  binding  force  ol 
these  treaties,  but  would,  at  the  same  time, 
deny  that  they  went  so  far  as  to  oblige  us 
to  undertake  the  defence  of  Portugal 
against  every  aggression  of  a  third  Power, 
which  she  might  have  provoked  by  hei 
own  misconduct,  and  that,  too,  when  the 
existing  government  of  that  country  had 
not  been  recognized  by  the  British  Court 
— no,  not  even  by  the  Administration  ol 
which  the  noble  Earl  himself  had  been  s 
member.  He  repeated,  that  we  were 
bound  by  treaty  to  protect  the  kingdom  ol 
Portugal  against  foreign  aggression,  bul 
not  when  a  third  Power  was  only  seeking 
redress  for  injuries  wantonly  inflicted  b^ 
the  Portuguese  Government.  The  present 
however,  was  not  the  time  for  discussinf 
how  far  we  were,  or  were  not,  bound 
to  interpose  between  Portugal  and  tb< 
French  arms.  When  the  proper  tim< 
arrived,  he  should  be  prepared  to  lay  be- 
fore their  Lordships  all  the  informatioi 
necessary  to  elucidate  the  conduct  of  Mi- 
nisters in  the  whole  transaction, and  to  she? 
that  that  conduct  had  been  actuated  by  ai 
anxious  desire  to  promote  the  best  inter 
ests  of  the  country.  To  produce  tha 
information  at  the  present  moment,  woulc 
not  only  be  premature  and  inconvenient 
but  most  probably,  during  the  pending  ne 
gotiations  between  the  parties  interested 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  public  ser 
vice;  and  therefore  he  could  not  assent  U 
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ili  prodaction.  "  With  respect,*  conti- 
iiiied  the  noble  Earl,  "  to  the  noble  Eari's 
taunt,  that  it  mif^t  be  a  subject  of  con- 
gratulation to  tne  to  hear  that  the  French 
fleet  rode  triumphant  in  the  Tagus,  I  will 
only  say,  that  i  fling  back  the  imputation 
witn  disdain ;  and  I  tell  the  noble  Earl, 
that  neither  he,  nor  any  man  in  this  House, 
or  elsewhere,  can  be  more  anxious  for  the 
honour  and  interests  of  the  country  than 
I  am.  I  will  tell  him  more,  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  relations  of 
Portugal  with,  not  only  England,  but 
erery  other  European  State,  have  been  to 
me  a  source  of  deep  regret — not  the  less 
so  that  the  present  Administration  had  no 
share  in  their  formation,  and  that  they  are 
the  sole  product  of  the  injudicious  fraiicy 
of  our  predecessors."  So  much  with  re- 
ference to  that  part  of  the  noble  Earl's 
animadversions  which  applied  to  the  rela- 
tions of  France  with  Portugal.  With 
respect  to  the  other  question  of  the  noble 
Earl — that  referring  to  the  declaration  of 
the  King  of  the  French,  that  the  fortresses 
on  the  Belgian  frontier  are  partly  to  be  de- 
molished— his  answer  would  be  very  brief. 
For  reasons  arising  out  of  the  consideration 
of  the  impropriety  of  premature  discus* 
sions  of  matters  still  the  subject  of  anx- 
ious negotiations,  he  would  not  then  enter 
at  length  into  an  explanation  of  the 
grounds  on  which  the  King  of  the  French 
had  made  this  declaration  to  his  Chambers; 
and  would  merely  observe,  that  there  was 
no  man  who  looked  at  passing  events  with 
the  prospective  eye  of  a  statesman,  who 
did  not  feel  convinced  that  it  would  be 
impossible — morally  and  physically  im- 
possible— after  the  separation  of  Holland 
and  Belgium  into  two  separate  and  inde- 
pendent kingdoms,  that  the  fortresses  of 
the  latter  could  be  kept  up  on  their  past 
footing ; — that,  in  fact,  the  razing  of  some 
of  these  fortresses  must  be  the  necessary 
and  inevitable  consequences  of  the  act  of 
separation.  But  all  this  was  matter  for 
a  more  fitting  occasion.  At  present  the 
question  was,  whether  he  was  prepared 
to  lay  before  their  Lordships  such  do- 
cuments as  would  explain  the  character 
of  the  negotiations  which  led  to  the 
new  arrangement  of  the  Belgian  for- 
tresses? In  answer  to  the  question,  he 
would  merely  say,  that  though  he  should, 
as  he  had  stated,  feel  indisposed  to  pro- 
duce prematurely  documents  referring  to 
negotiations  pending  between  two  States, 
both  our  Alliety  and  should  particularly 


object  to  granting  the  particular  doeumeiit 
called  for  by  the  noble  Earl ;  yet,  anstoue 
not  to  permit  the  noble  Earl's  question  to 
go  wholly  unanswered,  and  to  prevent 
misconceptions  of  the  actual  import  of  the 
King  of  France's  Speech,  he  would  read 
to  their  Lordships   two  documents,   the 
contents  of  which  must  be  new,  if  not  in- 
teresting, to  all  of  them,  and  which  he 
had   brought  down  with  him  in  conse- 
quence of  the  noble  Lord's  notice,  and 
which  he  thought  would  be  satisfactory, 
BO  far,  at  least,  as  the  unanimity  of  the 
great  Powers  of  Europe,  with  respect  to  the 
demolition  of  the  Belgian  fortresses  was 
concerned.  The  paper  he  held  in  his  hand 
was  a  copy  of  the  Resolution  or  Protoeol  of 
the  Plenipotentiaries  of  Austria,  Russia, 
and  Prussia,  as  well  as  of  this  country,  re- 
specting the  demolition  ;  and  he  felt,  that 
it  was  not  improper  for  him  to  read  it — 
otherwise,  nothing  would  induee  hini  to 
state  its  contents — in  order  to  she«r  the 
unanimity  of  these  Powers  in  the  oonsul- 
tations  on  the  subject.    The  Protocol  was 
dated  the  17  th  of  April,  and  was,  he  re- 
peated, signed  by  the  accredited  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Courts  of  Austria,  Russia, 
Prussia,  and  England.    The  noble  Earl 
read  the   Protocol,    from  which    it  ap« 
peared,  that  after  the  most  anxious  investi- 
gation of  the  subject  in  all  its  bearings, 
and  pursuant  to  the  spirit  which  dictated 
the  Protocol,  signed  by  the  same  parties 
in  January,  1831,  and  which  determined 
upon  the  separation  of  the  kingdom  of  the 
Netherlands,  into  the  two  separate  kingdoms 
of  Holland  and  Belgium, — *'  the  Plenipo- 
tentiaries of  the  above-named  Powers  and 
Allies  have  come  to  the  unanimous  opinion, 
that  the  fortresses  of  the  Belgian  frontier 
are  too  numerous  for  the  resources  of  the 
new  kingdom  ;   and,  moreover,   do  not 
afford  a  security  for  its  independence; 
and    that,    therefore,    they   will,   imme- 
diately after  the  independence  of  the  new 
kingdom  of  Belgium  had  been  formally 
recognized  by  the  States  of  Europe,  enter 
into  negotiations  respecting  the  particular 
fortresses  which  it  may  be  expedient  to 
raze."    This  clearly  shewed,  in  the  first 
place,  the  unanimity  of  the   four  great 
Powers  in  reference  to  the  demolition  of 
the  Bel|ian  fortresses,  spoken  of  in  the 
King  of  France's  Speech;    and    it  also 
showed — and  this  was  important  to  bear 
in  mind — that  the    proposition  did  not 
emanate  with    the  French   govemnient. 
And  it  also  showed,  that  the  negoUationi 
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prmenc  nicmrii  Mf  /'»"▼.  ««s  AiiidnMMil  to 
Pnnre  Talii^TnArdi  ce  'i\t^  sub|ect,  signed 
lik«  che  ^-^uHPifxA,  *-  Ksierhaiy,  Bulow, 
Liewm,  9B.d  P&iiuerstOD."  The  eoniiuu- 
Btcstioti  W9S  10  this  effect ! — the  undei- 
iigiied  pli»rpotentiaries,  being;  desirous  to 
gire  Airthcr  pcoofs  of  their  earuest  desiio 
for  the  ■uiBteoance  of  ptaoe»  teel  it  cheir 
datr  to  comnaiiicate  to  your  KKceileocy 
the  tnaexed  copy  of  protocol,  Aud  to  in- 
form your  Excellency  the!  il^  undersigned 
tee  no  objection  to  eiving  to  it  the  same 
validity  as  to  the  other  acts  of  Cuiig;resii. 
That  Prince  Talleyrand  lost  no  time  in 
forwarding  this  communication  to  hiti  own 
Court,  was  evident  fro<n  the  circumstance 
of  its  bein^  a  protninettt  topir  in  tXw  Kiii^ 
of  France's  Speech.     H<'  would  not  then 
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the  grounds  of  the  det«:imiuatiot'  of  ti«i 
Plenipotentiaries  oi  the  toui  {$ica)  JoMcir. 
with  respect  to  the  setikiiieiit  of  bel^iun... 
because  such  investi^^iiti'Ai  tM/uki  be  mU- 
chievotuly  premature  dvriiig  peodmg  ne- 
gotiations. When  the  proper  tiiue  arrived , 
he  persuaded  himself  he  should  experience 
but  little  difficulty  in  showing  that  the 
policy  pursued  by  Ministers,  conjointly  with 
their  Allies,  with  respect  to  France  and  Bel- 
gium, was  that  most  conducive  to  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  least  de- 
rogatory from  the  honour  of  the  British 
Throne. 

The  Duke  of  Welling  ion  did  not  rise 
to  embarrass  Ministers  in  their  pending 
negotiations,  by  a  premature  discussion 
of  the  subject  matter  of  those  nego- 
tiations, but  to  set  the  Oovemment  of 
this  country,  and  himself  personally, 
right  in  the  eyes  of  the  public  with  respect 
to  that  part  of  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  the 
French  which  applied  to  Belgium.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware,  thai  hw  the  Treaty 
of  peace  of  1814,  the  kioglom  •f  the 
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a  matter  of  complaint,  or  even  the  sub- 
ject of  any  suggestion  not  contem- 
plated by  the  Allied  Powers  he  had  men- 
tioned, was  the  government  of  France. 
Nay  more,  if  these  fortresses  were  meant 
to  be  what  the  French  King  termed 
them  in  his  Speech,  and  which  he  most 
unqualifiedly  denied — namely,  fortresses 
''  raised  to  menace  France,  and  not  to 
protect  Belgium," — he  would  maintain, 
that  the  proposition  to  raze  all  or  any  of 
them,  ought  not  to  emanate  from  the 
French  government.  It  was  not  as  a 
menace  to  France,  but  as  a  defence  to  the 
North  of  Europe  against  French  aggres- 
sion, that  these  fortresses  had  been  origi- 
nally erected ;  and  if  the  declaration  of 
the  Allied  Powers  to  guarantee  the  inde- 
pendence of  Belgium  could  satisfy  that 
country,  a  fortiori  it  ought  to  satisfy 
France,  which  alone  had  no  right  to  call 
upon  other  States  to  effect  the  demolition 
of  the  barrier.  The  King  of  Belgium  might, 
if  he  80  thought  fit,  declare,  that  the  ex- 
pense of  all  the  garrisons  on  his  frontiers 
would  press  too  heavily  on  the  resources 
of  his  kingdom,  and  the  other  Powers, 
parties  to  the  erection  of  the  fortresses — 
that  is,  he  repeated,  to  prevent  mistake, 
England,  Holland,  Austria,  Russia,  and 
Prussia — might  interpose  ;  but  the  reason 
that  would  authorize  their  interference, 
entirely  shut  out  France  from  any  partici- 
pation in  it.  He  was  therefore  rejoiced  to 
find,  that  four  of  the  great  Powers — the 
original  parties  to  the  Treaty — had  alone 
considered  the  question  of  the  expediency 
of  dismantling  some  of  the  fortresses,  and 
that  France  had  no  share  whatever  in  the 
transaction.  Indeed,  the  only  regret  he 
had  on  this  head  was,  that  Holland,  the 
fifth  party  to  the  original  Treaty,  was  not 
also  consulted  in  the  Protocol  read  by  the 
noble  Earl.  The  noble  Duke  then  repeated, 
that  the  Belgian  fortresses  were  originally 
designed  as  a  barrier  of  defence  for  the 
North  of  Europe,  and  that,  therefore,  to 
remove  them  would  be,  to  expose  Belgium 
and  the  Continent  of  Europe  to  French 
aggression.  It  was  absurd  to  talk  of  a 
"  guarantee  of  neutrality,"  being  a  valid 
security  for  the  independence  of  the 
new  kingdom.  Those  who  had  annexed 
Belgium  to  Holland  in  1814,  knew  there 
could  be  no  permanent  guarantee,  save 
what  the  means  of  warlike  resistance  af- 
forded, and  therefore  assisted  in  erecting 
the  frontier  fortresses ;  and  if  the  Nether- 
lands, the  two  kingdoms,  required  this 


barrier  of  defence,  still  more  would  the 
new  kingdom,  the  smaller  and  weaker, 
require  every  external  and  internal  security. 
These  were  his  views,  deliberately  formed, 
of  the  proposed  demolition, — views  which 
'  he  was  anxious  to  state  somewhat  at 
length,  and  thus  relieve  the  country  and 
himself,  who  was  a  party  to  the  original 
treaties,  from  the  imputation  cast  upon 
them  by  the  French  King's  Speech,  that 
the  fortresses  were  erected  with  any  other 
view  than  as  a  means  of  defence  against 
the  aggressions  of  France,  and  not  as  a 
menace  of  aggression  on  that  country. 
The  next  point  he  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  was,  the  present 
relations  of  Portugal  with  this  country  and 
France.  He  confessed,  that  he  had  listened 
to  the  impei;fect  observations  of  the  noble 
Earl  on  this  point  with  concern.  He  ex- 
pected something  more  satisfactory  respect- 
ing a  country  so  long  and  closely  allied  to 
us  as  Portugal.  When  he  had  read  that 
passage  of  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  the 
French,  in  which  he  triumphantly  boasted, 
that  the  Portuguese  ships  of  war  were  then 
in  his  power,  and  that  tbe  tri-coloured  flag 
floated  under  the  walls  of  Lisbon,  he  felt' 
his  cheek  tinge  with  shame,  as  an  English 
subject,  that  our  most  ancient  and  intimate 
ally  should  be  so  treated  with  our  per- 
mission. He  did  not  say  this  in  his  mili- 
tary capacity,  from  having  served  as  an 
officer  in  the  army  of  Portugal.  The 
deeds,  the  glorious  deeds,  of  the  British 
army  in  Portugal  were  now  the  imperish- 
able subject  of  history.  As  an  English- 
man who  had  read  the  history  of  the  coun- 
try, he  felt  regret  and  shame — indeed,  he 
would  say  something  like  indignation — 
that  the  English  Ministry  had  taken  no 
active  steps  towards  averting  the  recent 
calamity  from  the  unfortunate  country 
connected  with  us  by  so  many  ties  through 
a  long  series  of  years.  He  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  expressed  a  hope,  that 
Ministers  would  interfere,  as  England  was 
the  most  ancient  and  trusted  ally  of  Por- 
tugal, in  restoring  an  amicable  intercourse 
between  the  Portuguese  and  the  French 
governments ;  and  that  they  would,  on  the 
one  hand,  urge  upon  the  French  Court 
that  the  trifling  circumstance — for  trifling 
it  was  as  compared  with  the  resentment — 
of  two  individuals  being  treated  harshly 
by  the  legal  authorities  in  the  north  of 
Portugal ;  for  that,  after  all  was  the  sum 
and  substance  of  the  alleged  grievance—* 
was  not  worth  the  mere  expense  of  the 
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expedition  which  they  had  sent  to  obtain 
redress,  apart  from  the  consideration  that 
their  insisting,  by  force,  to  extort  that  re- 
dress was   fraught  with  danger  to  good 
order  and  the  social  repose  of  Europe,  and 
could  not  but  be  viewed  with  angry  jea- 
lousy, in  particular  by  the  people  of  this 
country.     And,  on  the   other  hand,    he 
thought  that  Ministers  should  have  remon- 
strated with  our  ancient   ally,  and  urged 
the  expediency  of  its  at  once  granting  the 
French  just  compensation  for  the  grievance 
complained  of,  and  thus  saved  Portugal 
from  its  present  disorders.     We  ought  to 
have  acted  thus  by  an  ally,  not  only  the 
most  ancient  we  possessed,  but  the  most 
ancient  possessed  by  any  country  in  the 
world.     From  that  alliance  Portugal  had 
hitherto  derived  great  advantages — among 
others,  of  having  been  saved  three  or  four 
times  within  their  own  recollection  by  the 
prowess  of  the  British   arms,  which  had 
there  fought  the  battles  of  Europe,  and 
obtained  some  honourable  triumphs.     But 
now,  however,  a  different  result  was  ac- 
cruing to  that  country  from  her  faith  in 
our  alliance,  as  was  too  manifest  in  the 
indifference  with  which  we  permitted  her 
enemy,  and  for  so  many  years  the  enemy 
of  England,  to  take  forcible  possession  of 
her.     It  was  true,  that  the  noble  Earl  did 
not  pretend  to  justify  our  non-interference 
by  the  circumstance  that  Don  Miguel's 
government  had  not  been  yet  formally  re- 
cognized by  us,  for  the  noble  Earl  had 
himself  avowed  the  principle,   that  that 
recognition   could   not   affect  the  treaty 
which  bound   us  to   interfere   in  certain 
cases  of  foreign  aggression  towards  Por- 
tugal, by  appealing  to  that  treaty  as  the 
ground  for  demanding  redress  from  Don 
Miguel  in  a  recent  case  of  injustice  and 
oppression  against  a  British  subject.    Po- 
licy, moreover,  just  now  urged  the  ex- 
pediency of  our  taking  an  anxious  interest 
in  the  integrity  of  the  Portuguese  domin- 
ions,  for  it   was,  take  it  altogether,    of 
more  importance  to  us  than  any  other  State 
in  Europe.     He  knew,  indeed,  or  rather 
he  inferred,  that  such  was  not  the  view 
taken  of  our  intercourse  with  that  country 
by   Ministers ;    otherwise  he    could   not 
account  for  the  bill  now  in  progress  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  for  putting 
an  end  altogether,  and,  as  it  should  seem, 
for  ever,  to  all  the  benefits  which  Portugal 
derived  from  her  commercial  intercourse 
with  this  country.     And  what  would,  he 
aaked,  be  the  inevitable  retalt  of  such  a 
V0L.V.{3«-} 


proceeding  ?  Neither  more  nor  less  than 
dissolving  the  attachment  of  the  Portu- 
guese people  to  the  British  alliance.  And, 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  what  was  more 
probable  than  that  when  France  made  her 
demands  for  compensation  from  her  pros-^ 
trate  enemy,  and  made  her  submission  to 
the  French  supremacy  the  price  of  hei 
forbearing  to  enforce  her  demands  with 
her  cannon,  than  that  Portugal  should 
say  to  herself,  "  We  have  been  abandoned 
by  our  ancient  ally,  on  whom  we  ever 
placed  confidence  ;  she  has  not  only  per- 
mitted us  to  be  attacked  and  defeated  in 
our  chief  harbour,  but  deprived  us  of  all 
the  commercial  advantages  which  we  de- 
rived from  our  alliance  with  her :  therefore, 
we  have  no  resource  but  to  throw  ourselves 
upon  the  humane  protection  of  our  tri- 
umphant enemy."  And  it  was  needless 
to  add,  what  eager  friends  and  protectors 
they  would  at  this  moment  meet  with  in 
the  French.  He  was  sorry  to  have  been 
obliged  to  say  as  much  as  he  had  on  this 
painful  topic.  He  assured  their  Lordships, 
that  the  late  misfortune  which  had  befallen 
Portugal  had  occasioned  him  more  poig- 
nant concern  than  any  public  event  which 
had  happened  for  some  years. 

Earl  Grey  begged  leave  to  remind  their 
Lordships  of  the  great  disadvantages  under 
which  he  laboured  in  addressing  them  on 
the  topics  mooted  by  the  noble  Duke,  as 
compared  with  the  noble  Duke :  for,  be- 
sides that  there  was  no  question  substan- 
tively before  the  House,  he  felt  himself 
fettered  by  the  consideration  that  a  reply 
to  the  noble  Duke's  fallacies  would  be  a 
prejudicial  anticipation  of  the  discussion  on 
matters  still  the  subject  of  important  ne- 
gotiations. If,  therefore,  he  permitted 
some  of  the  noble  Duke*s  observations  to 
pass  unanswered,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  not  conclude  that  they  were  un- 
answerable, but  ascribe  it  to  the  fact,  that 
to  answer  them  at  that  particular  moment 
might  be  injurious  to  the  permanent,  and, 
he  trusted,  speedy  termination  of  a  delicate 
conference.  He  lamented  as  much  as  the 
noble  Duke  could,  the  circumstances  which 
had  led  to  the  hostile  relations  between 
France  and  Portugal,  but  it  did  not  follow, 
because  the  French  fleet  had  triumphantly 
taken  possession  of  the  Tagus,  that  there- 
fore the  honour  of  England  was  at  all 
humbled.  At  the  proper  time  he  would 
show,  that  Ministers  had  not  been  apathetic 
spectators  of  these  proceedings,  as  the 
noble  Duke  would  insinuate;  and  that 
M 


323  On  the  Speech  of  the  {LORDS}  King  of  the  FreiMh. 


394 


erery  thing  had  been  done  to  avert  the 
consequences,  consistent  with  a  just  re- 
gard to  our  own  permanent  interests.  At 
the  present  moment  he  would  merely 
stale — what  all  men  connected  with  pub- 
lic affairs,  or  acquainted  with  history,  well 
knew  to  be  the  *act,  and  what  the  noble 
Duke,  who  was  so  anxious  for  the  honour 
of  hi:^  country,  would  be  ready  to  i^dniit ; 
that  points  trifling  in  themselves,  if  they 
were  closely  associated  with  the  national 
honour,  might  become  of  the  greatest 
importance — nay,  of  an  importance  greater 
than  any  that  could  be  ascribed  to  what 
was  ordinarily  considered  to  involve  the 
direct  intere^^ts  of  the  country.  It  was  on 
this  principle  that  satisfaction  had  been 
demanded,  and  the  noble  Duke  would  be 
ready  to  concede  to  other  countries  that 
regard  for  national  honour  which  he  was 
so  ready  to  assert  tor  his  own.  On  a  point 
such  as  this,  satisfaction  was  demanded, 
and  it  was  refused  up  to  the  very  last 
moment.  This  was  the  only  information 
which  iVIinisters  had  on  the  subject.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Aberdeen)  might 
shake  his  head  and  whisper  **  No,"  if  he 
pleased;  but  he  (Earl  Grey)  must  be  al- 
lowed to  claim  credit  for  knowing  as  much 
of  such  subjects,  at  least,  as  the  noble 
Earl ;  he  would  repeat,  that  satisfaction 
was  demanded,  that  it  was  refused  to  the 
last  moment,  and  that  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  that  refusal  that  the  French 
f^eet  entered  the  Tagus.  The  noble  Duke 
bad  said,  that  the  French  had  invaded  the 
country,  but  he  (Earl  Grey)  was  not  aware 
that  the  fleet  had  troops  on  board,  or  any 
thing  else  which  would  enable  them  to  do 
that  which  would  constitute  an  invasion 
of  the  country.  The  French  fleet  having 
so  entered  the  Tagus,  the  satisfaction  de- 
manded was,  at  length,  given,  and  there  the 
matter  rested,  according  to  the  communi- 
cation made  by  the  French  government  to 
his  Majesty's  ambassador.  In  such  a  state 
of  things,  it  was  obvious,  that  if  he  dis- 
cussed the  transaction,  he  must  do  so 
under  very  great  disadvantages.  He  was 
restrained  from  fully  discussing  the  sub- 
ject, but  when  the  proper  moment  came, 
he  felt  confident  that  he  should  be  able  to 
relieve  his  Majesty's  Ministers  from  the 
reflections  that  had  been  cast  on  their 
conduct.  From  the  noble  Lord,  he  ap- 
pealed to  that  House  and  to  the  country, 
and  all  he  desired  was,  that  the  House  and 
the  public  would  suspend  their  opinions 
till  the  Whole  case  was  before  them,  and 


until  they  could  discuss  the  questbn  with 
a  view  to  the  general  interests,  and  with 
the  power  of  coming  to  a  just  conclusioa 
upon  the  premises.  He  would  now  oome 
to  another  point  of  the  attack  that  had 
been  made  upon  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  alluded  to  the  destruction  of  the  for- 
tresses which  had  been  so  recently  erected 
on  the  frontiers  of  Belgium  and  of  France. 
He  was  prepared  to  acknowledge,  that  the 
intention  of  the  noble  Duke,  in  subscrib- 
ing the  treaty  by  which  the  fortresses  were 
erected,  was  to  establish  an  effectual  bar- 
rier for  the  defence  of  the  Netherlands,  and 
not  to  create  any  injury  to  France.  The 
neutrality  guaranteed  to  Belgium,  which 
was  so  advantageous  to  the  iaterestaof  the 
whole  world,  and  so  particularly  advan- 
tageous to  England,  was  likewise  ai  md^ 
vantageous  to  France,  and  would  secure 
the  Belgian  frontiers  mora  than  the  for-r 
tresses  could  have  done.  The  House,  he 
thought,  would  agree  with  him,  that  there 
had  been  circumstances  connected  with 
this  system  of  fortresses — he  alluded  to 
the  feelings  of  the  Government  and  people 
of  France— -which  could  not  be  very  fa- 
vourable to  the  continuance  of  such  works. 
This,  however,  was  not  a  subject  into  which 
he  could  enter  at  that  moment  All  he 
would  state  was,  that  considering  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country,  the  question 
was — whether  it  were  possible  to  maintain 
those  fortresses  with  any  advantage  to  this 
country,  and  whether  some  new  arrange- 
ments respecting  them  were  not  the  natural 
consequences,  and  almost  unavoidable  re- 
sult, of  the  separation  of  the  two  countries. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  believe,  that  by  the 
destruction  of  the  fortresses  the  defence 
of  the  Netherlands  would  be  materially 
diminished.  If,  unfortunately,  a  war  had 
broken  out  between  France  and  Belgium, 
his  firm  conviction  was,  that  there  was  not 
a  single  one  of  those  fortresses  which 
would  not  have  been  in  the  hands  of  the 
French  in  the  first  week  of  the  campaign. 
The  noble  Duke  well  knew  that  great 
doubts  had  existed  among  persons  of  the 
highest  authority  on  such  subjects,  as  to 
any  advantage  being  derived  from  the 
erection  of  those  fortifications.  His  (Earl 
Grey's)  opinions  were  purely  political,  for 
in  a  military  point  of  view,  he  need  not 
say,  that  he  could  not  place  any  opinions 
of  his  in  contradiction  to  those  of  the  noble 
Duke.  In  a  political  point  of  view  he  was, 
he  hoped,  competent  to  expreu  hia  opin« 
ions  on  the  subject;  and  be  bed  no  htsi- 
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tation  in  saying,  that  these  fortresses  did 
not  conduce  to  the  safety  of  Belgium.  All 
he  asked  of  the  public,  and  all  he  asked 
of  their  Lordships,  was,  to  reserve  their 
opinions  till  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  were  fully  before  them.  He  wished 
their  Lordships  only  to  reflect  on  what  had 
happened,  and  put  it  to  themselves,  whe- 
ther, under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case, particularly  the  separation  of  Holland 
from  Belgium,  the  demolition  of  the  for- 
tresses might  not  be  expected.  He  wished 
the  public  and  their  Lordships  to  withhold 
their  judgment  upon  the  point,  whether 
Belgium  would  not  be  better  off  and  better 
defended  under  the  proposed  arrangements 
than  under  the  arrangement  of  the  year 
1815,  till  the  whole  of  the  negotiations 
were  concluded,  and  the  whole  results 
fairly  before  them. 
Conversation  dropped. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  26,  1831. 

Minutes.]  Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Colonel 
Datiss,  of  all  Houses  rated  at  KM.,  and  not  exceeding 
304,  and  all  above  that  sum,  in  Bradford,  Newton, 
and  Harpanley,  Lancashire,  and  of  all  such  Houses  in 
and  about  the  Metropolis,  except  the  City :— On  the  Motion 
of  Star  RoBsmT  Inolis,  of  the  number  of  Jesuits  and 
other  le^gious  persons  belonging  to  the  Church  of  Rome, 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  10  Geoige 
4th,  Cap.  7. 

Petitiont  presented.  By  Mr.  Buroe,  IVom  the  Proprietors, 
Land-hokiers,  and  others,  in  the  Counties  of  Angus  and 
Kincardine,  fbr  the  Abolition  of  Slavery.  By  Mr.  King, 
from  the  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  the  Parishes  of  Kibnaca- 
bee,  and  KiUhchnabeg,  against  the  Grant  to  the  Kiidare 
Street  Sodety: — By  Mr.  Jxphsoit,  ftt)m  the  Catholic 
Inhabitants  of  Cove,  Macroom,  Meina,  Liscanoll,  Don- 
mighmore,  and  Kilshanueck,  Petitions  with  a  similar 
prayer.  By  Mr.  Anthony  Lkvroy,  fmm  the  Ministers 
of  ttie  Wesleyan  Methodist  connexion,  Bel£ut;  of  Inhabit- 
ants of  Delgany,  Carigallan,  Drumrdly,  Edgeworthstown, 
in  fiivour  of  the  Grant  to  the  Kiidare  Street  Society.  By 
Mr.  Kino,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Cove  (Cork),  for  the 
re-establishment  of  a  Naval  D^p6t.  By  Colonel  Torrenb, 
fW>m  Dr.  A.  Tucker,  against  the  DIsftwnehisement  of 
Ashburton.  By  an  Hon.  Member,  firom  the  West 
Lothian  Agricultural  Sodety,  against  the  use  of  Molasses 
in  Breweries  and  Distilleries. 

KiLDARE  Street  Society — Peti- 
tions.] Mr.  Ferrand  presenied  a  Petition 
fVom  the  county  of  Kerry,  in  favour  of  the 
continuation  of  the  grant  to  the  Kiidare 
Street  Society.  He  consideied  the  peti- 
tion of  considerable  importance,  as  it  was 
signed  by  respectable  persons  of  all  par- 
lies. The  petitioners  stated,  that  the 
Society  was  increasing  and  extending  its 
schools — that  the  great  body  of  the  people 
were  favourable  to  its  system  of  educa- 
tion— that  the  non^atlendailce  of  children 
in  aome  places^  was  owuig  to  tbe  intimi- 


dation practised  by  the  Catholic  Pi 
and  they  concludea  by  praying  the 
might  be  continued. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  wished  to  corre< 
error  which  had  appeared :  he  had 
made  to  say,  that  Lord  Oriel  had  rec 
72,000/.  out  of  the  First  Fruits  in  Ire 
for  his  own  advantage.  That  wa: 
mistake  he  complained  of — he  had  n 
repeated  a  statement  made  by  the 
member  for  Waterford,  that  700* 
1,700/.,  he  forgot  which,  had  been 
out  of  the  first  fruits  of  the  paris 
which  his  Lordship  resided,  to  bu 
church.  He  had  never  had  the  sm 
intention  to  charge  Lord  Oriel  with 
ing  received  this  money  for  his  owi 
vantage. — Petition  laid  on  the  Table 

On  the  Motion  that  it  be  printed 

Mr.  O'Connell  felt  it  his  duty  to  a 
that  this  petition  proceeded  from  a  i 
but  highly  respectable  body  of  his  c* 
tuents ;  but  they  were  not  of  all  pF 
Fortunately,  there  was  a  little  party 
in  the  county  of  Kerry,  and  that 
had  been  introduced  by  instituting 
tist  Sunday  Schools.  Those  who  e? 
party  spirit  in  Kerry,  were  the  chief 
scribcrs  to  the  present  petition.  H 
surprised,  however,  to  see  their  r 
attached  to  the  petition,  as  it  cont 
most  gross  misrepresentations  on 
particular  subject.  He  had  lately 
an  account  of  31,000  Baptist  Schot 
a  newspaper,  when,  in  fact,  there 
only  thirty-one.  With  regard  to  Sc 
built  by  Catholics,  one  had  been  ei 
at  Tralee,  by  Dr.  M*Glenny,  in  ' 
700  boys  were  educated,  no  exc< 
being  made  to  the  religion  of  the  chi 
which  had  never  received  a  farthi 
the  public  money.  In  Killarney,  t 
600  boys  were  educated  upon  the 
principles,  and  almost  every  village 
schools  conducted  in  the  same  m\ 
and  they  were  all  supported,  as  the  po 
been  for  the  last  two  years,  at  the  ex 
of  the  county.  Convents  wore  lil 
maintained,  in  which  female  ch 
were  taught.  He  believed,  if  the  qu 
were  put  generally  to  the  inhabits 
Kerry,  999  out  of  1,000,  would  be  a 
the  continuation  of  the  grant  to  th 
dare  Street  Society. 

Mr.  Lefroy  could  not  understanc 
respectable  persons,  such  as  the  pe 
ers  had  been  described  by  the  hoi 
learned  Gentleman,  could  attach 
signatures  to   a  petition   which  h< 
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described  to  contain  misrepresentations. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  that  the  Kil- 
dare  Street  Society  was  acceptable  to  the 
people ;  it  was  opposed  by  a  portion  of 
the  Catholic  clergy,  but  was  popular  with 
the  laity  of  the  sanle  persuasion.  The 
question  for  the  House  to  consider  was, 
whether  the  children  of  Catholic  parents 
should  be  educated  with  the  children  of 
Protestants,  though  their  priests  did  not 
like  it. 

Mr.  Ferrand  assured  the  House,  that 
the  respectable  Gentlemen  who  had  signed 
the  petition,  were  incapable  of  misrepre- 
sentation. 

Mr.  0*Connell  thought,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Dublin  was 
wrong,  when  he  declared,  that  the  clergy 
and  laity  of  the  Catholic  Church  were  at 
variance  on  the  subject  of  the  Kildare 
Street  Society.  It  was  evident  this  could 
not  be  the  fact,  for  the  clergy  had  no 
other  dependance  than  the  bounty  of  the 
laity.  When  the  clergy  were  well  paid, 
whether  they  worked  or  not,  they  were 
inclined  to  do  little:  this  was  not  the  case 
with  the  Catholic  clergy,  and  he  hoped 
to  God  it  would  never  be. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Belgian  Fortresses.]  Sir  i?.  Peel 
said,  that  he  had  a  question  to  put  to  the 
noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whom 
he  was  sorry  not  to  see  at  that  moment  in 
his  place.  In  the  absence  of  the  noble 
Secretary,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Althorp)  would  undertake  to 
answer  the  question  for  him.  That  docu- 
ment, which  they  had  all  seen  announced 
in  the  public  journals  as  the  Speech  of 
the  King  of  the  French,  stated,  that  an 
arrangement  had  been  entered  into, 
under  which  the  fortresses,  erected  in  the 
Netherlands  subsequent  to  the  general 
peace  in  1815,  were  to  be  destroyed,  either 
wholly  or  in  part.  The  question  which  he 
wished  to  put  to  the  noble  Lord  was  this, 
was  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  that  House  a  copy  of 
the  convention,  or  formal  instrument,  by 
which  this  destruction  was  to  be  carried 
into  effect  ?  He  supposed  there  was  some 
convention  for  so  extraordinary  a  measure. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  could  not 
give  an  answer  to  such  a  question  at  that 
moment,  and  he  begged  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  wait  until  his  noble  friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
was  in  his  place. 


Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England  —  Committee  —  Ninth 
Day.]  Lord  John  Russell  moved,  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England)  BilL 

Colonel  Evans  observed,  that  the  House 
was  now  in  the  third  week's  discussion  on 
this  Bill,  and  had  not  progressed  further 
than  the  first  clause.  There  was  a  strong 
and  an  alarming  feeling  excited  through* 
out  the  country  in  consequence  of  the 
delays  by  which  the  Bill  had  been  met. 
He  imputed  no  motives  to  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  the  course  which  they  had 
pursued.  He  merely  wished  to  remind 
them,  that  their  proceedings  had  created 
the  greatest  excitement  throughout  the 
country.  A  conference  had  been  held 
between  the  Political  Unions  of  Birming- 
ham, Manchester,  and  Glasgow,  as  to  th^ 
steps  which,  according  to  their  sense  of 
duty,  they  ought  to  take  in  case  these 
proceedings  were  continually  protracted 
in  the  same  slow  and  tardy  manner.  He 
had  heard  several  exclamations  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  as  to  the  impropriety 
of  proceeding  with  haste  on  a  Bill  of  this 
importance ;  but  in  other  cases,  when  the 
matter  was  not  so  important,  but  infinitely 
more  dangerous,  he  meant  those  measures 
which  took  away  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject, by  suspending  the  Flabeas,  Corpus 
Act — in  those  cases,  he  repeated,  greater 
precipitancy  had  been  shown,  than  that 
urged  at  present,  without  exciting  a  mur- 
mur on  the  part  of  those  who  were  now  so 
indignant.  The  six  atrocious  Acts  were 
passed  with  a  rapidity  perfectly  unexam- 
pled. He  was  sorry,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  fixed  five  o'clock  for  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Debate  on  this  Bill,  and  he 
did  hope,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  see 
the  expediency  of  appointing  a  much  ear- 
lier hour  for  the  despatch  of  that  import- 
ant business.  At  the  present  rate  of 
proceeding,  it  was  impossible  tb  say 
when  this  Bill  would  pass  through  this 
House.  If  a  different  mode  of  proceeding 
did  not  take  place  that  night  or  the  next, 
he  would  move  to  examine  at  their  bar, 
persons  who  understood  the  state  of  pub- 
lic credit,  in  order  to  point  out  to  the 
House  the  danger  arising  from  this  coarse 
of  delay. 

Mr.  John  Smith  also  thought,  that  the 
complaintsof  the  delays  were  well  foanded. 
He  was  certain  that  many  Gentlemen 
who  opposed  the  Bill,  and  made  speeches 
against  it^  over  and  over  again,  in  tbevecy 
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same  words,  did  so  for  delay  alone.  That, 
too,  was  the  general  opinion  out  of  doors. 
No  man  could  be  blind  to  the  feeling  of 
society  on  this  measure.  As  far  as  his 
observation  went,  and  it  was  not  confined 
or  scanty,  the  whole  nation  participated  in 
a  sentiment  favourable  to  the  Reform  Bill. 
If  the  House  continued  to  go  on  as  it  had 
done,  Parliament  might  sit  all  the  sum- 
mer, and  at  the  end  of  it  find,  that  it  had 
done  nothing.  If  this  <}uestion  were  to  be 
decided  by  a  trial  of  physical  strength, 
the  young,  who  could  sit  out  the  old  and 
sickly,  must  ultimately  gain  the  victory, 
but  then  it  would  be  victory  not  creditable 
either  to  the  party  who  gained  it  or  to  the 
character  of  the  House.  He  could  assure 
the  House,  that  the  anger  of  the  popula- 
tion in  Scotland  at  the  delays  thrown  in 
the  way  of  the  Bill  was  such,  that  if  *the 
House  did  not  alter  its  course,  it  would 
shortly  show  itself  in  something  stionger 
than  words.  He  wished,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  move  that  the  House  should 
meet  for  the  despatch  of  business  at  a 
much  earlier  hour  than  usual.  No  one 
would  suffer  greater  inconvenience  than 
he  should  from  such  an  arrangement,  but 
on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  all  private 
feelings  ought  to  give  way.  If  the  noble 
Lord  would  let  the  House  meet  at  twelve 
o'clock,  he  would  promise  the  noble  Lord 
to  be  constant  in  his  attendance  at  that 
hour,  provided  he  was  not  sick.  He  wished 
from  his  h^rt,  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
take  some  step  to  satisfy  the  public  mind, 
which  he  could  assure  him  was  at  present 
highly  dissatisfied. 

Mr.  Hunt  would  willingly  second  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Rye,  for, 
though  he  hated  late  hours  at  night,  he 
had  no  objection  to  meet  as  early  as  ten 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said,  that  the  country  was  in  a 
great  state  of  agitation  from  the  delays  by 
which  the  progress  of  this  Bill  had  been 
obstructed.  He  denied  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  told  the  House,  that  the 
Birmingham  Union,  and  the  Manchester 
Union,  and  several  other  Unions  were  con- 
sidering of  the  measures  which  they  ought 
to  take  in  cai^this  Bill  was  not  expedited. 
What  the  Birmingham  Union  might  be 
doing  he  knew  noty  but  he  knew  that  the 
Manchester  Union  was  not  very  active  in 
this  cause.  He  had  presented  a  petition 
from  the  Mandiesler  Union,  calling  for 
Annnal  Parliaments,  Uaivanial  Suftage, 
and  Vote  by  Balloti  none  of  which  this 


Bill  granted.     He  had  seen  a  deputat 
from  that  Union  in  the  morning,  and 
had  not  heard  of  the  existence  of  any  si 
feeling  on  this  subject  as  that  w    :h 
hon.  Member  had  described.  Hebei 
that  there  were  two  Unions  at  Manchi 
one  of  the  middle,  and  the  other  of  the 
bouring  classes.  Among  the  middle  < 
there  might  be  a  feeling  in  favour  or  i 
Bill,  but  among  the  labouring  classes  th 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.     They  wan 
something,  for  themselves,  and  this  1 
gave  them  nothing.     He  had  heard  mi 
of  the  great  agitation  now  prevalent 
the  country.     He  had  been  hunting  foi 
but  he  could  not  find  it.     He  had  him! 
no  objection  to  dispose  of  the  disfranchi 
ment  in  schedule  A  and  B,  and  he  1 
said  so  before.     He  would  disfranchise 
the  boroughs  in  both  schedules.     He  1 
before  recommended  the  House  to  m 
at  an  early  hour,  and,  therefore,  he  i 
ready  to  repeat  his  determination  to  secc 
the  motion  of  which  the  hon.  member 
Rye  had  given  notice. 

Mr.  H,  L,  Bulwer  had  a  Petition  on  I 
subject  to  present  from  Coventry;  f 
though  he  should  be  the  last  in  propos 
to  press  the  Bill  forward  with  undue  hai 
he  could  not  help  saying,  that  he  thou; 
much  valuable  time  had  been  wasted 
personal '.allusions,  ill-timed  jokes,  c 
endless  repetitions.  The  people  ^w 
anxiously  waiting  for  the  decision  of  F 
liament ;  and  this — the  moment  of  tl 
breathless  expectation — was  not  the  ti 
to  indulge  in  rhetorical  flourishes,  or 
peat  often-refuted  arguments. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  that  the  disc 
sion  introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentlen 
would  not  tend  to  expedite  the  Bill, 
should  be  happy  to  accede  to  any  arrani 
ment  better  calculated  than  the  pres' 
for  getting  the  Bill  forward ;  but  he  < 
not  think  that  they  could  do  anyth 
more  improper  than  attempt  to  stifle  < 
cussion  on  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
commencing  at  five  o'clock,  and  sitt 
till  one,  they  got  eight  hours  for  disc 
sion  every  night ;  and  if  they  were  to  m 
in  the  day-time,  he  did  not  see  that  tl 
could  do  more.  The  sitting  in  the  mo 
ing  had  certainly  been  pressed  upon  I 
by  two  or  three  hon.  friends  of  his ;  1 
he  did  not  feel  convinced  that  it  would 
the  means  of  expediting  the  Bill. 
-  Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  there  were  alrei 
several  Committees  which  met  at  twe 
o'clock^  and  did  not  separate  -tiU  fc 
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^hich  would  be  an  impediment  to  the 
louse  meeting  at  that  time.  It  might, 
erhaps,  be  advisable  to  appoint  a  Com- 
littee  to  examine  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
rhich  should  meet  at  twelve  o*clock,  and 
eparate  at  four,  when  the  other  Com- 
littees  separated,  and  meeting  so  early,  it 
light  carefully  examine  those  details,  and 
»e  able  to  give  an  opinion  on  them.  If 
he  House  met  at  twelve  o'clock,  that 
should  occasion  a  great  alteration.  There 
vere  other  species  of  business,  such  as 
i)lection  Committees,  and  Committees  on 
»rivate  bills,  which,  if  they  were  not  to 
it,  would  cause  the  parties  serious  incon- 
enience.  He  was  sorry,  that  the  hon. 
Member,  in  referring  to  this  subject,  had 
Jluded  to  the  pressure  external  to  the 
louse.  It  was  their  duty  not  to  be  in- 
[uenced  by  such  allusions,  and  he  trusted, 
hat  the  time  would  never  come  when  that 
louse  would  allow  itself  to  be  fettered  by 
uch  considerations.  The  details  of  the 
3iU  were  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
^Circumstances  had  occurred,  which  had 
aade  a  material  alteration  in  the  views 
aken  by  his  Majesty's  Government  since 
ast  Session,  in  respect  to  Downton,  Sand- 
vich,  and  other  boroughs,  which  showed 
hat  they  regarded  the  details  as  import- 
iut,  and  it  was  impossible  to  allow  their 
laim  to  make  these  alterations,  and  to 
econsider  the  question,  without  extending 
hat  permission  to  other  Members  who 
vere  bound  by  their  duty  to  their  consti- 
uents  to  attend  to  their  particular  inter- 
!Sts.  Whatever  might  be  done  by  a  re- 
brmed  Parliament,  he  hoped  that  Parlia- 
nent  would  not  set  the  fatal  precedent  of 
he  Members  of  that  House  ncf^Iecting  the 
nterests  and  wishes  of  their  constituents, 
t  was  fair  to  observe,  that  several  places 
lad  already  been  disfranchised  in  one 
light,  which  had  enjoyed  the  franchise  for 
renturies,after  a  very  brief  defence  for  thorn 
lad  been  made — a  defence,  indeed,  as 
iiort  as  it  was  well  possible  to  make,con- 
listently  with  the  duty  of  the  Members, 
t  was  in  some  measure  the  fault  of  the 
3overnment  that  there  was  so  much  de- 
ay.  It  would  have  been  better  if  they 
lad  not  brought  before  the  House  so  many 
indigested  details.  It  would  be  better  if 
I  Select  Committee  were  appointed  to  ex- 
imine  the  details,  and  report  on  them  to 
he  House,  to  inquire  into  all  local  matters ; 
ind  as  the  House  would  not  hear  Coun- 
jel,  and  would  not  hear  evidence,  a  Select 
[/ommittee  might  ascertain  all  the  doubt- 


ful points.  For  example,  there  was  the 
case  of  Appleby,  which  caused  a  Debate 
for  three  or  four  hours,  because  the  House 
was  not  informed  on  a  matter  of  fact.  The 
time  of  the  House  might  in  that  manner 
be  spared.  If  a  Committee  were  appoint- 
ed;  it  might  report  merely  on  matters  of 
fact,  and  be  instructed  to  give  no  opinions. 
It  was  clear  that  the  House  could  not 
come  to  a  rational  decision  on  such 
an  important  matter,  unless  time  were 
allowed.  If  they  refused  to  give  their 
attention  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  would  be  disposed  of  elsewhere. 
The  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House  might,  indeed,  have  ab- 
sented themselves  from  discussing  the  de- 
tails, satisfied  with  having  givej[i  their 
votes  against  the  Bill  on  the  second  read- 
ing, but  that,  he  believed,  would  have 
been  a  more  fatal  and  dangerous  course 
than  that  which  they  had  adopted,  of  ex- 
amining the  details  of  the  measure.  He 
conceived,  that  setting  apart  four  days  of 
the  week,  and  sitting  eight  hours  on  each 
of  those  days,  was  sufficient;  and  it  was 
not,  perhaps,  possible  to  devote  more  time 
to  the  subject.  The  state  of  health  of  the 
elder  Members  of  the  House  must  be  con- 
sulted, and  that  would  not  allow  of  more 
labour.  If  thev  were  to  meet  at  twelve 
o'clock,  the  usual  state  of  the  benches  at 
fiyfe  o'clock  now  might  convince  the  Mem- 
bers that  at  twelve  o'clock  they  would  not 
have  a  numerous  attendance. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  inquire  into,  and 
remedy  any  evils  said  to  exist  in  the  Repre- 
sentation. They  were  now  on  the  first 
clause  of  a  Bill,  the  object  of  which  ap- 
peared to  be,  to  disfranchise  places  where 
corruption  mij^ht  be  supposed  to  exist. 
Now,  they  had  the  most  decided  evidence 
before  them,  that  the  grossest  corruption 
prevailed  in  one  of  the  largest  towns  in 
the  kingdom,  and  yet  this  place  had  not 
been  included  in  schedules  A  or  B. 
Ministers  then  were  perfectly  indifferent 
to  corruption  on  a  large  scale,  for  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  charges  against  the 
electors  of  Liverpool  had  been  postponed 
to  an  indefinite  time,  and  he  feared  no* 
thing  would  be  done.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity  of  asking  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  whether 
he  intended  to  make  any  communication 
to  the  House  upon  the  subject  of  the  ex* 
piration  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
England? 
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Lord  Alikarp  repligd,  that  the  Govern* 
ment  hid  no  iDtonttoo,  at  the  pratcnt  time, 
of  bringio^  fiorwerd  euy  proposition  on 
the  BufajeoC. 

The  Houie  then  resolved  itself  into  a 
Comoiittee  on  the  Reform  (England).  Bill| 
Mr.  Bemal  in  the  Chair. 

The  Chairmen  put  the  question, "  That 
die  boroQgh  of  Queenborongh  stand  pert 
of  sehedule  A." 

Mr.  Capel  was  aware,  after  the  disfran* 
chiseQient  of  thirty-eig;ht  boroughs,  he 
had  no  hope  of  saving  Queenborough,  but 
he  must  state^  it  was  neither  a  nomination 
nor  a  rotten  borough,  it  contained  300  free* 
men,  who,  after  a  hard  struggle  of  seven 
years,  had  woriied  out  their  political  inde- 
pendence. He  and  his  hon.  colleague 
nad  been  sent  to  the  House  as  free  and  in- 
dependent as  any  Members.  He  could 
not  agree  to  the  opinion,  that  there  was  a 
necessity  to  hurry  the  Bill  through  the 
House.  He  remembered  when  the  noble 
relative  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bncking- 
hamshire  (Mr.  John  Smith),  sat  in  the 
House  by  Mr.  Pitt,  having  the  power  to 
nominate  to  six  aeatSi  and  the  fortunes  of 
his  family  were  materially  aided  by  that 
power.  He  ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  in 
such  a  hurry  to  get  rid  of  the  boroughs 
now  under  discoseion.  He  protested,  in 
the  name  of  the  freemen  of  Queenborough, 
against  the  disfranchisement,  for  Queen*- 
borough  was  now  an  independent  borough. 

Sir  Colquhomn  Grant  felt  it  his  duty,  as 
a  Representative  of  the  borough  of  Queen* 
borough,  to  trouble  the  Coeamittee  with  e 
▼ery  few  observatioas.  The  borough  of 
Queenborough  received  the  Charter  which 
entitled  it  to  send  Members  to  that  House 
in  the  reign  of  Edward  3rd.  At  the  time 
of  the  granting  of  the  Charter  the  number 
of  voters  was  extremely  small,  and  in  1775 
there  were  only  eighty-five  voters  in  the 
borough ;  but  at  the  present  time  there 
were  between  300  and  400,  which  all 
would  allow  was  a  very  respectable  number. 
He  admitted,  that  according  to  the  errone- 
ous principle  of  mere  population  which 
had  been  laid  down  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vemmenty  the  borough  of  Queenborough 
roust  be  diefreAchieed ;  its  case  was  hope- 
less ;  but  he  proleeted  against  that  princi- 
ple as  arbitraty  and  vnjuet.  If  persevered 
m,  it  wonkl  lead  to  tte  worst  results. 
That  Constitution  whidi  prodacad  the 
glory,  the  prosperity f  and  Ike  happiness  of 
tte  natioa,  would  bo  ieltiejsd  t  iad  the 
iaelkstioni  of  the  eo«nlry  wnid  laoidly 


be  annihilated.     He  trusted,  that  the  1 
would  not  be  built  upon  such  a  princif 
An  hon.  Member,  a  supporter  of  the  £ 
had  stated,  that  he  would  prove  every  I 
rough  in  schedule  A  to  be  a  nomii 
borough.     Now  he  challenged  that  i 
Member  to  the  proof  with  respect  to 
borough  of  Queenborough.      He  de 
that  hon.  Member  to  prove,  that  Que< 
borough  was  a  nomination  borough,  a 
yet  Queenborough  was  in  schedule 
That  borough  had  certainly  formerly  be 
much  under  the  influence  of  the   Hi 
Board  of  Ordnance,  but  it  had  return 
Members  to  the  last  three  Parliaments  < 
tirely  independent  of  the  influence  of  tl 
Board.     Prior  to  the  last  election  he  b 
received  an  invitation  to  come  forward,] 
companied  by  a  pledge  tliat  he  should 
returned  without  expense  to  himself, 
had  accepted  that  invitation,  and  altho 
strongly  opposed  to  his  Majesty's  €k>ve 
ment,  he  had  been  elected  by  a  trium] 
ant  majority.     It  had  been  stated  in  tl 
House,  that  no  candidate  who  had  proi 
successful  had  ventured  openly  to  tell  i 
people  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
Bill.  Now  he  had  done  so.  A  public  me 
ing  was  called  in  the  borouji^h  of  QueenI 
rough,  prior  to  the  election,  and  at  tl 
meeting  he  had  openly  and  broadly  stat 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill.     Tl 
was  the  fact.     From  the  first  he  had  bi 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  his  chief  objeci 
wishing  for  a  seat  in  that  House,  wai 
desire  to  display  that  opposition  in  an 
fectual  manner.     He  sat  there  as  an  i 
knowledged  and  known  opponent  of  I 
Bill,  and  he  had  the  satisfaction  of  statii 
that  he  had  been  sent  there  as  such,  wi 
out  being  bound  either  to  peerorcommc 
er,  without  being  pledged  upon  any  € 
point,  and  without  expense. 

The  question  carried. 

The  Chairman  put  as  the  questM 
'*  That  the  borough  of  New  Romney  ita 
part  of  schedule  A.'' 

Sir  Edward  Bering  said,  there  w* 
some  peculiar  circumstances  in  the  case 
New  Romney,  and  he  solicited  the  ind< 
gence  of  the  Committee  while  he  shor 
stated  what  they  were.  According  to  t 
ceosos  of  1821«  the  populstion  of  N 
Romney  amounted  only  to  967  persoi 
but  that  return  did  not  include  the  lin 
and  members  of  New  Romney.  Tb< 
members  consisted  of  Old  Romney  a 
Lydd.  The  point  he  wished  to  establi 
aad  pat  to  the  Committee  was  this,  tl 
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New  Romney  being  one  of  the  cinque 
ports,  was  entitled,  like  Sandwich,  also  one 
of  the  cinque  ports,  to  have  recourse  to 
the  population  of  its  limbs  and  members 
to  make  up  the  necessary  amount  of  po- 
pulation. Sandwich  had  been  allowed  to 
include  the  population  of  its  limbs,  Deal 
and  Walmer ;  and  therefore  New  Romney 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  include  the  popu- 
lation of  its  limbs,  Lydd  and  Old  Romney. 
That  there  was  a  strong  political  connec- 
tion between  New  Romney  and  Lydd  was 
amply  proved  by  a  reference  to  transactions 
of  a  very  ancient  date,  when  it  was  cus- 
tomary for  boroughs  to  pay  their  Represent- 
atives, and  that  connection  continued  up  to 
a  very  modern  period.  It  appeared  by  docu- 
mentary evidence,  that  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
2nd,  by  a  regular  agreement,  the  Barons 
of  Lydd  contributed  a  certain  portion  to- 
wards the  payment  of  the  Barons  of  New 
Romney  returned  to  serve  in  Parliament. 
There  was  also  another  agreement,  shew- 
ing directly  a  close  political  connection 
between  the  two  places,  which  had  con- 
tinued in  full'  force,  and  had  been  acted 
upon,  up  to  1808.  Of  the  political  con- 
nection, then,  between  New  Romney  and 
Lydd,  he  apprehended  there  could  be  no 
question,  and  therefore  he  submitted  to 
the  Committee,  that  as  in  the  case  of 
Sandwich  that  cinque  port  had  been  as- 
sisted by  the  population  of  its  limbs, 
Walmer  and  Deal,  so,  in  the  present  case. 
New  Romney  should  be  assisted  by  the 
population  of  its  limbs.  Old  Romney  and 
Lydd.  If  that  were  allowed,  as  in  fair- 
ness and  upon  principle  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be,  then  the  only  question  was, 
did  the  population  of  New  Romney,  thus 
assisted,  amount  to  such  a  number  as  to 
entitle  it  to  be  removed  from  schedule  A? 
He  would  refer  to  the  population  returns 
of  1821.  It  appeared  by  them  that  the 
population  of  Lydd  amounted  to  1,437, 
and  that  of  Old  Romney  to  169,  making, 
together  with  that  of  New  Romney,  a 
total  population  of  2,573  persons.  These 
were  the  facts,  and  without  asking  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  to  adopt 
any  new  principle,  he  did  submit,  that  he 
had  fully  made  out  a  case  which  entitled 
the  borough  of  New  Romney  to  be  removed 
from  schedule  A  to  schedule  B.  The  case 
was  exactly  in  point  with  that  of  Sand- 
wich, excepting,  indeed,  that  it  was  much 
stronger  in  one  circumstance.  Deal  and 
Walmer  being  seven  miles  distant  from 
Sandwich,  while  Lydd  was  only  two  from 


Romney.  He  was  anxious  not  to  troable 
the  Committee  unnecessarily,  and  as  he 
felt,  that  he  had  stated  enough  to  make  out 
his  case,  he  would  not  longer  detain  it. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  he  meant 
no  disrespect  to  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down,  when  he  stated,  that 
in  his  opinion  all  nomination  boroughs,  of 
which  New  Romney  was  certainly  one, 
were  subjected  to  disfranchisement  by  the 
rule  laid  down  in  the  Reform  Bill ;  and  if 
this  rule  were  to  be  adhered  to  in  any  case, 
there  was  none  which  deserved  its  enforce- 
ment better  than  the  borough  now  under 
consideration.  Besides,  the  town  of 
Sandwich  was  a  flourishing  and  increas- 
ing port,  with  a  good  harbour,  and  which, 
together  with  Deal,  was  likely  to  rise  into 
importance  ;  whereas  New  Romney  and 
Old  Romney  were  not  likely  to  rise  above 
their  present  condition,  there  being  no  port 
of  which  they  could  avail  themselves  to 
increase  their  trade.  For  the  last  1 50  years 
it  had  been  a  nomination  borough,  and  he 
therefore  should  vote  for  retaining  it  in 
schedule  A. 

Sir  /.  Brydges  said,  that  notwithstand- 
ing what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  J.  Smith), 
he  must  intrude  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  while  he  made  a  few  remarks. 
He  contended,  that  New  Romney  ought 
not  to  be  disfranchised.  For  centuries  it 
had  exercised  the  elective  franchise,  and 
it  had  always  done  so  with  propriety  and 
without  blame.  He  hoped,  that  after  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  mem- 
ber for  New  Romney,  justice  would  be 
done  to  that  borough,  and  it  would  be  re- 
moved to  schedule  B.  It  ought  to  be 
taken  out  of  schedule  A,  as  a  counter- 
poise to  the  advantages  given  throughout 
the  Bill  to  the  commercial  interest,  as  at 
issue  with  the  agricultural  interest.  New 
Romney  was  situated  in  a  fertile  district, 
and  would  return  Members  friendly  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  said,  that  his  Bill 
was  founded  upon  three  principles— the 
destruction  of  nomination  boroughs,putting 
an  end  to  corruption,  and  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  inconsiderable  places.  For  his 
own  part  he  thought  nomination  boroughs 
useful ;  but  if  they  were  to  be  done  away 
with,  let  them  be  thrown  open,  and  not 
destroyed.  With  respect  to  corruption, 
let  the  corruption  be  cured,  but  not  the 
borough  extinguished.  As  to  iDConsider- 
able  places,  he  did  not  very  well  under- 
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stand  what  the  noble  Lord  meant  by  the 
phrase.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Worces- 
ter (Mr.  Robinson)  were  in  the  Hoase,  he 
would  probably  give  him  some  instruction 
upon  the  subject,  and  once  more  play  the 
schoolmaster.  But  if  such  were  the  case, 
he  might  say  to  that  hon.  Member,  that  he 
had  looked  into  the  Dictionary,  and  he 
had  there  found,  that  an  inconsiderable 
place  was  a  place  of  no  trade,  of  no  im- 
portance, of  no  wealth,  of  no  influence. 
But  how  was  that  definition  to  be  adapted 
to  such  places  as  Fowey  ? — Oh !  he  should 
be  told,  perhaps,  you  have  looked  into  the 
wrong  Dictionary,  you  have  looked  into  the 
old  dilapidated  Dictionary,  whereas  you 
should  have  consulted  the  Reformer's 
Dictionary.  In  allusion  to  some  of  the 
language  which  had  been  used  in  that 
House  respecting  the  Representatives  of 
what  by  some  were  called  rotten  boroughs, 
he  would  only  say,  that  it  was  unworthy 
of  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  language  in 
that  House  which  he  would  not  use  out 
of  it. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  E.  Dering)  concluded,  that  because 
Sandwich,  in  conjunction  with  Deal,  was 
allowed  to  return  Representatives  to  that 
House,  that  therefore  New  Romney,  in 
conjunction  with  Lydd,  ought  to  be  en- 
titled to  a  like  privilege.  He  begged, 
however  to  say,  that  it  was  not  because 
Deal  and  Walmer  were  the  limbs  of  Sand- 
wich that  they  were  united  in  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise  with  that  borough,  but 
because  they  were  flourishing  towns,  con- 
taining 10,000  or  12,000  inhabitants, 
while  the  whole  population  of  Romney 
did  not  exceed  1 ,4^  persons.  The  cases, 
therefore,  of  Sandwich  and  New  Romney 
were  not  at  all  parallel. 

Sir  C.  Wffhcrell  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) would  act,  with  reference  to  the 
arrangements  in  that  House,  upon  what  he 
thought  to  be  right,  and  not  upon  dic- 
tation or  threat  from  abroad.  The  noble 
Lord  had  proposed  a  rule  to  the  House, 
which  had  been  readily  adopted,  and  which 
had  been  faithfully  acted  upon,  and  there- 
fore the  House  bad  a  right  to  expect  that 
its  convenience  and  its  dignity  should  be 
consulted  in  any  alteration  that  might  be 
suggested.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
not  be  swayed  by  any  thing  which  he  had 
heard,  but  he  should  continue  to  do  his 
*duty,  as  he  had  hitherto  done>  going  right 
on  to  bis  object.    As  to  tibe  particular  case 


before  the  Committee,  he  only  posse 
ed  such  information  respecting  it 
might  come  to  any  Member  accidental 
but,  although  thus  circumstanced,  he 
himself  fully  justified  in  broadly  stat 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  diflPerei 
in  principle  between  the  case  of  Sand^i 
and  New  Romney.  Sandwich,  in  or 
to  make  up  the  amount  of  population 
quired  by  the  noble  Lord,  had  recount 
its  limbs.  Deal  and  Walmer ;  they  yf 
connected  with  Sandwich  by  munici 
arrangements,  and  Lydd  and  Old  Romi 
stood  in  precisely  the  same  relation 
New  Romney.  Indeed,  after  the  do 
ments  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  ( 
E.  Dering),  no  manner  of  doubt  co 
exist  in  the  mind  of  any  one  as  to  th 
being  a  direct  and  long-continued  politi 
connexion  between  New  Romney  \ 
Lydd.  An  hon.  and  gallant  Mem 
whose  knowledge  of  the  Cinque  Ports 
believed  to  be  extremely  modern,  had 
once  decided  against  New  Romney,  u] 
the  ground  that  it  was  a  nomination 
rough.  Oh  !  it  has  no  claim,  no  pret 
sions,  said  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  a  nomination  borough.  Why,  he  as! 
in  reply,  is  not  Calne  a  nomination  1 
rough  ?  A  noble  Lord  had  said,  don't  alh 
so  often  to  Calne ;  but  he  could  not  help 
for  there  was  a  sort  of  elective  attract 
about  that  borough  that  always  in 
luntarily  induced  him  to  look  at  it.  N 
he  wanted  some  further  explanation  fr 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  principle  u| 
which  he  had  acted  with  respect  to  ^ 
Romney.  The  noble  Lord  was  rat 
shy,  both  by  land  and  by  water,  of  spee 
making — and  he  thought  the  noble  L 
acted  perfectly  right  in  absolving  himi 
off  Twickenham  from  the  demand  roi 
upon  his  oratorical  powers.  It  was  c 
tainly  too  much  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
take  a  piece  of  pine-apple,  and  to  mak 
speech  in  the  same  breath  ;  but  he  a 
thought,  that  the  noble  Lord  might  vi 
advantage  be  somewhat  more  commv 
cative  upon  the  dry  boards  of  that  Ho 
than  he  had  been  when  upon  the  boa 
of  the  city  barge.  In  the  present  c 
some  further  explanation  was  absolut 
necessary  from  the  noble  Lord,  or  it  wo' 
be  utterly  impossible  to  understand  w! 
the  principles  were  which  even  were  a 
to  be  applied  to  New  Romney.  It  \ 
evident  the  principle  of  the  hon.  mem 
for  Rye  (Colonel  Evans)  was  not  the  pi 
ciple  of  the  noble  Lord,  for,  if  it  was. 
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ltd  not  been  applied  to  Calne  and  to 
tber  places  [noise  and  confusion  in  the 
Iouse»]  They  might  aimost  as  well  be 
n  board  the  city  barge  as  in  that  House, 
f  such  proceedings  were  to  go  on.  He 
lad  very  little  to  add ;  to  preserve  to  Sand- 
i^ich  the  right  of  sending  Members  to  that 
louse  the  limbs  and  members  of  that 
orough  had  been  had  recourse  to,  and 
few  Romney  was  entitled  to  the  same 
reatment.  He  should  take  that  oppor- 
unity  of  repeating,  that  he  should  per- 
tvere  in  the  course  he  had  hitherto  pur- 
led.     The   noble  Lord  might  withhold 

I  information  if  he  pleased,  and  if  he 
id,  all  that  he  had  to  say  was,  that  he 
^as  extremely  glad  there  was  such  a  place 
B  an  "  elsewhere/' 

Lord  John  Russell  explained  again  the 
Lile  on  which  the  boroughs  were  to  be 
isfranchised.  Deal  was  not  annexed  to 
landwich,  because  it  had  been  connected 
nth  it  under  one  juriddiciion  ;  but  because 
)cal  was  a  flourishing  town  as  well  as 
iandwich  it  was  thought  right  to  give  them 
be  right  to  return  Members.  Those  two 
•wns  together  contained  more  than  1 0,000 

ople;  and  between  them,  and  New 
omney  and  Lydd,  the  latter  of  which 
ad  a  population  of  1,400  the  former  of 
00  persons,  he  saw  no  resemblance  which 
ould  entitle  these  places  to  be  treated  in 
be  same  manner  as  Sandwich. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  understood  the  hon. 

id  gallant  Member  opposite  to  have  al- 

^ded  to  a  more  summary  mode  of  shorten- 

ig  the  debates,  which  would  be  exceed- 

igly  disagreeable. 

Colonel  Evans — I  beg  Uie  right  hon. 
rentleman's  pardon,  but  I  must  explain  lo 
im,  that  I  did  not  use  any  such  phrase  as 
lat  of  a  summary  way  of  proceeding  ;  I 
nly  urged  the  necessity  which  existed  for 
xpediting  the  measure. 

Mr.  Croker  had  understood,  that  the 
on.  and  gallant  Member  had  alluded  to 
bysical  force.  However,  letting  that 
ass,  he  would  observe,  that  the  hon.  and 
a  t  Officer  wanted  to  expedite  the 
f  and  took  the  most  extraordinary 

Binoa— that  of  standing  up  and  making 
speech  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
jestioo — offering  an  opinion  which  could 
oi  be  received  without  discussion,  and 
iving  evidence  which  must  be  subjected  to 
bservation.  He  did  not  blame  the  gallant 
officer :  he  had  done  his  duty,  and  had 
Iren  his  reasons  ibr  his  opinion.  But  if 
e  bad  dc     t      ,  why  might  not  another  ? 


The  gallant  Officer,  however,  gave,  as  the 
ground  of  his  vote,  that  this  was  a  nomi- 
nation borough.  The  gallant  Officer, 
however,  was  contradicted  by  the  nobie 
Lord.  The  noble  Lord  said,  it  was^  not 
because  it  was  a  nomination  borough,  but 
because  it  had  not  a  sufficient  population, 
that  it  was  disfranchised.  When  it  wat 
proposed  to  transfer  it  to  schedule  B,  it 
certainly  would  meet  there  with  other  no- 
mination boroughs.  What  was  A  Id  bo- 
rough ?  What  was  Amersham  ?  What 
was  Arundel  ?  New  Romney  would  not 
make  its  companions  ashamed  of  it.  The 
opposite  party  complained  of  delay,  and 
here  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  stated, 
over  and  over  again,  propositions  that  had 
been  over  and  over  again  repeated  [hear^ 
hear  /].  He  did  not  know  whether  those 
cheers  were  meant  for  him  or  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer,  but  the  gallant  Officer 
had  been,  in  this  case,  the  cause  of  the 
delay  which  he  complained  of.  The  next 
point  on  which  New  Romney  was  to 
be  disfranchised  was,  because  it  had  not 
a  port,  and  was  not  a  thriving  place. 
Fowey,  however,  was  a  thriving  place. 
Fowey  had  a  port ;  but  Fowey  was  not 
saved,  though  the  gallant  Officer,  on  his 
own  showing,  ought  to  have  voted  for 
Fowey.  He  had  another  point  to  advert 
to.  A  memorial  had  been  presented  to 
the  noble  Lord  from  Sandwich,  and  that 
memorial  set  forth,  that  Deal  and  Sand- 
wich  ought  to  be  united  in  Representation, 
because  they  were  united  as  Cinque-ports, 
and  had  long  been  under  the  same  juris- 
diction. And  on  that  ground  on  which  the 
Representation  was  extended  to  Deal  and 
preserved  to  Sandwich,  if  the  principle 
held  good  as  to  Sandwich,  it  ought  to  be 
extended  to  New  Romney  and  Lydd.  But 
the  noble  Lord  had  that  night  avowed 
another  new  principle.  The  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  that  two  considerable  towns, 
near  one  another,  and  one  being  a  thriving 
place,  they  might  be  united  into  one  bo- 
rough. l*hat  was  a  new  principle;  and  he 
begged  it  might  be  remembered.  He 
hoped  that  principle  would  be  remembered 
when  they  renewed  the  discussion  about 
Aldeburgh  and  Orford,  as  well  as  in  the 
present  discussion  about  New  Romnej. 
When  the  noble  Lord  refused  to  entertain 
this  proposition  with  regard  to  Romney  and 
Lydd,  he  felt  himself  entitled  to  inquire  at 
what  time,  and  for  what  motive,  h  oc- 
curred to  him  to  propose  the  iunction  of 
Sandwich  with  Deal  end  Wahncr.    Hit 
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noble  Lord  iotroduoed  his  Reform  Bill  last 
session,  every  part  of  which  was  considered 
of  such  perfection  and  importance  that 
Parliament  was  dissolved  for  not  passing 
it  just  as  it  stood.  In  that  Bill  Sand- 
wich stood  in  schedule  B.  It  was  now 
in  another  schedule,  and  was  to  send 
two  Members  in  conjunction  with  Deal 
and  Walmer.  He  had  asked  the  noble 
Lord,  when  it  had  occurred  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  that  alteration,  and  the  noble 
Lord  refused  to  answer.  Now  that  refusal 
induced  him  to  state  what  he  supposed 
would  oblige  the  noble  Lord  to  give  some 
explanation  on  the  subject.  He  would 
mention,  not  a  matter  of  which  he  had 
himself  any  knowledge,  but  a  report  which 
had  been  circulated  in  one  of  the  news- 
papers. Sandwich  is  a  corporation,  most 
of  the  voters  of  which  are  pilots  and  sea- 
men, many  of  whom  live  along  the  coast, 
and  several  in  Deal  and  Walmer.  It  was 
'  stated,  that  when  the  Ministerial  candidate 
went  down  to  canvass  the  voters,  some  of 
them  said  to  him,  which  was  very  natural 
for  men  in  their  situation,  "  Why,  you  ask 
us  to  give  a  vote  for  our  own  disfranchise- 
ment. You  are  for  the  Bill  which  is  to 
take  from  us  one  Member.  Now  Deal, 
and  Sandwich,  and  Walmer,  would  make 
a  borough  if  united,  and  if  you  were  to 
give  us  such  a  Reform  as  that,  we  would 
vote  for  you  with  pleasure."  What  effect 
this  had  on  the  change  made  in  the  Bill, 
with  respect  to  Sandwich  and  Deal,  he 
would  not  say.  If  the  change  had  been 
made  before  the  dissolution  of  the  last 
Parliament,  he  should  not  have  occupied 
the  time  of  the  House  by  mentioning  it ; 
but  such  a  report  having  gone  abroad,  the 
people  of  New  Romney  and  Lydd  would 
like  to  hear  some  explanation,  why  the  dis- 
tinction was  made  between  their  case  and 
that  of  Sandwich  and  Deal.  They  had 
heard  the  statement,  that  it  was  a  bargain 
made  to  secure  the  return  of  the  Minis- 
terial candidate,  and  the  silence  of  the 
noble  Lord  would  give  it  currency. 

Sir  T.  Troubridge  said,  he  had  listened 
attentively  to  the  circumstances  just  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he 
could  say,  that  they  were  totally  unfounded. 
He  had  canvassed  Deal  and  Walmer  the 
same  as  Sandwich,  because  many  of  the 
voters  resided  in  these  two  places. 

Lord  D.  Stuart  said,  he  felt  it  necessarv 
to  state,  that  Arundel  was  perfectly  free 
from  nomination,  and  he  (Lord  D.  Stuart) 
was  as  iodependeot  of  the  noble  individual 


who  was  said  to  have  influence  in  the 
neighbourhood  as  he  was  of  any  Membe 
of  that  House.  He  was  a  reformer,  and  » 
was  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to ;  but,  if  hi 
opinion  had  been  the  other  way,  he  woul 
go  over  to  that  of  the  other  side  withou 
any  reference  to  that  of  that  noble  persoi! 

Colonel  JE!vans  said,  that  two  or  thre 
of  the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  GentU 
man  had  already  received  a  contradiction 
He  had  accused  htm  (Colonel  Evans)  o 
having  used  language  which  he  never  held 
but  he  hoped,  that  before  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  made  such  a  charge  again 
he  would  make  himself  acquainted  wit] 
what  the  person  accused  did  say.  H 
had  only  spoken  once  on  this  subject,  bu 
he  was  within  the  mark  when  he  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ad 
dressed  the  House  on  it  forty -6ve  times,  an< 
had  gone  round  the  world  for  topics,  no 
on  all  occasions  having  any  very  clot 
connexion  with  the  question  before  th 
Committee.  He  did  not  accuse  the  rigfa 
hon.  Gentleman  of  that  versatility  of  talen 
which  he  displayed  on  these  occasioni 
If  he  were  not  aware  of  the  right  hon 
Gentleman's  candid  and  straigbtforwan 
manner,  he  might  say,  that  some  of  hi 
objections  were  made  to  gain  time ;  bu 
he  did  not  make  that  charge,  for  he  wouk 
pass  no  judgment  on  the  motives  of  th' 
hon.  Member.  With  respect  to  Ne« 
Romney,  he  would  observe,  that  it  was  ii 
the  centre,  not  of  a  populous  district,  bu 
of  an  extensive  marsh,  and  that  it  wouh 
require  a  circuit  of  some  forty  miles  U 
supply  such  a  constituency  as  would  h 
required  under  the  Bill ;  but  even  then,  th* 
question  remained,  was  it  not  a  nominatioi 
borough  ?  for  the  influence  of  the  gentle 
man  who  now  had  the  patronage  of  i 
would  remain  nearly  in  the  same  hand 
as  at  present. 

Mr.  T,  L.  Hodges  said,  that  the  popu 
lation  in  the  vicinity  of  New  Romney  wer* 
as  likely  to  form  a  set  of  as  independen 
electors  as  any  in  the  kingdom.  The; 
were  as  stanch  advocates  for  Reform  m 
any  in  Kent.  He  had  received  the  mot 
cordial  support  from  them  on  his  canvaM 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  had  not  tntendec 
any  rebuke  to  the  gallant  Officer  for  hii 
speech  ;  on  the  contrary,  ha  admitted  hii 
full  right,  and  that  it  was  not  only  a  righ 
but  a  duty,  to  offer  any  argument  tnai 
occurred  to  him  on  the  subject.  Tbi 
gallant  Officer  had  said,  that  two  or  tbrai 
of  the  ttalementi  made  by  him  bad 
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refated.  He  begged  to  contradict  that 
statement  in  the  most  direct  and  unequi- 
vocal manner  which  the  forms  of  parlia- 
mentary language  admitted.  No  state- 
ment of  his  had  been  refuted.  What  he 
stated  was  a  report  which  he  had  seen  in 
a  newspaper,  and  which  he  mentioned 
only  as  a  report.  He  would  bow  to  the 
House,  or  to  any  hon.  Member,  for  a  cor- 
rection of  an  error  if  he  fell  into  one,  but 
he  would  not  suffer  the  gallant  Officer,  or 
any  other  hon.  Member,  to  tell  him  that 
his  statements  were  contradicted,  when 
the  fact  was  not  so. 

Sir  E.  Bering  denied  that  his  interest 
would  be  promoted  by  an  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  Lydd.  He  had  no  property 
in  that  place. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  the 
farmers  and  others  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  New  Romney  and  Lydd  were  opulent 
and  independent,  and  as  likely  to  make  a 
good  constituency  as  those  in  any  other 
parts  of  the  county.  They  were  likely  to 
be  more  independent  than  the  inhabitants 
of  Sandwich  and  Deal,  which  would  be  as 
much  under  the  influence  of  the  Treasury 
as  heretofore. 

Motion  carried,  that  "  New  Romney 
stand  part  of  schedule  A.'' 

The  next  motion  was,  **  that  the  bo- 
rough of  St.  Germain's  stand  part  of 
schedule  A." 

Mr.  C.  Ross  expressed  a  hope,  that  the 
Committee  would  allow   him  to  call  its 
attention   to  the  case  of  this  borough. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  controvert  any 
of  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite;   but  he  would 
beg  the  House  to  consider  what  was  the 
proposition  of  the  Bill  of  last  session  with 
respect  to  this  measure.     In  the  first  Bill 
the    borough   of   St.   Germain's  was   in 
ledule  B,  and  the  House  assented  to 
me  proposition,  that  where  the  population 
exceeded  2,000,  it  should  send  one  Mem- 
ber.    It  was  true  the  borough  itself  had 
not  that  population,   but  then  it  came 
under  another  principle  of  the  noble  Lord's, 
that  where  the  borough  and  the  parish 
were  of  the  same  name,  and  where  the 
borough  was  contained  in  one  parish,  the 
I  population  of  both  should  be  included. 
I  It  was  admitted,  that  if  this  plan  had  not 
r  been  adopted,  many  boroughs  would  be 
I  disfranchised  which  were  now  allowed  to 
I  send  Members.     By  the  census  of  1821, 
ri  the  parish  of  St.  Germain's  had  a  popu- 
l  lation  of  2|400|  and  at  present  the  number 


was  rather  greater.  He  mentioned  this 
fact  to  show,  that  the  borough  was  not 
declining.  In  this  return  the  population 
of  the  parish  was  included.  In  the  ques- 
tion of  population  it  resembled  Downton, 
but  it  differed  from  it  in  these  respects — 
that  it  was  impossible,  in  any  convenient 
distance,  to  get  the  required  number  of 
electors  for  Downton,  and  in  the  amount 
of  assessed  taxes  it  was  much  below  St. 
Germain's.  This  latter  borough  was  not 
in  a  poor  and  thinly  inhabited  district — it 
was  in  one  of  the  richest  parishes  in  Corn- 
wall. The  borough  alone  contained  100 
houses,  and  it  would  be  easy  to  make  up 
the  required  number  of  300  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. It  paid  341 Z.  in  assessed  taxes, 
which  was  more  than  that  paid  by  St. 
Ives  or  Malmesbury,  as  much  as  Oak^ 
hampton,  and  treble  the  amount  paid  by 
Downton.  As  to  the  returns,  on  which 
Ministers  grounded  their  attention,  all  the 
information  they  contained  was  known 
in  the  last  session.  One  of  the  re- 
turns, which  stated  that  there  was  no 
house  in  the  parish,  exclusive  of  the  bo- 
rough, rated  to  the  poor-rates  at  10/.  a 
year,  was  erroneous.  There  were  many 
respectable  houses  in  the  parish,  exclusive 
of  the  borough,  which  were  worth  more 
than  10/.,  and  many  others  might  be 
found  in  the  place  which  would  make  up 
the  required  constituency.  He  thought 
that  this  constituted  a  fair  claim  on  the 
part  of  the  borough  not  to  be  included  in 
schedule  A,  and  he  put  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  a  case  which  did  not  at  all  affect 
the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  /.  Russell  smdf  the  reason  why  St. 
Germain's  was  taken  from  schedule  B of  the 
last  Bill  was,  that  there  were  only  thirteen 
houses  in  the  town  and  parish  assessed  at 
10/.  and  upwards.  The  population  of  the 
town  and  borough  was  under  700 ;  the 
town  contained  only  fifty  acres ;  the  whole 
parish  exceeding  9,000  acres.  If  the  bo- 
rough was  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
presented, it  might  not  be  proper  to  make 
it  an  exception  to  the  rule;  but  they 
had  no  evidence  before  them  which  would 
lead  them  to  that  conclusion,  and  from 
all  that  had  reached  him  on  the  subject, 
he  had  reason  to  believe,  that  a  constitu- 
ency could  not  be  made  out  without  going 
a  distance  of  seven  or  eight  miles ;  and  in 
that  case  it  might  be  said,  that  it  would 
be  transferring  the  franchise  to  the  next 
town,  for  St.  Germain's  was,  of  itseif,  too 
small  and  insignificant  to  bear  a  part  itt 
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the  Representation.  There  were  only 
eight  houses  in  the  borough,  and  four  in 
the  parish,  rated  to  the  house-duty  at  lOZ. 
and  upwards,  and  this  at  two-thirds  of 
their  annual  value,  and  only  fifteen  houses 
in  the  borough  of  the  annual  value  of  10/. 
and  upwards.  In  such  a  town  and  neigh- 
bourhood, then,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
get  a  constituency  ;  and  on  these  grounds, 
he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be  omitted 
from  schedule  A.  He  must  hear  more 
than  he  had  yet  heard  to  induce  him  to 
change  his  opinion. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  that  when  the  hearing 
of  counsel  was  objected  to,  it  was  said, 
that  it  was  competent  for  Members  to  state 
the  condition  of  their  respective  boroughs, 
though  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  in- 
timated, that  the  Representatives  of  the 
boroughs  about  to  be  disfranchised,  either 
had  no  right  to  vote,  or,  at  least,  that 
they  ought  not  to  exercise  it ;  but  after 
what  had  passed,  he  supposed  that  they 
might,  without  objection,  perform  the  two 
duties  of  advocates  and  witnesses.  Con- 
sidering the  case  of  St.  Germain's  a  pecu- 
liar one,  he  should  trouble  the  Committee 
with  a  few  observations  upon  it.  Credit 
had  been  claimed  for  a  noble  Lord  (Rad- 
nor) for  the  disinterested  manner  in  which 
he  had  consented  to  the  sacrifice  of  Down- 
ton.  He  might  claim  for  the  noble  person 
who  possessed  influence  in  St.  Germain's 
a  similar  disinterestedness.  He  was  ready  to 
admit,thathehadbeen  introduced  by  noble 
and  influential  persons  to  the  notice  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  borough  of  St.Germain's, 
but  he  must,  at  the  same  time,  observe,  he 
was  not  bound  in  any  manner  to  support  the 
dictates  of  a  patron,  who,  having  never 
sought  for  any  advantage  from  the  posses- 
sion of  patronage,  could  have  no  object  in 
seeking  to  influence  the  conduct  of  the 
Members.  He  was  pledged  to  nothing 
but  a  fair  consideration  of  any  plan  of 
Reform  that  might  be  brought  forward, 
and,  in  answer  to  accusations  which  had 
been  thrown  out  against  him,  he  would 
say,  that  he  never  would  have  taken  his 
seat  upon  any  other  principle.  Having 
said  thus  much  with  respect  to  himself,  he 
might  add,that  long-cherished  connections 
and  early  prepossessions  led  him  to  desire 
to  give  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  all  the 
consideration  in  his  power,  and  to  support 
its  plans  of  Reform  as  far  as  they  could  be 
made  consistent  with  hit  duty  to  that 
House  and  to  the  coantry.  Without  now 
goinj;  into  any  examiiiatipn  of  the  decla- 


rations of  the  noble  Lord  with  respect  t 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  migtii  as 
on  what  ground  were  they  about  to  pre 
ceed  with  respect  to  St.  Germain's  ?  Tli 
borough  was  admitted,  in  the  flrst  Bill,  X 
have  had  the  requisite  number  of  inhabit 
ants  in  1821,  aiul  now,  as  in  the  cafl 
of  Downton,  it  was  proposed  a^in  t 
violate  the  principle  laid  down  by  Ministei 
themselves.  It  had  been  said,  that  S 
Germain's  was  an  insignificant  place,  bi 
his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Ross)  had  shewn,  froi 
the  amount  of  population,  the  number  ( 
10/.  houses,  and  the  amount  of  assesse 
taxes  paid,  that  it  was  far  from  being  ir 
significant,  and  that,  by  letting  in  part  c 
the  surrounding  parishes,  a  suflicientl 
numerous  constituency  might  be  obtainec 
The  noble  Lord  objected,  that  they  ha 
no  evidence  of  this  ;  that  the  informatio 
the  Ministers  had  procured  led  to  a  diflei 
ent  conclusion.  That  information  was  a 
lowed  not  to  rest  upon  the  best  authorit] 
They  had,  however,  in  this  case,  that  soi 
of  evidence,  which  the  noble  Lord  said 
would  be  competent  to  Members  to  oflTd 
in  the  Committee,  and  now,  when  offeree 
it  was  rejected.  The  argument  in  favou 
of  this  measure,  when  first  proposed,  wai 
that  it  would  strengthen  the  agricultun 
interest,  by  giving  the  franchise  to  run 
districts  in  connection  with  towns.  The 
argument  seemed  now  to  be  entirely  lot 
sight  of.  He  desired  the  abolition  of  th 
nomination  boroughs  ;  he  wished  them  t 
be  rendered  independent ;  but  it  was,  as  i 
such  cases  as  St.  Germain's,  by  extendin 
the  franchise  into  the  neighbouring  pari 
of  the  country.  In  this  way  he  felt  confi 
dent,  that  a  good  and  fair  constituenc 
might  be  obtained  in  the  case  now  undc 
their  consideration.  He  had  heard,  the 
an  hon.  Member,  having  been  applied  t 
to  contribute  something  in  aid  of  th 
Greeks,  said,  he  did  not  like  the  Greeki 
because  they  had  behaved  ill  to  the  Tro 
jans.  Whatever  might  have  been  the  fault 
of  the  ancient  Greeks,  it  would  not  b 
quite  fair  to  visit  them  on  their  descen 
dants  \  and  it  was  just  as  unfair  to  visi 
the  delinquencies,  whatever  they  migh 
have  been,  of  the  St.Germain's  that  was,  o 
the  St.Germain'sthatnow  18.  Bath,whici 
at  present  bad  only  thirty  voters,  would  b 
the  operation  of  this  Bill,  have  4,000.  Urn 
it  been  disfranchiseij,  the  loss  would  hav 
fallen,  not  upon  the  thirty  electors  whic: 
it  before  haa,  but  upon  the  4,000  wk 
would  thus  be .  shut  out  from  the  electiv 
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flranchise.  So,  in  the  present  case,  the 
loss  would  he  not  alone  to  St.  Germain*!, 
but  to  the  independent  body  of.  electors 
that  might  be  found  in  the  lurrounding 
neighbcmrhood.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  said,  St.  Germain's  was  not  such 
a  place  as  could  form  the  nucleus.  That 
ought  to  form  no  ground  for  its  exclusion. 
The  circumstance  that  the  electors  would, 
in  a  great  measure,  be  agricultural,  he  did 
not  expect  to  hear  stated  as  an  ohjection 
by  the  noble  Lord,  for  a  disposition  was 
at  first  manifested  to  rank  that  circum- 
stance among  the  benefits  that  would  arise 
from  the  Bill.  In  forty-four  of  the  bo- 
roughs in  schedule  D,  there  were  only 
eight  in  which  a  great  majority  of  the  elec- 
tors were  not  taken  from  the  country  dis- 
tricts adjoining.  He  implored  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Committee  to  look  at  this 
case  fairly  and  dispassionately,  and  to  ex- 
amine all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  it ;  and  if  they  did  so,  he  felt  confi- 
dent, they  must  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  no  ground  for  disfranchisement  had 
been  made  out.  It  was  incumbent  on  the 
noble  Lord,  not  only  to  act  with  fairness, 
but,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  avoid  even  the 
possibility  of  suspecting  unfairness.  He 
mtreated  him  not  to  endanger  the  advan- 
tages which  he  expected  to  arise  from  a 
great  and  extensive  change  of  this  kind, 
by  any  circumstances  which  could  afford 
any  ground  for  a  suspicion  of  unfairness. 

Mr.  Stanley  was  one  of  those  who  could 
not  object  to  the  inconsistency  of  the  union 
of  the  offices  of  witness  and  of  advocate, 
l3ecaiise  it  would  lead  liim  necessarily  to 
object  to  the  junction  of  another  office, 
which  was  open  to  the  imputation  of  still 
greater  inconsistency,  namely,  that  of  a 
judge.  If  counsel  had  been  admitted  to 
argue  the  merits  of  the  various  boroughs 
which  it  was  proposed  to  disfranchise,  the 
time  of  the  House  would  have  been  occu- 
pied, and  no  conclusion  would  have  been 
arrived  at.  In  bis  opinion,  the  Represent- 
ative of  any  place  was  the  fit  person  to  ad- 
vocate what  were  conceived  to  be  its  rights. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  for  he  had 
taken  down  his  words,  that  **  he  had  been 
introduced  by  noble  and  infiuential  per- 
sons to  the  notice  (delicately  put !)  of  the 
borough  of  St.  Germain's.'*  After  having 
vindicated  lun  patron,  and  after  having 
vindicated  his  own  independence,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proceeded  to  speak  upon 
the  question  of  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough.     The  hon.  Member  contended^ 


that  the  authors  of  the  Bill  did  not  pro- 
ceed upon  the  principle  of  destroying  no- 
mination boroughs  ;  because,  if  they  did, 
they  would  not  have  proposed  the  destruc- 
tion of  St.  Germain's.  The  principle  of 
the  authors  of  the  Bill  was,  to  destroy  the 
system  of  nomination  boroughs  as  a  whole. 
Being  obliged,  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  to  adopt  an  arbitrary  rule,  they  took 
as  prima  facie  evidence  that  a  borough 
was  a  nomination  borough,  that  it  did  not 
contain  a  population  of  2,000.  With  so 
small  a  population,  they  held,  that  a  bo- 
rough was  so  insignificant,  and  so  liable 
to  be  dependent,  that  it  ought  not  to  re- 
turn a  Member  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
Another  hon.  Member  had  adverted  to  the 
case  of  Downton.  Now,  the  population  of 
Downton  was  3,114,  andjthe  population  of 
St.  Germain's,  including  the  parish,  was 
only  2,442.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
the  population  and  extent  of  the  boroup^ 
of  St.  Germain's,  taking  for  his  authority 
the  returns  made  by  the  Portreeve  of  that 
borough  in  January,  1831,  at  which  time 
that  officer  had  no  knowledge  of  the  pur- 
pose for  which  those  returns  were  wanted. 
It  appeared,  that  the  borough  of  St.  Ger- 
main's, and  the  parish  in  which  it  was  situ- 
ated, were  not  co-extensive.  The  borough 
contained  forty  acres,  the  town  of  St* 
Germain's  fifty  acres,  and  the  parish  into 
which  it  was  proposed  to  swamp  the  bo- 
rough contained  no  less  than  9,029  acres ; 
nor  was  the  population  of  the  place  con- 
centrated in  the  borough.  By  the  popu- 
lation returns  of  1821,  which  were  correct, 
with  the  exception  that  the  town  and  bo- 
rough were  considered  as  co-extensive,  it 
appeared,  that  the  number  of  houses  in 
the  town  was  ninety-nine,  and  the  number 
of  male  inhabitants  247,  so  that  the  male 
and  female  population  might  be  taken  as 
being  under  500.  But  what  was  the 
population  of  the  remaining  part  of  the 
parish?  The  remainder  of  the  parish, 
including  the  village  of  Hessenford,  con- 
tained no  less  than  1,800  or  1,900  inha- 
bitants. The  same  difference  of  population 
was  apparent  in  the  returns  for  the  present 
year.  According  to  them,  the  town  con- 
tained 672  inhabitants,  and  the  other  part 
of  the  parish  1,914.  Now,  if  this  borough 
were  to  be  thrown  into  the  parish,  what 
was  to  prevent  such  a  principle  being  car- 
ried to  an  absurdity  ?  According  to  the 
same  rule,  why  should  not  a  circle  be 
drawn  round  Old  Sarum,  which  did  not 
contain  one  inhabitant,  and  the  elective 
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franchise  distributed  in  the  surrounding 
district?  The  House,  he  thought,  had 
already  disposed  of  this  case,  by  its  deci- 
sion on  the  question  of  the  borough  of 
Downton,  and  that  decision  he  hoped 
would  not  be  reversed. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  that  the  Ministers  had 
laid  down  a  rule,  that  all  boroughs  con- 
taining less  than  2,000  inhabitants  should 
be  disfranchised.  Now  the  parish  of 
St.  Germain's  had  a  population  beyond 
that  number ;  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
that  this  place,  together  with  the  surround- 
ing districts,  had  some  cause  to  complain, 
they  being  above  the  line,  and  yet  they 
were  placed  in  schedule  A.  He  also  con- 
sidered, that  Ministers  had  proceeded 
upon  erroneous  information.  The  first  re- 
turns were  grossly  incorrect,  and  the  new 
ones  were  anonymous.  No  comparison 
could  be  made  between  Old  Sarum  and 
St.  Germain's, unless  the  former  contained 
2,000  inhabitants.  In  the  case  of  Down- 
ton  a  constituency  could  not  be  obtained 
within  seven  miles.  St  Germain's  was 
included  in  the  schedule,  because  Ministers 
found  it  no  longer  necessary  to  conciliate 
the  landed  interest. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  that  he  always 
supposed,  that  the  returns  respecting  the 
number  of  10/.  houses  were  incorrect  in 
many  instances;  but  the  further  information 
which  had  been  given  to  the  House,  with 
respect  to  the  case  of  St.  Germain's,  was 
not  of  such  a  nature  as  to  make  him 
doub£  the  general  accuracy  of  the  returns. 

Sir  Charles  Wctherell  was  desirous  of 
arresting  the  nttention  of  the  House  whilst 
he  exauiined  the  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  drawn  a  paral- 
lel between  the  cases  of  Downton  and  this 
borough,  as  inapt  as  that  was  said  to  be 
between  Old  Sarum  and  Macedon.  The 
case  savoured  of  too  much  nicety — it  was 
too  Grecian  for  him.  However,  if  he  for- 
got his  Greek,  there  was  little  doubt  the 
King's  Attorney  General,  who  was  now  in 
closo  conversation  with  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  soon  rise  to  refresh  his 
fadins:  recollection  from  the  fountains  of 
his  literary  lore.  He  was  well  known  to 
be  a  ^ood  scholar,  and  competent,  as  the 
poet  describes  another  celebrated  person, 
to  transport  his  fancy  to  those  classic 
shores — 

"  modo  me  Thebis :  modo  ponlt  Athenli.*' 

He  cooressed  he  was  surprised  to  find  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  so  loon  forget  what 
the  noble  Lord,  who  talked  so  loudly  of  a 


principle  in  his  Bill,  had  done  with  the 
borough  of  Horsham.  To  use  the  phrase 
in  a  somewhat  unsailor-like  manner  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  borough 
had  been  swamped  on  Horsham  Common. 
Why,  if  this  could  be  done  to  suit  the 
wishes  or  objects  of  the  noble  Lord,  was 
not  there  a  much  fairer  reason  to  allow  the 
borough  of  St.  Germain's  to  be  swamped 
in  the  adjoining  parish,  than  allow  Hors* 
ham  to  be  swamped  in  the  neighbouring 
common  ?  The  noble  member  for  York- 
shire well  knew  the  extent  of  a  borough 
called  Malton  ;  it  was  iQug  enough  to  tire 
a  good  pair  of  post  horses  ;  yet  in  that  dis" 
tant  and  sequestered  place,  more  remark- 
able for  shooting  than  canvassing,  and 
where  there  were  more  grouse  than  voters, 
the  borouffh,  for  some  reason  bast  known 
to  the  noble  Lord,  hsd  been  sufferad  to  be 
swamped  in  the  woods  and  wilds  around 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
the  reason  for  this  is  comprised  in  one 
word — it  is  a  nomination  borough.  Now, 
though  this  be  not  the  fact  in  instances  with 
which  the  Ministers  themselves  are  ao«> 
quainted,why  was  Knaresborough,  notori- 
ously a  nomination  borough,andCalne,also 
a  nomination  borough,  to  be  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  the  disfranchising  princi- 
ple, and  preserved  to  the  patrons  ?  No 
answer  had,  in  his  opinion,  been  given  to  the 
arguments  of  his  ingenious  friend  (Mr. 
Praed).  Though  this  had  been  a  thriving; 
place,  still  that  circumstance,  as  was  well 
known  in  the  case  of  Fowey,  would  have 
been  over-ruled,  by  the  noble  Lord's  prin« 
ciple,  which,  to  all  appearance,  was  of  that 
flexible  nature,  that  it  seemed  to  suit  the 
objectsand  interests  of  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, on  all  occasions,  with  admirable 
facility. 

Mr.  Lambert  observed,  that  no  general 
rule  that  could  be  devised  could  be  ex- 
pected exactly  to  fit  every  individual  case. 
It  was  all  that  could  be  expected  if  the 
general  principle  were  adhered  to  as 
closely  as  circumstances  would  permit.  In 
the  present  case,  it  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  application  of  the  general  rule  was  fail 
and  impartial.  The  conduct  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  having  appealed  to 
the  country  on  the  question,  had  been 
most  laudable,  and  the  appeal  had  bean 
answered  as  it  deserved  to  be.  He  wished 
that  the  other  side  of  the  House  would 
pay  more  deference  than  they  seemed  diS" 
p(»ed  to  pay,  to  the  opinion  of  the  publia 
on  the  question ;  an  opinion  whichi  foodlj 
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expressed  as  it  was  by  the  various  classes 
of  which  that  public  was  composed,  de- 
manded their  attention.  Adverting  to  the 
charge  which  had  been  made  against 
several  hon.  Members,  of  coming  to  the 
House  fettered  by  their  previous  pledges, 
he,  for  one,  denied  that  such  had  been  his 
case.  He  had  distinctly  stated  his  opi- 
nions to  his  constituents,  and  had  told 
them,  that  if  they  approved  of  those  opi- 
nions they  would  vote  for  him,  but  not 
otherwise.  He  had  been  elected  upon  the 
ground  of  supporting  Reform ;  and  he  was 
the  more  ready  to  pledge  himself  to  its 
support,  as  be  decidedly  considered  it  to 
be  necessary  for  the  benefit  of  the  country. 
There  were  three  classes  of  Reformers,  or 
no  Reformers.  One  would  grant  some- 
thine,  a  second  a  little  more,  and  a  third 
would  reject  every  species  of  Reform 
altogether.  Now,  he  being  a  Reformer, 
and  believing  he  was  correct  in  his  views 
of  the  subject,  could  not  avoid  feeling 
some  indignation  at  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  by  its  enemies,  particularly 
in  that  House. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  supposed  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Rye  would  report  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  to 
those  members  of  the  Political  Union  of 
Manchester,  who  were  becoming  exaspe- 
rated at  the  delay  which  the  Reform  Bill 
had  experienced,  and  who  had  determined 
to  denounce  such  Members  of  that  House, 
who,  when  the  details  of  the  Bill  came 
under  consideration,  chose  to  touch  on 
perfectly  irrelevant  topics.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Lambert)  had  called  upon 
the  different  Reformers  in  that  House,  to 
come  forward  and  defend  their  opinions, 
and  had  laid  the  foundation  of  almost  in- 
terminable debates  ;  and  whenever  delay 
and  factious  opposition  should  be  again 
charged  against  the  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  *of  the  House,  he  would 
always  refer  to  the  example  of  the  hon. 
Member,  who  had  given  provocation  to 
debate,  which  required  the  utmost  for- 
bearance to  resist.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
but  fair  for  the  vengeance  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Political  Union  to  fall  solely 
and  singly  on  the  head  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Stanley)  said,  that  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  borough  of  St.  Ger- 
main's mieht  be  a  departure  from  the  letter 
of  the  Bill,  but  it  was  an  adherence  to  its 
principle.  Then  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  was  at 
a  loss  to  know  what  the  principle  was ; 


and  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  bound  to  show,  that  this 
borough  would  continue  to  be  a  nomina- 
tion borough,  when  the  new  constituency 
of  lOZ.  voters  was  thrown  in.  He  doubted 
the  policy  of  disfranchisement  of  the  kind 
proposed.  By  it,  that  portion  of  the  agri- 
cultural population,  not  being  freeholders 
or  copyholders,  but  inhabitants  of  10/. 
houses,  would  be  deprived  of  the  right  of 
voting :  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
franchise  of  boroughs  was  extended  into 
the  surrounding  districts,  that  particular 
class  of  persons  would  be  admitted  into 
the  franchise,  and  form  a  more  independ- 
ent set  of  voters  than  the  householders  in 
towns,  because,  being  more  scattered,  they 
would  be  less  likely  to  be  acted  upon  by 
political  clubs  and  unions.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was,  to  prevent  small  towns 
being  swamped  by  country  constituencies; 
though  he  had  previously  understood,  that 
the  object  of  tne  Bill  was  to  destroy  the 
unity  and  individuality  of  every  borough, 
and  admit  a  new  class  of  voters  from  agri- 
cultural parishes.  In  fact,  how  had  Minis- 
ters acted  with  respect  to  the  borough  of 
Christchurch  ?  The  area  of  Christchurch 
was  twenty-seven  square  miles,  or  up- 
wards of  1,700  statute  acres.  The  total 
number  of  1 0/.  houses  in  the  borough  of 
Christchurch  was  eight;  and  therefore  the 
surrounding  district  was  to  be  included,  in 
order  to  make  up  the  requisite  number  of 
300.  Then  how  could  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  contend  that  the  spirit  of  the 
Bill  was  not  to  swamp  small  towns  in 
country  districts?  He,  therefore,  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  spirit  of  the  Bill  would 
not  be  violated  by  allowing  St.  Germain's 
to  retain  the  elective  franchise. 

Mr.  Lambert  stated,  in  reference  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, respecting  the  Political  Union  of 
Manchester,  that  the  indignation  of  any 
individual  or  society  was  perfectly  indif- 
ferent to  him. 

Sir  R.  Peel  applauded  the  sentiments 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  informed  him, 
that  at  an  early  period  of  the  evenings 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  they  were 
threatened  with  the  enmity  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Political  Union,  if  any  delay 
with  respect  to  the  Reform  Bill  took  place; 
and  he  certainly  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  be  .the  first  person 
against  whom  their  enmity  should  be 
duected. 
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The  Attorney  General  did  not,  by  any 
means,  think  that  the  impatience  express- 
ed out  of  doors  on  the  subject  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  was  a  matter  to  be  thrown  out 
of  consideration  by  any  part  of  the  House. 
In  proposing  disfranchisement,  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  Government  to  draw  some 
line,  and  it  was  surprising  that  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had  not 
been  able  to  make  out  an  appearance  of 
more  anomalies  than  they  had  as  yet. 
The  Bill  had  not  been  brought  in  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  anomalies  ;  its  object 
was,  to  remove  the  gross  and  disgraceful 
abuses  of  the  system  of  nomination  bo- 
roughs, alike  dishonourable  to  the  nomi- 
nators and  nominees.  Therefore,  in  pro- 
posing to  take  St,  Germain's  out  of  sche- 
dule Ay  it  was  not  enough  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  show  him,  that  there  were  some 
boroughs  omitted  which  ought  to  have 
been  inserted  in  the  schedule — they  had 
to  prove  that  St.  Germain's  was  not  a  no- 
mination borough.  The  only  question  for 
the  House  to  consider  was,  whether  the 
line  adopted  by  Ministers,  had  been 
fairly  and  honestly  acted  upon  ?  In  fact, 
the  only  difficulty  which  Ministers  had 
experienced  in  applying  their  principle, 
arose  out  of  the  circumstance  of  having 
paid  too  much  consideration  to  those 
boroughs  which  were  under  the  influence 
of  persons  opposed  to  the  Government. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  cases  of  Aid- 
borough  and  Buckingham.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  coupled  Macedon 
and  Old  Sarum  together,  for  what  purpose 
he  could  not  imagine.  He  remembered, 
indeed,  that  there  was  something  in 
Shakspeare  about  Macedon  and  Mon- 
mouth, but  really  he  did  not  see  how  any 
comparison  could  be  instituted  between 
Macedon  and  Old  Sarum,  unless,  per- 
haps, it  might  be  said,  that  Macedon  was 
once  ruled  by  Alexander  the  Great,  and 
that  Old  Sarum  was  now  governed  by 
another  Alexander. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  told  the  Committee,  in  aggravation 
of  the  case  of  this  borough,  that  he 
looked  upon  it  with  still  greater  suspicion, 
when  he  heard  the  defence  made  for  it, 
and  observed  the  zeal  which  was  display- 
ed on  its  behalf.  Surely  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  have  seen  the 
same  zeal  in  favour  of  Downton.  He 
(Mr.  Croker)  had  argued,  in  that  case, 
that  Downton,  as  well  as  St,  Germain's, 
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would,  when  the  new  constituency  wa 
formed,  be  a  free  and  independent  bo 
rough.  He  was  actuated  by  the  sam 
zeal  to  see  justice  done  in  every  case 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  talked  c 
anomalies,  when  the  more  appropriat 
phrase  would  be,  violations  of  their  owi 
principles.  Anomalies  !  why,  absurdity- 
partiality — injustice — would  be  the  mor 
fitting  designations.  But  he  would  poin 
out  one  or  two  of  those  anomalies.  On 
anomaly  was,  that  a  lOZ.  house  in  West 
minster,  and  one  in  the  distant  borough  o 
St.  Germain's,  a  lOZ.  house  in  Westmor 
land,  and  another  in  Grosvenor-square 
would  be  of  equal  value  in  the  electora 
scale.  Another  anomaly  was,  that  th( 
borough  of  Malton,  for  instance,  with  it 
4,005  inhabitants,  was  to  have  two  Mem 
bers,  while  the  gigantic  town  (as  he  wouh 
call  it)  of  Bolton,  with  a  population  o 
40,000,  would  have  but  one.  The  Bil 
had  been  framed  by  Ministers  with  a  viev 
to  party  purposes — Calne  was  the  key 
stone  of  their  arch.  The  fact  was,  tha 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  set  out  upoi 
a  broad  rule ;  to  which,  however,  they  di( 
not  think  proper  to  adhere.  They  hac 
had  the  borough  of  Calne  before  their  vie\ 
in  the  formation  of  this  measure,  and  U 
that  case  every  one  of  fifty  boroughs  wai 
made  to  bend.  In  Calne  the  borouo^h  an< 
the  parish  were  confounded,  and  the  nobli 
Lord  said,  in  his  defence,  that  he  had  n< 
means  of  distinguishing  the  one  from  th< 
other.  Now  he  had  in  his  hand  a  paper 
dated  in  January,  1831,  which  had  beei 
used  by  the  noble  Lord  as  ancillary  anc 
auxiliary  to  the  population  returns.  Ii 
that  document  the  borough  was  separatee 
from  the  parish  ;  their  condition  and  cir 
cumstances  were  separately  and  indivi 
dually  expressed ;  and,  would  the  Hous< 
believe  it  ?  the  result  was,  that  if  the  prin 
ciple  professed  by  his  Majesty's  Minister 
had  been  acted  upon,  Calne  would  havt 
been  placed  in  schedule  A,  instead  of  it 
being  left  where  it  was  with  an  undimi 
nished  representation.  The  paper  t< 
which  he  referred  was  ordered  by  the  Hous< 
to  be  printed  on  the  30th  of  March,  but  i 
was  dated  at  Calne  on  the  24th  of  January 
and  it  stated,  that  the  borough  of  Caln< 
was  only  part  of  the  parish  in  which  i 
stood,  for  the  parish  of  Calne  includec 
8,000  acres,  very  nearly  the  number  o 
acres  contained  in  poor  St.  Germain's 
which  was  to  be  excluded  from  all  favour 
30  that  it  happened^  by  oqe  of  those  luckj 
N 
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drcumstances  by  which,  through  the  pro- 
vidence of  Heaven,  unjust  acts  and  undue 
courses  expose  themselves,  this  dislVan- 
chised  parish  borough  contained  the  same 
number  of  acres  as  Calne,  which  was  to  be 
preserved.  The  paper  went  on  to  say, 
that  at  the  date  of  the  return,  January 
last,  the  borough  contained  only  991  male 
inhabitants,  of  course  under  the  population 
returns  of  1821  it  must  have  contained 
still  fewer  ;  for  it  would  seem,  that  in  Ja- 
nuary his  Majest/s  Ministers  had  a  notion 
floating  in  their  minds  that  the  number  of 
male  inhabitants  would  be  a  proper  test  to 
apply  to  the  borough.  Well,  then,  the 
number  of  male  inhabitants  of  Calne  being 
997,  if  they  set  down  the  other  sex  at  about 
the  same  number,  which  was  the  usual 
proportion,  the  whole  amount  must  have 
been  short  of  2,000,  and  Calne  must  have 
fallen  into  index  ex-put gatorius  of  schedule 
A.  So  then  the  framers  of  the  measure 
cried  out  **  Oh,  that  will  not  do.  We 
must  look  for  another  principle.  Let  us 
confound  the  borough  and  the  parish  toge- 
ther." By  that  arrangement  Calne  would 
have4,500  inhabitants ;  and, consequently, 
it  retained  its  two  Members.  He  dared  say, 
that  when  the  desire  to  save  Calne  was 
expressed  in  the  Cabinet,  there  was  some 
one  present  quick-sighted  enough  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  borough  of  St.  Germain's 
was  similarly  circumstanced,  and  that  if 
the  town,  and  the  parish,  were  to  be  united 
as  in  the  case  of  Calne,  it  would,  like 
Calne,  preserve  its  Members.  *'  Oh ! 
never  mind  that,"  said  another,  "  we  will 
find  some  anomaly,  or  some  accident  in 
the  progress  of  the  measure,  to  get  us  out 
of  the  scrape.  Lord  Radnor  shall  go 
into  the  library  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  shall  meet  Lord  John  Russell,  and  say 
to  him.  *  Oh!  pray  don't  spare  Down- 
ton,  give  me  great  credit  for  the  patriotic 
sacrifice  of  Downton,  where  I  sacrifice 
nothing  at  all ;'  and  then  St.  Germain's 
may  be  abolished  under  the  precedent  of 
Downton,  and  in  spite  of  the  precedent  of 
Calne.'"  Gentlemen  who  made  exclama- 
tions of  surprise  had,  perhaps,  not  heard 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  which  he 
stated,  that  he  had  met  Lord  Radnor  in 
the  library,  and  that  such  a  conversation 
had  passed  between  them.  So,  because 
those  two  noble  Lords  had  met  in  that 
way,  the  whole  principle  of  the  new  Con- 
stitution of  England  was  to  be  abandoned ; 
and  the  laws  established  by  Ministers,  ar- 
bitrary and  partial  enough,  God  knows,  in 


themselves,  were  to  be  made  still  more  so 
by  private  objects  and  personal  favoritism. 
It  was  a  very  curious  and  remarkable  cXx^ 
cumstance,  that,  at  the  very  same  time 
that  the  noble  Lord  put  St.  Germain's  out 
of  schedule  B  into  schedule  A,  because,  as 
he  said,  it  was  a  small  borough,  situated 
in  a  large  parish,  with  which  it  had  no 
common  interest,  he  put  Aldborough — by 
way  of  striking  a  balance — from  schedule 
A  to  B,  although  it  was  smaller  than  the 
borough  of  St.  Germain's,  and  situated  in 
a  larger  parish— although  It  was  in  every 
respect  inftrior  in  population,  in  the  num- 
ber of  its  houses,  ana  in  rates.  The  total 
population  of  St.  Germain's  was  2,400,  the 
total  population  of  enfrancbifted  Aldbo- 
rough was  !?,129 — talking  now  of  the 
parishes.  The  number  or  males  in  the 
borough  of  St.  Germain's  was  241' ;  In  Aid- 
borough  there  were  only  236.  The  houses 
in  the  despicable  and  condemned  borongh 
of  St.  Germain's  amounted  to  446,  whUe 
the  dignified  borough  of  Aldborough  con- 
tained but  408.  ifis  attention  was  pecu- 
liarly called  to  these  points  by  a  remarkable 
circumstance,  which  appeared  from  the 
papers  placed  on  the  Table  by  the  noble 
Lord.  There  was  an  ancient  borongh  in 
Yorkshire,  called  Richmond,  which  sent  a 
memorial,  expressing  its  approbation  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  altnough  it  would 
deprive  it  of  its  privileges.  The  memorial- 
ists were  contented,  they  said,  to  submit  to 
the  general  rule,  and  lose  some  of  their 
own  influenc^e  for  the  general  good ; 
but  they  stated,  that  they  had  just  learned 
with  regret,  that  the  autnors  of  the  mea- 
sure had  admitted  Aldborough,  and  North- 
allerton, and  Thirsk,  which  were  situated 
in  parishes  extending  five  or  six,  and  in  the 
case  of  Northallerton,  so  far  as  sixteen 
miles  from  the  borough  town ;  and  they, 
therefore,  entreated  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment either  to  adhere  to  the  principle  which 
they  had  laid  down ;  or  to  let  Richmond 
and  other  towns,  have  the  same  advantages 
which  were  thus  extended,  contrary  to  the 
general  rule,  to  a  few  favoured  places. 
Now  he  would  say,  *•  Non  mens  hie  iermo^* 
— these  were  not  his  representations,  they 
were  those  of  staunch  reformers — of  trusty 
Whigs,  who  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  although  its  efi'ect  would  be  pre- 
judicial to  themsrlves.  If  the  Committee 
were  to  go  on  thus  violently,  abrogating 
ancient  rights  and  disfranchising  corpora- 
tions ;  let  them,  at  all  events,  have  one 
certain  principle  to  go  upon;  let  them 
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have  some  point  on  which  they  could  set- 
tle or  repose,  and  not  be  night  after  night 
driven  about  to  every  point  of  the  com- 
pass, and  end  in  the  long-run  by  violating 
the  rights,   the  franchises,  and  liberties, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  insulting  the  com- 
mon sense  and  common  decency  of  the 
people  of  England.     It  might  be  said  to 
him,   '*  Move  to  disfranchise  Calne  and 
Aldborough,  to  curtail  Northallerton,  to 
amend  Thirsk,  to  reform  Malton,  and  clear 
away  other  anomalies;*'  but  all  that  was 
not  his  business.     He  certainly  would,  at 
a  proper  time,  oppose  all  these  violations 
of  principle,  but  at  present  he  only  v/ished 
to  show  the  Attorney  General,  that  the  line 
which  had   been    chosen   had   not  been 
honestly  pursued,  and  that  St.  Germain's 
had  not  been  fairly  treated.     He  confined 
himself  to  showing,  that  one  borough  was 
dealt  with  after  one  fashion,  and  another 
after  another.     If  the  Committee  were  to 
be  severe,  let  it  also  be  just.     Do  not  let 
the  people  of  Richmond,  who  were  excel- 
lent Whigs,  petitioners  for  the  Bill — do 
not  let  them  be  disfranchised,  while  other 
places  less  deserving  representation,  were 
favoured  merely  to  suit  the  convenience  of 
Whig  Ministers,  or  the  interests  of  their 
immediate  followers.     If  the  Committee 
was  to  go  arbitrarily  to  work,  let  it  begin 
again.     If  no  ancient  landmarks  were  to 
be  followed,  let  the  whole  be  taken  in  a 
lump,  let  the  country  be  divided  into  dis- 
tricts, and  let  the  single  vote  be,  that  so 
many  people  shall  return  a  Member.     In 
that    course,   however    objectionable    on 
other  grounds,  there  would  be,  at  least, 
impartiality  and  justice;  the  course  into 
which  Ministers  were  dragging  the  House, 
and  the  partialities  which  they  veiled  under 
the  sort  name  of  anomalies  was  offensive 
to  every  feeling  of  fair  dealing,  and  would 
be  found  intolerable  when  attempted  to  be 
brought  into  practice.     Reverting,  in  con- 
clusion, to  the  particular  case  before  the 
Committee,  he  was  convinced  that  there 
was  no  Member  who  heard  him,  and  who 
would  compare  this  case  with  the  cases  of 
Aldborough  and   Northallerton,  and   the 
others,  who  would  not  feel,  that  St.  Ger- 
main's ought  to  be  replaced,  where  it  ori- 
ginally stood)  in  schedule  B. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  this  question  was 
so  exhausted  that  he  would  not  protract 
the  discussion ;  and  as  to  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Croker), 
they  had  been  repeated  for  the  hundredth 
tiine«    They  had  as  often  times  been  re- 


peated, and  no  farther  answer  was  n 

necessary.      The   right   hon.    Gentlem 

must  have  surprised  his  own  friends  at  I 

other  side  of  the  House  by  bis  many  i 

aggerations,  which  he  (Lord  J.  Rusti 

could  not  avoid  saying,  were  biassed 

strong  and  manifest  feelings  of  a  charac 

which  it  would  not  now  be  necessary 

describe.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  h 

alluded  to  the  partiality  of  his  Majest 

^Ministers   in    the   selection   of  boroug 

which    they   considered   it    necessary 

place  in  schedules  A  and  B.     But  wh 

he  laid  so  much  force  upon  Calne,  w 

did  he  forget  such  places  as  Buckingha 

Oakhampton,    Bridgewater,    and     ma 

others,  which  were  to  be  retained  in  set 

dule  B?     Why  did  he  forget  Westbu 

and  Tamworth  ?     The  returns  from  ma 

boroughs  included  the  population  of  co 

tiguous  townships  or  parishes,  as  in  t 

case   of  Amersham,  and   there   were 

effectual  means  of  ascertaining  the  exs 

amount  of  the  population.  In  other  plac 

the  returns  were  more  distinct ;  and  if  t 

Government,  in  bringing  forward  this  Bi 

had  not  acted  upon  principle,  although 

might  operate  as  a  hardship  to   certa 

boroughs,  they  never  could  have  produci 

any  general,  or  practical  system  of  R 

form.     Night  after  night  the  same  obje 

tions  had  been  stated  as  to  the  mainte 

ance  of  Calne  in  schedule  B  ;  party  pi 

poses  were  attributed  to  the  Govern  me 

in  their  selection,  and  he  was  sure,  that 

disclaiming  any  such  object  he  should  ha 

the  concurrence  of  the    House  and  t 

country.     The  information  which  he  hi 

collected,  convinced  him,  that  it  was  n 

cessary  to  be  guided  by  the  populatii 

returns.  There  were  seventeen  or  eightet 

boroughs    similarly    circumstanced    wi 

Calne,  many  of  them  being  under  the  i; 

fluence  of  Gentlemen  at  the  other  side 

the  House,  and  he  supposed  it  would  n 

be  said,  that  all  those  boroughs  were  ii 

eluded  in  an  arrangement  made,  for  tl 

sake  of  the  support  which  his  Majesty 

Government  would  derive  from  the  foi 

or  five  Members  from  Calne,  and  Horshar 

and  Morpeth,  opposed  as  they  would  1 

by  the  thirty  or  forty  others.     Richmor 

was  much  more  likely  to  engage  the  pa 

tiality  of  his  Majesty's  Government  tha 

Northallerton,  if  they  suffered  themselvt 

to  be  actuated  by  such  a  feeling.     Bi 

the  list  of  boroughs  which  they  had  treai 

ed  in  the  same  way  with  Calne,  was  the  be 

proof  that  they  had  no  sinister  motive.  C 

N2 
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Ebnngton,  Viscount 
Foster,  James 
Fordwich,  Lord 
Godson,  Richard 
(irosvenor,  lion.  E. 
IleroD,  Sir  11. 
Hutchinson,  J.  H. 
Loch,  J. 


Lushinglon,  Dr.  S. 
Morisouy  John 
Sheil,  Richard  L. 
Stewart,  Pat. 
Tavistock,  Marquis 
Waterpark,  Lord 
White,  Samuel 
Williams,  John 


The  next  question  was,  *'that  the  bo- 
rough of  St.  Mawe's  be  placed  in  sche- 
dule A." 

Mr.  Piggott  said,  this  borough  fell  so 
clearly  within  the  line  of  disfranchisement, 
that  he  did  not  expect  it  would  be  al- 
lowed to  continue  to  send  Representatives. 
The  influence  prevailing  there  was  property, 
and  had  never  been  improperly  exerted. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelkam  said,  that  although 
he  had  never  had  the  honour  to  sit  for  the 
borough  of  St.  Mawe's,  he  had  represented 
a  borough  that  was  very  near  it,  and  he 
knew  something  of  its  history  and  consti- 
tution. It  was  owing  to  a  noble  relative 
of  his  (Lord  Chichester)  that  that  borough 
was  always  an  independent  borough.  En- 
deavours had  not  been  wanting  to  consti- 
tute it  a  Ministerial  borough,  but  the  de- 
termination of  the  noble  Lord  had  efTec- 
tualiy  defeated  that  object.  It  was  there- 
fore that  he  rose  to  recommend  the  ex- 
clusion of  St.  Mawe's  from  schedule  A. 

Motion  carried. 

The  Committee  then  agreed,  that  the 
borough  of  St.  Michael,  or  Midshall,  Corn- 
wall, do  form  part  of  schedule  A. 

On  the  motion  "  that  the  borough  of 
Saltash  do  form  part  of  schedule  A.'' 

Mr.  Croker  declared,  that  if  the  Minis- 
try intended  to  act  upon  the  principle  of 
taking  a  borough  and  parish  together, 
when  they  would,  if  united,  give  a  suf- 
ficient constituency,  the  borough  of  Salt- 
ash  ought  not  to  be  totally  disfranchised. 
That  borough  formed  part  of  the  parish 
of  St.  Stephen,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  were  married  and  buried  in  the 
Church  of  St.  Stephen.  The  name  of 
the  parish  itself  was  the  parish  of  St.  Ste- 
phen juxta  Saltash,  but  it  was  called  Salt- 
ash  for  shortness.  The  borough  itself  con- 
tained a  population  of  1,500,  and,  united 
with  the  borough,  the  population  amounted 
to  2,800.  Having  simply  stated  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  move  that  it  be  trans- 
ferred from  schedule  A  to  schedule  B. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
admit,  that  the  borousrh  of  Saltiish  was 
the  weakest  case  of  the  boroughs  placed 
in  schedule  A.    They  had  cousidered  that 


this  was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  the 
borough  and  parish  were  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  each  other.  The  facts  whidi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  and 
which  he  (Lord  AUhorp)  was  not  able 
completely  to  controvert,  had  induced  bim 
to  entertain  some  doubts  of  the  propriety 
of  their  decisions.  He  only  hesiutfid 
upon  the  question,  whether  the  popula- 
tion of  the  parish  was  properly  to  be  con- 
sidered as  part  of  the  population  of  the 
borough.  He  admitted,  that  the  pecu- 
lation of  the  parish  was  consideFftble*  and 
that  there  were  many  persons  of  cODsider- 
able  wealth  who  resided  in  the  agricultural 
district  of  the  borough.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  willing  to  leave  it  to 
the  House  to  decide  whether  they  were 
right  or  wrong  in  putting  the  borough  into 
schedule  A.  He  repeated,  that  from  the 
information  he  now  possessed,  he  thought 
the  case  was  one  of  doubt. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  afler  tlie  very 
fair  and  candid  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  should  not  say  more  upon 
the  subject,  beyond  repeating  his  convic- 
tion that  the  case  was  one  which  required 
the  borough  to  be  transferred  to  schedule  B» 
and  putting  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether, 
even  upon  his  own  showing,  it  ought  to  be 
permitted  to  remain  where  it  now  was  ? 

Mr.  Frederick  Villiers  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  it  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  enlarge  upon  the 
claim  of  Saltash  to  be  excluded  from 
schedule  A.  The  borougii  was  in  the 
centre  of  the  parish  or  town  of  St.  Ste- 
phen ;  they  were  completely  identified  ; 
the  tithes  were  all  paid  to  the  same  clergy- 
man, and  they  ought  to  be  united  together, 
and  be  allowed  to  return  one  Member. 

Lord  Milton  hoped,  that  the  borough 
would  be  kept  in  schedule  A.  He  thought 
it  was  desirable  that  they  should  not  aban- 
don the  rules  they  had  once  laid  down. 
He  had  shown  the  sincerity  of  his  desire 
of  adhering  to  those  rules,  by  the  two 
votes  he  had  given  against  his  noble  friend 
on  the  question  they  had  just  decided, and 
on  the  question  of  Downton;  and  he 
should  still  act  upon  the  principle  of 
strictly  following  up  the  rules  they  had 
once  adopted.  He  did  not  think,  that 
grounds  for  exempting  this  borough  from 
the '  operation  of  schedule  A  had  been 
made  out  with  anything  like  the  same 
degree  of  strength  in  this  case  as  in  that 
of  Aldborough.  The  borough  of  Salteih 
might  be  a  part  of  the  pariw  of  Bu  flto* 
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The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  St.  Mawe's  be  placed  in  sche- 
dule A." 

Mr.  Piggott  said,  this  borough  fell  so 
clearly  within  the  line  of  disfranchisement, 
that  he  did  not  expect  it  would  be  al- 
lowed to  continue  to  send  Representatives. 
The  influence  prevailing  there  was  property, 
and  had  never  been  improperly  exerted. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  although 
he  had  never  had  the  honour  to  sit  for  the 
borough  of  St.  Mawe's,  he  had  represented 
a  borough  that  was  very  near  it,  and  he 
knew  something  of  its  history  and  consti- 
tution. It  was  owing  to  a  noble  relative 
of  his  (Lord  Chichester)  that  that  borough 
was  always  an  independent  borough.  En- 
deavours had  not  been  wanting  to  consti- 
tute it  a  Ministerial  borough,  but  the  de- 
termination of  the  noble  Lord  had  efTec- 
tualiy  defeated  that  object.  It  was  there- 
fore that  he  rose  to  recommend  the  ex- 
clusion of  St.  Mawe's  from  schedule  A. 

Motion  carried. 

The  Committee  then  agreed,  that  the 
borough  of  St.  Michael,  or  Midshall,  Corn- 
wall, do  form  part  of  schedule  A. 

On  the  motion  "  that  the  borough  of 
Salt  ash  do  form  part  of  schedule  A." 

Mr.  Croker  declared,  that  if  the  Minis- 
try intended  to  act  upon  the  principle  of 
taking  a  borough  and  parish  together, 
when  they  would,  if  united,  give  a  suf- 
ficient constituency,  the  borough  of  Salt- 
ash  ought  not  to  be  totally  disfranchised. 
Tliat  borough  formed  part  of  the  parish 
of  St.  Stephen,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  were  married  and  buried  in  the 
Church  of  St.  Stephen.  The  name  of 
the  parish  itself  was  the  parish  of  St.  Ste- 
phen juxta  Saltash,  but  it  was  called  Salt- 
ash  for  shortness.  The  borough  itself  con- 
tained a  population  of  1,500,  and,  united 
with  the  borough,  the  population  amounted 
to  2,800.  Having  simply  stated  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  move  that  it  be  trans- 
ferred from  schedule  A  to  schedule  B. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  he  felt  lx>und  to 
admit,  that  the  boroudi  of  Saltash  was 
the  weakest  case  of  the  boroughs  placed 
in  schedule  A.    They  had  cousidered  that 


this  was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  the 
borough  and  parish  were  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  each  other.  The  facts  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  and 
which  he  (Lord  Althorp)  was  not  able 
completely  to  controvert,  had  induced  bim 
to  entertain  some  doubts  of  the  propriety 
of  their  decisions.  He  only  hesiutfid 
upon  the  question,  whether  the  popula- 
tion of  the  parish  was  properly  to  be  con- 
sidered as  part  of  the  population  of  the 
borough.  He  admitted,  that  the  popu- 
lation of  the  parish  was  considerable*  and 
that  there  were  many  persons  of  coDsider- 
able  wealth  who  resided  in  the  agricultural 
district  of  the  borough.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  willing  to  leave  it  to 
the  House  to  decide  whether  they  were 
ri»'ht  or  wrong  in  putting  the  borough  into 
schedule  A.  He  repeated,  that  from  the 
information  he  now  possessed,  he  thought 
the  case  was  one  of  doubt. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  after  the  very 
fair  and  candid  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  should  not  say  more  upon 
the  subject,  beyond  repeating  his  convic- 
tion that  the  case  was  one  which  required 
the  borough  to  be  transferred  to  schedule  B» 
and  putting  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether, 
even  upon  his  own  showing,  it  ought  to  be 
permitted  to  remain  where  it  now  was  ? 

Mr.  Frederick  Villiers  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  it  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  enlarge  upon  the 
claim  of  Saltash  to  be  excluded  from 
schedule  A.  The  borougii  was  in  the 
centre  of  the  parish  or  town  of  St.  Ste- 
phen ;  they  were  completely  identified  ; 
the  tithes  were  all  paid  to  the  same  clergy- 
man, and  they  ought  to  be  united  together, 
and  be  allowed  to  return  one  Member. 

Lord  Milton  hoped,  that  the  borough 
would  be  kept  in  schedule  A.  He  thought 
it  was  desirable  that  they  should  not  aban- 
don the  rules  they  had  once  laid  down. 
He  had  shown  the  sincerity  of  his  desire 
of  adhering  to  those  rules,  by  the  two 
votes  he  had  given  against  his  noble  friend 
on  the  questionthey  had  just  decided, and 
on  the  question  of  Downton;  and  he 
should  still  act  upon  the  principle  of 
strictly  following  up  the  rules  they  had 
once  adopted.  He  did  not  think,  that 
grounds  for  exempting  this  borough  from 
the' operation  of  schedule  A  had  been 
made  out  with  anything  like  the  same 
degree  of  strength  in  this  case  as  in  that 
of  Aldborough.  The  borough  of  Slaltesh 
might  be  a  part  of  the  parai  of  Su  flto* 
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phen ;  but  it  was  not — if  be  might  use 
such  an  expression — the  metropolis  of  that 
parish.  It  might  contain  the  greatest 
mass  of  people  that  was  to  be  found  in 
any  one  place  iu  that  parish ;  but  still  it 
was  not  the  metropolis  of  that  parish.  It 
was  not  properljp  and  strictly*  and  legally 
a  part  of  the  parish.  He  thouglit  not. 
The  borough  of  Saltash  did  not  contain 
within  itself  the  parish  church  of  St.  Ste- 
phen I  and  the  very  name  of  the  parish 
showed  that  the  borough  and  parish  were 
not  legally  connected  together,  for  the 
name  was  St.  Stephen^'uxto  Saltash.  That 
was  a  decisive  proof,  that  the  mother 
church  of  St.  Stephen  was  not  part  of  the 
borough  of  Saltash.  Now,  it  appeared 
to  him,  that  if  Saltash  was  taken  out  of 
schedule  A,  the  Committee  would  be 
abandoning  the  rule  kid  down  in  the  case 
of  Beeralston. 

Sir  Anthony  BuUer  supported  the  pro- 
position to  transfer  the  borough  of  Salt- 
ash to  schedule  B. 

Lord  John  Ruuell  admitted,  thiit  the 
case  of  Saltash  was  certainly  on  tlie  con- 
fines of  the  rule  which  the  Government 
had  laid  down.  He  believed,  that  tlie 
borough  and  chapehy  were  not  separated 
from  each  other.  He  should  not,  there- 
fore, press  the  total  disfranchisement  of 
this  borough ;  but  should  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  House^  to  deal  with  it  as  they 
thought  fit. 

The  quesliou  was  put,  that  Saltash  stand 
part  of  Schedule  A,  and  the  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  150;  Noes  231 — Major- 
ity 81.  The  borough  of  Saltash  was 
therefore  transferocd  to  Schedule  B, 
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Marjoribanks,  S.  Winnington,  Sir  T. 

Marshall,  William  ^Vood,  John 

Mildraay,  P.  St.  J.  Warburton,  H. 

Miltoo,  Viscount  Wyse,  Thomas 

Moreton,  Hon.  H.  White,  Samuel 
Morrison,  James  teller. 

Mullins,  Frederick  Hunt,  Henry. 

The  next  question  was,  ^'  that  the  bo 
rough  of  Old  Sarum  stand  part  of  sche 
dule  A." 

Sir  C.  Forbes  said,  that  he  could  no 

allow  this  borough  to  be  disfranchiaec 
without  saying,  that  the  two  hon.  Mem 

bers  who  represented  it  were  as  independ 
eat  as  any  hon.  Members  in  that  House 

The  noble  Lord  who  had  introduced  thii 
Bill  liad  said,  in  a  publication  of  bisi  tba 
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he  should  no  more  think  of  touching  Old 
Sarum,  than  of  touching  the  ground  on 
which  Old  Sarum  stood.  The  noble  Lord 
now,  not  only  touched,  but  proposed  to 
annihilate  Old  Sarum. 

Mr.  O'Conwc/Z  was  apprehensive,  when 
the  hon.  Member  rose,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  a  discovery  of  some  place 
to  which  Old  Sarum  could  be  united  and 
that  they  should  be  told  of  a  parish  juxta 
Old  Sarum.  It  was  with  regard  to  this 
borough  that  Lord  Camelford  had  put  an 
advertisement  into  the  newspapers,  in 
which  advertisement  that  noble  Lord 
pledged  himself,  that  if  he  lived  till  the 
next  election,  he  would  send  his  negro 
servant  into  the  House  as  member  for  Old 
Sarum.  He  had  read  this  in  the  news- 
papers himself,  and  no  one  could  doubt 
the  right  of  his  Lordship  to  have  redeemed 
his  pledge  if  he  pleased,  and  if  the  negro 
were  born  under  the  British  flag,  his  Lord- 
ship would  only  have  had  to  give  the  negro 
a  qualification,  and  then  he  might  have 
sent  him  in  in  his  livery.  Other  Members 
had  been  sent  into  that  House  often 
enough  for  rotten  boroughs,  who,  if  they 
had  not  worn  livery,  had  been  quite  as 
much  under  the  control  of  their  patrons 
as  this  negro  could  possibly  have  been 
under  the  control  of  Lord  Cdmelford  ; — 
ay,  and  there  had  also  been  Members 
enough  for  rotten  boroughs  who  had  been 
quite  as  black  inside  as  the  swarthiest 
negro  could  be  outside.  He  spoke,  of 
course,  of  former  Parliaments,  not  of  the 
present  Parliament. 

Mr.  C  W,  Wynn  had  only  to  say,  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  story  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  narrated. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  thought  there  was 
no  occasion  for  any  one  to  speak  against 
Old  Sarum,  as  he  believed  no  one  could 
be  found  to  speak  for  it.  He  believed 
Old  Sarum  to  be  the  least  objectionable 
of  all  the  boroughs  which  they  had  so 
properly  destroyed.  He  admitted,  that 
his  two  hon.  friends  who  were  members  for 
it  were  as  independent  as  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  House;  but  then,  unfortunate- 
ly, they  were  the  Representatives  of  them- 
selves, and  not  of  the  people.  One  of 
them  was  an  hon.  colleague  of  his,  a  Di- 
rector in  the  East- India  Company.  Out 
of  twelve  persons  connected  with  that 
body  who  had  seats  in  Parliament,  only 
two  or  three  sat  for  places  touched  by 
this  Bill.    He  said  this  in  reply  to  the  re- 


mark that  had  been  made,  that  the  mea^ 
sure  at  present  under  consideration  would 
shut  out  persons  connected  with  that  Com- 
pany, and  generally  with  commerce. 

Mr.  O'Connell  would  not  have  risod 
again  but  for  the  contradiction  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn).  He  had  said,  and 
he  How  repeated,  that  he  had  read  the  story 
in  the  newspapers.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  contradict  that  ?  And 
farther,  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
was  so  well  versed  in  parliamentary  law, 
mean  to  deny,  that  Lord  Camelford  might 
have  returned  his  Negro  servant  if  he  had 
pleased  ? 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  thought  he  had 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say, 
that  he  had  read  such  an  advertisement 
of  Lord  Camelford's  in  the  newspapers. 
Now,  the  fact  was,  that  what  Lord  Camel- 
ford  did  advertise  in  the  newspapers,  was 
an  unqualified  contradiction  of  the  story, 
and  a  declaration  that  he  had  never  enter- 
tained the  intention  which  that  story  im- 
puted to  him. 

Sir  J,  Malcolm  begged  to  notice  an  im- 
pression which  might  have  been  made  by 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
the  member  for  Kirkcudbright.  That  hon. 
Member  had  stated,  that  only  three  oat 
of  twelve  Directors  of  the  East-India  Com- 
pany who  were  in  Parliament,  sat  for 
close,  or  nomination  boroughs.  But  he 
begged  the  House  to  recollect,  that  a 
great  proportion  of  the  Directors  were 
wealthy  London  merchants,  who  had  never 
been  in  India,  and  of  course  had  none  of 
the  local  knowledge  which  was  so  essen- 
tial to  the  good  government  of  that  coun- 
try. The  interests  of  our  Indian  empire 
demanded  that  some  Members  of  this 
House  should  be  well  acquainted  with  that 
country. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  that  the  hoQ. 
member  for  Kirkcudbright  was  very  much 
in  error  in  supposing,  that  no  one  was  in- 
clined to  say  a  word  i^  favour  of  Old 
Sarum,  for  Old  Sarum  was  a  burgage 
tenure  borough,  and  he  certainly  was  op- 
posed to  the  disfranchisement  of  it,  on  the 
grounds  which  he  had  stated  when  the 
borough  of  Bletchingley  was  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  that  as  they  had 
been  told  that  a  Negro  might  have  been 
returned  for  Old  Sarum,  they  ought  to 
be  told  who  had  been  return^  lor 
it.    Old  Sarum  had  returned  Lord  Cb«(» 
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ham.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  Bill  had  said,  not  in  the  heat  of  de- 
bate, but  in  print,  that  Old  Sarum 
ought  not  to  be  touched,  except  upon 
grounds  as  strong  as  those  which  expelled 
King  James  from  the  throne.  He  called 
upon  the  House  to  observe  how  the  princi- 
ples of  the  noble  Lord  had  changed.  This 
was  the  particular  borough  which  was  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Locke's  defence,  who,  in  a 
most  elaborate  argument,  had  denied  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  disfranchise  it,  un- 
less a  clear  case  of  corruption  was  made 
out  against  it.  This  borough,  at  the  time  he 
wrote,  was  quite  as  much  decayed  as  now. 

The  question  **  That  Old  Sarum  stand 
part  of  schedule  A,''  was  then  put  and 
agreed  to. 

The  next  Motion  was,  "That  the  bo- 
rough of  Seaford  stand  part  of  schedule  A," 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  that  Members  were  con- 
stantly in  the  habit  of  abusing  what  they 
called  rotten  boroughs,  and  talking  of  the 
improper  means  by  which  Members  were 
returned  for  them.  Now  he  was  member 
for  this  borough,  which  had  been  classed 
among  the  rotten  boroughs,  and  he  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  Member  to  rise  in  his 
place  and  say  by  what  improper  means — 
either  of  control  or  purchase — he  had  ob- 
tained his  seat.  He  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  that  the  borough  of 
Seaford  should  be  taken  out  of  schedule 
A ;  but  he  was  induced,  from  the  fair  and 
honourable  conductof  Ministers  with  regard 
to  Saltash,  to  make  a  suggestion,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  attended  to.  Seaford 
stood  precisely  in  the  same  situation  with 
regard  to  Hastings,  as  Sandwich  with  re- 
gard to  Walmer  and  Deal ;  and  he  sub- 
mitted, that  if  Seaford  were  joined  with 
Hastings,  for  the  purposes  of  Representa- 
tion, the  principle  of  the  Bill  would  not  be 
infringed.  He  wished  further,  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
peculiar  laws  by  which  the  cinque  ports 
were  governed  ?  They  were  burthened 
with  certain  expenses  in  return  for  the  pri- 
vilege of  sending  Members  to  Parliament, 
but  if  the  electors  of  Seaford  were  not  to 
be  allowed  to  vote  for  Members  with  Hast- 
ings, they  ought  not  to  be  called  on  to  pay 
the  charges  with  which  they  were  now  bur- 
thened. 

Lord  John  Russell  would  agree  to  any 
arrangement  by  which  the  electors  of  Sea- 
ford would  be  prevented  from  paying  any 
expenses  to  which  they  were  not  fairly 
liable. 


Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  Seaford 
ought  to  be  joined  with  the  rape  of  Peven- 
sey,  which  would  give  that  side  of  the 
county  of  Sussex  a  more  equal  share  in  the 
Representation. 

Colonel  Evans  wished  to  ask  the  hoii. 
member  for  Seaford,  whether  Hastings  by 
the  operation  of  the  present  Bill,  would 
not  contain  900  voters. 

Mr.  W,  Lyon  replied,  from  papers  on 
the  Table,  for  he  had  no  other  source  of 
knowledge,  be  believed  there  would  be 
about  500. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  thought  Seaford 
should  be  annexed  to  another  borough,  on 
the  same  principle  as  Sandwich.  It  was 
to  lose  both  its  Members,  and  Rye  only 
one.  These  arrangements  were  so  contrary 
to  all  principle,  that  they  must  be  explain- 
ed when  they  came  to  consider  the  other 
schedules.  He  reserved  to  himself  the 
right  of  reconsidering  the  case  of  this  bo- 
rough hereafter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  next  motion  was,  "  That  the  bo- 
rough of  Steyning  stand  part  of  schedule 

Am 

Sir  Charles  We tlierell  yvas  surprised, 
that  while  Sussex  was  thus  cruelly  shorn 
of  its  boroughs,  neitlier  of  the  hon. 
members  for  that  county  had  risen  to 
say  a  syllable  upon  any  one  of  them.  One 
would  almost  suppose,  that  Sussex  had  al- 
ready been  deprived  of  its  two  county 
Members.  He  had  been  considering  where 
all  these  boroughs  would  go  to,  but,  upon 
looking  farther  into  the  Bill,  he  saw  that 
most  of  them  would  travel  Northwards, 
and,  perhaps,  be  buried  in  the  collieries  oi 
Durham.  Indeed,  if  he  had  to  give  this 
Bill  a  name,  he  should  be  very  much  dis- 
posed to  call  it  the  Durham  Act. 

Lord  George  Lennox  begged  leave  to  in- 
form the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
that  one  of  the  members  for  the  county  ol 
Sussex  was  present,  and  he  would  alsc 
tell  him  the  reason  wherefore  he  did  not 
oppose  the  disfranchisement  of  this  bo- 
rough, as  that  hon.  and  learned  Grentlemar 
supposed  to  be  his  duty.  He  had  not  sc 
much  confidence  as  to  rise  up  in  that 
House,  and  persist  in  the  defence  of  a  bad 
cause.  But  he  would  be  the  last  man  ir 
that  House  to  abandon  any  good  and  ho- 
nourable cause,  of  which  he  should  thinL 
it  his  duty  to  undertake  the  defence.  T(m 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Borough- 
bridge  had  referred  to  his  (Lord  Georg<c 

Lennoxes)  constituents.  He  should  remiii<i 
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the  hon.  GentleinaDy  that  one  of  those 
constitueots  was  a  Member  of  tliat  House, 
and  tliat  oue  of  the  freeholders  of  the 
county  of  Sussex  had  found  opportunities 
to  say  a  word  in  defence  of  every  indivi- 
dual bofough  in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  CtartMis  said»  that  he  would  not  then 
address  the  House  from  an  unusual  place 
[the  hon.  Member  spoke  from  the  gallery], 
but  for  the  purpose  of  setting  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  right,  and  assuring  him 
that  he  had  been  in  the  House  at  the  dis- 
cussion, not  only  upon  that,  but  upon  every 
other  borough.  He  had  long  since  been 
of  opinion,  that  the  borough  of  Steyning 
was  a  discredit  to  Sussex.  It  had  never 
been  represented  by  gentlemen  at  all  con- 
nected with  that  county.  Therefore,  the 
influence  of  the  people  of  Sussex  in  the 
Representation  would  not  be  in  the  slight- 
est degree  weakened  by  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Steyning.  As  he  was  on  his  legs, 
he  would  take  the  opportunity  of  thank- 
ing the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  C. 
Wetherell)  for  what  he  had  said  respecting 
him  on  a  former  evening.  It  was  not  often 
that  he  (Mr.  Curteis)  spoke  in  that  House. 
But  he  trusted  that  he  was  not  so  deficient 
in  spirit  that  he  should  not  reply  to  at- 
tacks made  upon  him,  in  that  House  or  else- 
where; and  when  the  learned  member  for 
Boroughbridge  said,  that  at  a  future  elec- 
tion he  would  not  give  him  (Mr.  Curteis) 
bis  votes,  he  would  take  leave  to  say,  that 
he  would  not  condescend  to  ask  him  : 
and  moreover  —  whenever  that  learned 
Gentleman  should  again  be  candidate  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  he  would  not 
support  him»  as  he  did  on  a  former  occa** 
sioo. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  was  at  a  loss  how 
to  reply,  particularly  as  he  was  obliged  to 
look  up  to  the  hon.  member  for  Sussex. 
That  Gentleman  liad  quite  the  advantage 
of  him  now,  and  could  look  down  upon 
him,  thinking,  probably,  Uke  Swift,  that 
it  added  greatly  to  tlie  effect  of  an  oration 
to  deliver  it  from  an  eminence.  The  Gen- 
tleman had,  no  doubt,  a  very  proper  con- 
tempt for  the  freeholders  of  Sussex.  [Mr. 
Curleit:  No.1  It  was  not  necessary  for 
kim  to  reciprocate  that  contempt.  When 
he  said,  that  he  should  not  vote  for  the 
hoa.  Gentleman,  he  intended  him  no  per- 
sonal disrespect,  but  because  he  did  not 
think  that  he  had  supported  the  interests 
of  his  constituents  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill.  He  confessed  he  did  not  think  the 
people  of  Sussex  agreed  with  the  hon. 


Gentleman  in  his  opinions  respecting  Re- 
form. As  to  that  portion  of  the  county  by 
which  the  return  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  secured,  he  could  speak  as  confidently 
as  any  person  could  from  his  own  know- 
ledge, that  the  people  were  not  friendly  to 
the  Bill.  [Mr.  Curteis :  They  are.]  Nei- 
ther were  tlie  freeholders  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Chichester  friendly  to  R»» 
form  [questioH],  Hon.  GentlemcD  need 
not  suppose  that  they  should  compel 
him  to  depart  from  the  question.  He 
concluded  by  repeating,  that  the  mem- 
bers for  Sussex  had  not  been  returned  ou 
the  principles  on  which  they  were  now 
acting. 

Lord  George  Lennox  asserted  with  con- 
fidence,  that  ninety-nine  persons  outof every 
hundred  in  the  county  of  Sussex  were 
Reformers.  He  could  speak  more  confi- 
dently as  to  their  opinions  than  could  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Borough- 
bridge,  because  he  had  canvassed  every 
town  and  village  of  the  county,  and  in 
every  part.  East  and  West,  the  freehdders 
declared  that  they  would  vote  only  for 
Reformers. 

Captain  Berkeley  having  an  estate  in 
that  county,  was  able  to  confirm  the  state- 
ments of  itie  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last. 
On  the  occasion  of  tlie  late  election,  he 
had  inquired  into  the  opinions  of  his 
tenants;  and  they  were  every  man  de- 
termined to  go  to  the  poll  and  vote  for  the 
Reform  candidates,  without  putting  those 
candidates  to  one  farthing  expense. 

An  Hon,  Member  bore  testimony  to  the 
strong  feeling  which  prevailed  throughout 
Sussex  in  favour  of  the  Reform  Bill. 

Mr.  Hunt  knew  something  about  that 
same  borough  of  Steyning,  although  be 
was  not  a  Sussex  man ;  but  he  was  afraid 
that  what  he  had  to  say  about  it  would  do 
little  to  save  it  from  disfranchisement. 
It  was  his  acquaintance  with  that  place 
that  first  made  him  a  Reformer.  If  the 
House  would  bear  with  him  for  a  few 
minutes,  he  would  tell  them  a  story.  He 
would  promise  that  it  should  not  be  along 
one.  A  gentleman  from  Steyning  had 
dined  with  him  one  day,  and  that  gentle- 
man was  an  agent  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  was  going  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, afterdinner,  on  business  for  the  Duke. 
He  accompanied  his  friend,  and  when 
they  came  to  the  lobby,  there  they  met 
one  of  the  members  for  Steyning  coming 
out  of  the  House.  ''  Where  are  you  going?*' 
said  the  Duke's  agent,  taking  the  Hevlber 
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by  the  arm.  I'be  Member  replied^  that 
he  had  paired  off  with  another  Member, 
and  that  he  was  going  to  dinner.  '*  Oh  !" 
said  the  agent,  '*  that  won't  do ;  you  must 
go  back  and  vote.  The  Duke  sent  me 
down  to  tell  you  that  you  must  vote." 
And  so  the  member  for  Steyning  went 
back.  He  (Mr.  Hunt)  knew  very  well 
that  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  interfering  with  the  Members, 
except  on  particular  occasions.  But  then 
on  some  occasions  he  did  so.  He  meant 
the  late  Duke,  not  the  present.  The  gen- 
tleman who  had  dined  with  him  (Mr. 
Hunt),  had  been  on  that  particular  occa- 
sion sent  down  to  the  House  to  watch 
that  they  didn't  shirk  off.  He  had  long 
suspected  that  some  of  the  combatants 
upon  his  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  were  fighting  with  muffled  gloves 
on ;  but  he  was  now  satisfied  that  it  was 
so,  as  the  division  upon  Saltash  was  an 
evident  cross. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colhome  would  not  go  into 
a  discussion  of  the  old  story  which  had 
been  raked  up  about  Steyning;  but  he 
would  tell  tlie  House  what  was  the  feel- 
ings at  the  last  election  in  that  borough 
respecting  the  question  now  under  con- 
sideration. The  candidates  fully  explained 
to  the  electors  what  would  be  the  eflfect  of 
that  Bill  in  depriving  them  of  their  fran- 
chise, and  they  were,  notwithstanding, 
unanimous  in  their  approbation  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  George  R.  Philips,  as  one  of  the 
members  for  Steyning,  begged  leave  to 
confirm  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Stockbridge  and  Tregony  were  also 
placed  in  the  clause  without  any  observ- 
ations. 

On  the  question  being  put,  ^'  that 
Wareham  stand  part  of  the  same  clause," 

Mr.  George  Bankes  said,  that  if  the 
Members  for  that  borough  were  present, 
he  should  think  it  his  duty  to  call  on  them 
to  represent  to  his  Majesty's  Government 
the  case  of  their  constituents.  As  he  did 
not  see  those  Gentlemen  in  their  places, 
he  would  undertake  the  advocacy  of  Ware- 
ham  in  their  stead,  and  he  trusted  that  he 
should  make  out  as  good  a  case  as  liad 
been  made  out  for  another  borough  that 
evening.  A  memorial  had  been  presented 
in  April  last  from  that  borough,  to  one  of 
his  Majesty's  Ministen,  in  which  it  was 
ftUtedi  that  a  petition  had  been  presented 


to  Parliament,  signed  by  200  inhabitant! 
of  that  place,  which  showed  that  it  pos- 
sessed a  population  which  entitled  it  to  be 
taken  out  of  the  list  of  disfranchisbed 
boroughs.  From  that  petition,  it  appeared 
that  the  population  of  the  borough,  evei 
according  to  the  return  of  1821,  amounted 
to  1,931  persons,  and  the  petitiouen 
stated,  that  if  the  population  of  a  parisli 
in  the  borough,  which  amounted  to  13^^ 
persons,  and  which  ought  not  to  hav< 
been  omitted  in  the  return,  had  been  in- 
eluded  in  it,  it  would  have  given  th< 
borough  a  population  of  2,065  personi 
in  1821,  which  would  clearly  have  savec 
it  from  disfranchisement.  Tlie  disfran- 
chisement of  this  borough,  therefore,  ap- 
peared  to  him  to  be  totally  indefensible 
Even  on  the  principles  laid  down  by  tlu 
noble  Lord,  it  was  unjustifiable  to  disre- 
gard the  claims  of  that  borough  to  retail 
a  part  of  its  Representation.  So  far  froa 
bemg  an  inconsiderable  or  decreasin| 
place,  Wareham  was  populous^  and  greatli 
increasing  in  prosperity. 

Mr.  Granby  Calcraft  had  been  desiroui 
to  preserve  that  borough,  of  which  he  wai 
one  of  the  Representatives,  if  he  could  d< 
so  without  an  unnecessary  impedimeiit  ii 
the  way  of  his  Majesty's  Govermnent 
Indeed,  up  to  the  last  week,  he  had  though 
that  he  could  make  out  a  sufficient  casi 
for  its  preservation,  but  he  was  convinced 
by  the  decisions  of  the  House  in  the  cas< 
of  Appleby  and  Downton,  that  he  '*  hac 
not  a  leg  to  stand  on  "  in  the  defence  o 
Wareham.  It  was  utterly  impossible  fo 
him,  therefore,  to  save  it,  and  it  did  no 
appear  to  him  that  there  would  be  an; 
good  in  attempting  to  throw  a  useless  iin 
pediment  in  the  way  of  that  great  measure 
which,  whatever  impediments  might  b< 
thrown  in  its  way,  must  be  finally  carried 

Lord  Encombe  did  not  think,  that  th< 
members  for  Wareham  did  justice  to  thei 
constituents  when  they  abandoned  then 
to  disfranchisement  without  making  9U\ 
effort  in  their  defence.  In  the  levying  o 
the  assessed  taxes  this  year,  the  Chapelii 
of  Ard  had  been  included  in  the  bonHigl 
of  Wareham,  and  their  united  populatioi 
would  clearly  exempt  Wareham  from  dis 
franchisement. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  that  beside 
the  deficiency  of  the  population,  withou 
taking  in  the  Chapelry,  which  was  foui 
miles  distant  from  the  borough,  there  wai 
another  reason  for  the  disfraachisemeot  o 
Wareham*    Tbeboo^Gentlemaawbobac 
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undertakea  the  defence  of  the  borough 
was  as  well  aware  of  that  reason  as  was  he 
(Mr.  Robinson) ;  and  if  he  were  as  in- 
genuous as  the  l^on.  Member  for  that  place 
he  would  have  acknowledged  it :  it  was 
this — that  it  was  impossible  to  find  a  suffi- 
cient and  independent  constituency  under 
the  present  Bill,  if  even  the  Chapel ry  of 
Ard  were  added  to  Wareham,  and  Corfe 
Castle  thrown  in  with  them. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  there  was 
no  reason  whatever  that  Ard  should  be 
considered  part  of  the  borough ;  it  was  a 
perfectly  distinct  place,  and  had  been  so 
stated  in  the  population  returns  both  of 
1821  and  1831. 

Mr.  George  Bankes  begged  to  say,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester, 
that  he  had  been  in  Wareham  three  weeks 
ago ;  and  having  seen  there  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  new  buildings,  he  ne- 
cessarily supposed,  that  it  was  improving, 
and  that  it  could  produce  a  respectable 
constituency.  As  one  of  the  Members  for 
the  borough  had  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  be  present  and  defend  his  constituents, 
and  the  other  Member,  being  present, 
had  abandoned  their  cause,  he  (Mr.  G. 
Bankes)  would  not  be  so  Quixotic  as  to 
persist  in  defending  it. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  supported  the 
view  which  the  hon.  member  for  Corfe 
Castle  had  taken  of  the  case  of  Wareham. 
Had  he  been  one  of  the  Members  for  that 
borough,  he  should  have  been  present  and 
said  "  No"  to  the  proposed  disfranchise- 
ment. He  wished  the  case  of  this  borough 
to  be  adjourned,  that  more  satisfactory 
evidence  of  its  population  and  extent  might 
be  obtained.  The  difficulty  was,  whether 
the  Chapelry  of  Ard  came  within  its 
limits?  It  had  been  laid  down,  that  the 
ecclesiastical  division  was  to  be  the  rule  :  if 
that  was  the  case,  this  Chapelry  undoubt- 
edly ought  to  be  included,  although  it 
was  not  contiguous,  and  here  was  the  diffi- 
culty, to  other  parts  of  the  parish.  They 
had  yet  no  sufficient  knowledge  of  the 
principles  on  which  the  plan  was  founded. 

Mr.  Granhy  Calcraft  said,  that  though 
he  did  not  think,  that  he  could  make  out  a 
caBefor  thenon-disfranchisementof  Ware- 
ham, as  unfavourable  decisions  had  been 
come  to  with  other  boroughs  better  en- 
titled to  return  Members  than  it,  yet  he 
wished  to  correct  a  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  that  it  was  by  no  means  a  declin- 
mff  borough.    Its  population  at  present 


was  2,500.  As  the  payment  of  taxes  was 
considered  an  index  of  respectability,  he 
wished  to  add,  that  with  the  exception  of 
Minehead,  Wareham  paid  a  larger  amount 
of  assessed  taxes  than  any  other  borough 
in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  had  some  property 
in  Wareham,  and  it  was  his  interest  to 
make  the  borough  as  respectable  as  pos- 
sible. He  was  convinced,  however,  that 
the  inhabitants  derived  no  advantage  from 
the  franchise,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
not  to  treat  Wareham  in  the  same  way  as 
other  boroughs  in  similar  circumstances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Wendovtr  and  Weobly  were  placed 
in  schedule  A,  without  comment. 

On  the  question "  that  Whitchurch 
should  stand  part  of  schedule  A.** 

Mr.  Townshend  would  have  defended 
the  right  of  that  borough  to  send  Members 
on  the  principle  of  burgage  tenure,  but  in 
similar  cases  it  had  been  decided  against 
his  views,  and  he  would  not  revive  the  argu- 
ment. He  wished,  however,  to  declare,  that 
although  he  had  been  accused  as  being  a 
Member  for  a  *•  rotten"  borough,  yet  if  he 
had  conscientiously  thought  that  the  mea- 
sure before  them  tended  to  the  interest  of 
the  country,  he  should  have  been  foremost 
in  its  support.  Believing  the  contrary,  he 
would  oppose  it  heart  and  hand. 

Sir  S,  Scott  asserted,  that  the  votes  at 
Whitchurch  had  never  been  bought  or 
sold,  and  the  constituency  was  most  re- 
spectable 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  "  that  Winchelsea  stand 
part  of  schedule  A," 

Mr.  Curteis  stated,  that  he  had  that  day 
received  a  petition  from  Winchelsea,  com- 
plaining of  being  disfranchised.  The  pe- 
titioners stated,  that  the  borough  was  very 
ancient,  that  by  their  charter  they  were 
obliged  to  contribute  ships  and  men  for 
the  King's  Service  and  to  support  state 
prisoners,  which  entailed  heavy  expenses 
on  them.  If  they  were  deprived  of  their 
franchise,  they  ought  not  to  continue  to 
pay  those  expenses.  The  liberty  of  the 
town  extended  to  the  two  parishes  of  Ickles- 
ham  and  Pett,  and  if  these  two  parishes 
were  included  within  the  liberty  and  the 
town  of  Winchelsea,  it  would  contain  2,826 
inhabitants.  The  petitioners  concluded 
by  saying,  that  although  favourable  to 
Reform,  they  could  not  assent  to  the  pre* 
sent  measure,  which  would  ruin  ttieir 
ancient  town,  and  they  were  ready  to 
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prove  the  truth  of  these  statements  at  the 
bar  of  the  House.  He  had  done  his  duty 
in  presenting  the  petition.  He  had  no  con- 
nexion with  the  town  except  living  in  its 
vicinity,  and  could  not  enter  into  the  merits 
of  the  case,  but  hoped  Government  would 
fully  consider  them. 

Sir  Charles  Wet  her  ell  saw  in  this  an- 
other proof  of  the  neglect  of  the  authors  of 
this  measure  in  obtaining  evidence ;  here 
was  a  borough  containing  nearly  half  as 
much  again  as  the  required  number  of  in- 
habitants, overwhelmed  by  the  tide  of  dis- 
franchisement, washed  by  the  ocean  of  the 
noble  Lord  from  the  shores  of  Parliament. 
But  the  time  would  yet  come  when  the 
people  would  demand  reasons  for  being 
deprived  of  their  dearest  rights. 

The  disfranchisement  of  Winchelsea 
agreed  to. 

On  the  question  ^'  that  the  borough  of 
Woodstock  stand  part  of  schedule  A," 

Lord  Stormont  said,  this  was  almost  the 
last  borough  to  be  disfranchised,  and  he 
begged  to  state  as  a  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  included  in  schedule  A,  that  Wood- 
stock was  an  increasing  and  thriving 
place.  In  the  census  of  1821,  the  popu- 
lation was  erroneously  stated.  Besides 
Old  Woodstock,  there  were  to  be  reckoned 
New  Woodstock,  and  the  parish  in  which 
they  stood.  The  population  of  these 
respectively  was  403,  1,455,  and  510, 
making  together  2,368  souls.  This  num- 
ber was  sufficient  to  take  Woodstock  out 
of  schedule  A.  From  its  circumstances  it 
formed  a  peculiar  case,  and  ought  to  be 
exempt  from  disfranchisement. 

Lord  J.  Russell  was  of  opinion,  that 
Woodstock  came  strictly  within  the  prin- 
ciple of  schedule  A.  It  was  totally  sepa- 
rated from  the  parish  of  Bladen,  and  the 
population  of  the  borough  did  not  equal 
the  required  amount. 

Mr.  O'Ckmnell  was  authorised  by  the 
Marquis  of  Blandford,  who  had  repre- 
sented Woodstock  during  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, and  who  was  a  true  Reformer,  to 
state  that  he  did  not  believe  Woodstock 
to  be  a  nomination  borough,  because  its 
freemen  obtained  their  right  by  servitude, 
and  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  noble 
owner  to  nominate  a  single  individual  to 
the  freedom.  The  Mayor  of  the  town 
only,  on  retiring  from  office,  had  the  power 
to  nominate  one  freeman. 

Sir  C  IFieMercW  thought,  that  the  popu- 
lation was  sufficient  to  take  Woodstock 
9ut  of  schedule  A* 


Lord  Ashley  said,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  draw  the  line  between  the  three  di 
visions  of  the  town,  and,  therefore,  the] 
were  all  equally  portions  of  Woodstock 
the  constituency  of  which  formed  a  roosi 
independent  set  of  men.  It  was  by  nc 
means  under  the  nomination  of  the  Duk< 
of  Marlborough  who  could  not  control  tei 
votes. 

Lord  C.  Churchill  said,  that  it  was  use< 
less  to  oppose  the  disfranchisement  o 
Woodstock ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  pro- 
tested against  the  disfranchisement  of  an^ 
of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  A.  He  wai 
himself  a  Reformer,  but  he  would  nevei 
consent  to  rob  Peter  to  pay  Paul. 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  ''  that  Wootton  Basset! 
stand  part  of  schedule  A,*' 

Lord  Mahon  thought,  after  the  decisior 
of  the  House,  that  he  was  bound  to  admii 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  he  could  al 
lege  no  special  grounds  of  exemption.  If 
however,  the  number  of  voters  had  beec 
taken,  instead  of  the  number  of  inhabitants, 
Wootton  Bassett  would  have  deserved  tc 
be  saved :  the  registered  voters  amounted  tc 
206,  of  whom  1 99  actually  voted  at  the  last 
election.  He  would  not  trouble  the  Hous( 
with  remarks  of  his  own,  but  he  would 
quote  a  passage  from  the  writings  of  Lord 
Bolingbroke,  who  had  been  member  foi 
Wootton  Bassett.  Speaking  of  the  causes 
which  led  to  the  fatal  Civil  War  undei 
Charles  1st,  he  said,  '*  that  this  melan- 
choly change  was  brought  about  and 
carried  on  by  faction  will  not  be  denied, 
The  sole  question  will  therefore  be,  whicl: 
was  the  factious  side  ?  Now,  to  determine 
this  we  need  only  inquire  which  side  was 
for  usurping ;  on  the  other,  which  was 
for  preserving,  and  which  for  altering  the 
established  constitution  of  Government. 
On  this  point  the  question  will  turn  ;  for, 
in  a  limited  monarchy,  it  is  certain  that 
there  may  be  conspiracies  against  prero- 
gative, as  well  as  conspiracies  againsi 
liberty.''  The  reflections  of  this  eloquent 
writer  seemed  to  him  very  applicable  to 
the  present  times,  and  his  example  might 
furnish  another  instance,  were  any  more 
required,  of  the  advantage  of  these  smaller 
constituencies,  by  introducing  our  ablest 
and  most  distinguished  statesmen  into 
Parliament. 

Lord  Porchester  said,  that  although  the 
names  associated  with  the  borough  of 
Wootton  Bassett  would  in  better  times 
hi^ve  r^9Ctte4  that  borough  from  der^uc** 
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tion,  still  he  knew  of  no  peculiar  grounds 
upon  which  he  could  call  for  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Government,  unless,  indeed, 
they  should  now,  at  the  eleventh  hour  of 
the  massacre,  be  visited  by  any  com- 
punctious feelings,  and  if  that  were  the 
case,  he  should  be  most  happy  to  report  to 
his  constituents  their  improved  courses. 
He  had  not  partaken  of  the  merriment 
with  which  the  extinction  of  these  bo- 
roughs had  been  heard  by  part  of  that 
HoQse ;  on  the  contrary,  he  confessed 
that  he  had  heard  that  extinction  with 
pain,  and  the  sound  had  come  over  him  as 
the  knell  of  a  departed  friend  ;  of  one  who 
had  done  great  service,  and  whose  place 
could  not  be  filled  up  by  new  associates. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  sneer,  but  he 
would  repeat  the  sentiment ;  and  he  only 
called  upon  those  who  did  sneer,  not  to 
judge  of  others  by  themselves.  He  looked 
with  apprehension  and  alarm  at  the  whole 
measure,  and  to  the  last  it  should  have  his 
strenuous  opposition.  He  declared,  that 
he  thought  this  Bill  would  speedily  ruin 
the  country,  but  in  voting  against  the 
clause  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
he  was  not  an  enemy  to  Reform,  but  to 
the  sweeping  disfranchisement  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  which  went  to  deprive  his 
constituents  of  the  most  noble  right  of 
Englishmen. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  it  was  a  great  pity 
that  the  touch  of  Ithuriel's  spear  could  dis- 
pel such  agreeable  fictions.  If  Wootton 
Bassett  had  returned  Lord  Bolingbroke  to 
Parliament,  it  had  also  returned  Mr.  Walsh, 
who  was  expelled  that  House  for  fraud. 
The  concerns  of  the  borough  were  then  ex- 
posed, as  he  became  a  bankrupt,  and  it 
was  proved,  that  the  price  of  a  vote  for 
Wootton  Bassett  was  21/.,  which  was  the 
noble  right  of  Englishmen.  The  two 
Lords  who  managed  the  concerns  of  the 
borough  afterwards  gave  25/.  a  piece  for 
a  vote,  which  made  the  noble  right  of 
Englishmen  nobler  still.  Afterwards  an 
individual  recommended  by  a  noble  Lord 
p:ave  4,000/.  for  his  seat — this  was  what 
England  was  to  lose  by  getting  rid  of 
nomination  boroughs.  The  good  govern- 
ment and  happiness  of  the  people  depend- 
ed, they  were  told,  upon  the  voters  of  a 
noble  Lord  being  paid  large  sums  to  re- 
ward them  for  corruption.  The  Red  Book, 
indeed,  shewed  that  these  boroughs  could 
be  made  advantageous  to  certain  indi- 
viduals, if  not  to  the  country. 

Lord  Mahon  adverted  with  considerable 


warmth  to  a  contradiction  Mr.  0*Connell 
had  received,  in  the  early  part  of  the  even- 
ing, relative  to  the  borough  of  Old  Sarum, 
when  he  had  acknowledged  himself  m 
error,  and  expressed  his  surprise  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should  sixain 
plunge  into  indecent  personalities.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  only 
conversant  with  the  low  and  base  parts 
which  must  contaminate  every  system  of 
Representation.  He  did  not  mean  to 
make  any  defence,  but  to  deny  the  charge. 
That  was  the  first  time  he  had  ever  heard 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  said  of 
Wootton  Bassett ;  and  after  witnessing  the 
contradiction  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  received,  as  to  Old  Sarum,  he 
could  not  believe  that  statement.  He  was 
warranted,  after  hearing  the  charge  dis- 
proved which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  made  against  a  noble  Lord,  not 
to  believe  what  he  had  stated.  He  would 
add,  that  if  there  was  corruption  in  that 
borough  twenty  years  ago,  that  was  not 
the  case  at  present. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  it  was  impossible  to 
allow  such  words  as  "  indecent  personalities'* 
to  pass  unnoticed,  when  what  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  said  was  a  matter  of  fact. 
He  was  in  the  House  when  Walsh  was 
expelled,  and  he  had  objected  to  the  ex- 
pulsion :  he  had,  in  fact,  opposed  the 
expulsion,  and  the  first  motion  he  ever 
made  in  that  House  was  to  resist  it.  He 
was  left,  indeed,  in  a  minority — a  small, 
but  a  most  respectable  minority.  He 
thought  that  the  House  ought  not  to  erect 
itself  into  a  censor  of  the  morals  of  its 
Members.  It  was  not,  that  Mr.  Walsh  had 
not  violated  his  trust — had  not  been  guilty 
of  the  robbery  ;  but,  as  the  law  then  stood, 
he  had  not  committed  a  crime.  He  had 
appropriated  28,000/.  of  Excheouer  bills, 
intrusted  to  him  by  Sir  Thomas  Plomer,  to 
his  own  use,  which  was  not  then  a  crime 
by  the  law.  When  the  House,  therefore, 
took  it  upon  itself  to  expel  him  for  an 
immoral  act,  he  did  not  know  where  it 
might  stop,  and  therefore  he  resisted  the 
motion.  What  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
had  stated,  therefore,  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect :  and  he  must  ask  the  noble  Lord  to 
explain  what  he  meant  by  ''  indecent  per- 
sonalities ?"  Such  a  phrase  was  altogether 
unbecoming.  Great  latitude  was  allowed  ; 
but  during  these  debates  Gentlemen  had 
gone  much  further  than  they  were  war- 
ranted. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  the  noble  Lord  bad 
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made  a  charge  against  him,  because  his 
recollection  of  a  circumstance  differed 
from  that  of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  he  had  stated  of  Lord  Camelford, 
he  had  read  in  the  newspapers,  and  sup- 
posed it  was  true.  For  that  the  noble 
Lord  accused  him  of  indecent  person- 
alities. He  did  not  object  to  harsh  lan- 
guage when  he  provoked  it,  and  then  he 
would  be  ready  to  make  atonement;  but 
he  did  not  use  one  word  which  could  be 
interpreted  to  have  a  personal  meaning. 
Fie  had  stated  what  had  occurred  before 
a  public  tribunal,  and  he  could  show  that 
up  to  this  hour  it  was  uncontradicted. 
He  was  quite  certain  that  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  contradict  it.  That  noble 
Lord  had  never  heard  of  it  before,  but 
he  could  not  deny  it.  He  had  arraigned 
the  system,  not  the  individuals;  and  he 
had  shown  that  of  it  bribery,  rotten- 
ness, and  perjury,  were  consequences. 
He  had  not  done  that,  till  he  heard  one 
noble  Lord  utter  a  palinode,  and  another 
repeat  it,  and  heard  one  of  them  censure 
a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  for  applying 
strong  language  to  that  system,  which 
they  said  had  been  the  source  of  happi- 
ness to  the  country.  It  was  not  till  he 
had  heard  these  thmgs  that  he  mentioned 
the  case  of  Walsh,  to  show,  that  the  rotten 
boroughs  gave  something  else  besides  se- 
curity to  England.  If  to  arraign  rotten 
boroughs  were  to  be  guilty  of  indecent 
personalities,  he  would  say,  let  them  be 
repeated. 

Ix)rd  Mahon  expressed  himself  sorry  at 
having  used  harsh  language  to  a  person  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  situation, 
and  could  assure  him,  that  nothing  per- 
sonal was  meant  by  his  declaration. 

Question  agreed  to,  and  Wootton  Bas- 
sett  was  placed  in  the  first  clause. 

The  next  question  was,  "that  theborough 
of  Yarmouth,  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  stand 
part  of  the  first  clause.*' 

Sir  Henry  Willoughhy  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  petition 
which  had  been  presented  from  the  Inha- 
bitants, which  deserved  ample  considera- 
tion. , 

The  borough  was  placed  in  the  clause. 

The  next  question  was,  that  this  clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  When 
this  was  put,  there  were  calls  for  the 
Chairman  to  report  progress,  but  still 
louder  calls  to  go  on. 
*  Mr.  Praed  at  length  obtained  a  hearing, 
and  objected  to  their  proceeding  to  that 


question.  He  knew  that  there  were  tw( 
or  three  Gentlemen  who  yet  wished  t 
speak  on  the  clause. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  that  the  whol 
clause  had  been  sufficiently  discussed  ii 
going  through  the  schedule.  He  hope< 
it  would  not  be  further  discussed,  bii 
that  the  House  would  to-morrow  proceec 
to  the  next  clause.  It  had  been  in  all  it 
parts  discussed  repeatedly,  both  relevantl; 
and  irrelevantly. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  th( 
clause  involved  two  or  three  principle! 
which  the  House  had  not  yet  had  time  t< 
discuss. 

Mr.  Praed  did  not  wish,  by  his  sug 
gestion,  to  delay  the  Bill,  but  it  was  no 
possible  at  that  time  to  discuss  the  whoh 
clause,  and  he  knew  that  there  were  twc 
or  three  Gentlemen  who  were  desirous  o 
speaking  on  it.  It  might  be  taken  thi 
first  thmg  to-morrow.  There  had  no) 
been  time  to  discuss  the  clause,  since  se- 
veral  of  its  inconsistencies,  such  as  thai 
relating  to  Saltash,  had  been  made  knowt 
to  the  House. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  differed  from  his  hon 
and  learned  friend|  for  he  thought  thai 
the  clause  had  been  discussed  on  bif 
amendment  to  leave  out  the  word  "each.' 
They  should  allow  the  clause  to  be  settled, 
and  proceed  to  the  next  stage  to-morrow. 

The  question  was  put,  that  the  clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  whicli 
was  answered  by  loud  and  numerous  ayes^ 
and  carried. 

The  Chairman  asked  leave  to  report 
progress;  the  House  resumed;  the  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again  the  next  day. 

Supply — Consuls.]  On  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Supply  being  brought 
up,  Mr.  Hume  objected  to  the  sum  of 
112,195Z.  for  the  expense  of  Consuls, 
which  he  considered  as  enormous.  He 
continually  received  representations  from 
various  quarters,  complaining  of  the  great 
expense  and  inefficiency  of  our  consular 
establishments.  He  did  not  consider  the 
information  laid  before  the  House,  with 
regard  to  this  vote,  satisfactory.  The 
public  money  appeared  to  be  thrown 
away  ;  and  he  must  impress  upon  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  the  necessity  of  thoroughly 
looking  into  this  subject  in  all  its  bearings. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  thought  his  hon. 
friend  was  renewing  the  discussions  of  the 
previous  evening.  Had  he  then  been 
present,  and  heanl  the  explanations  given. 
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he  would  not  have  again  complained.  A 
proposition  was  under  consideration^  but 
Ministers  required  time  to  effect  the  pro- 
posed reforms. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  considered  there 
had  been  an  unnecessary  expenditure  in 
this  respect,  and  trusted  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Middlesex,  would  direct 
his  attention  to  the  subject.  Had  he  been 
present  on  the  previous  discussion,  they 
might  have  been  encouraged  to  divide  the 
House  on  the  vote. 

An  Hon.  Member  also  concurred  with 
the  opinion  that  there  had  been  unneces- 
sary expense,  and  it  was  the  general  feel- 
ing that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  de- 
layed carrying  their  promised  reductions 
into  effect. 

Lord  Althjorp  repeated  what  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  friend  last  night.  They 
proposed  to  consider  the  subject  imme- 
diately, but  his  noble  friend  at  the  head  of 
Foreign  Affairs, had  been  so  much  occupied 
of  late,  that  he  had  not  been  able  to  devote 
much  time  to  the  subject,  which  required 
considerable  attention  to  adjust. 

Supply — Nova  Scotia.]  Mr.  Hume 
also  objected  to  the  sum  of  6,625/.  for  the 
Civil  Establishment  of  NovaScotia,and  con- 
sidered it  very  hard  that  the  people  should 
have  to  pay  money  for  such  purposes. 
We  forced  money  on  persons  who  did  not 
want  it,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  having 
them  under  our  control  and  authority. 
He  could  prove  this  statement,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Nova  Scotia  wished  to  get 
rid  of  this  grant. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  observe  the  vote  was  decreased 
nearly  4,000/. 

Mr.  Hume  also  strenuously  objected  to 
16,182/.  being  granted  for  the  propaga- 
tion of  the  Gospel  in  our  Colonies.  The 
effect  of  the  Vote  was,  to  cause  the  utmost 
jealousy  and  ill-will  where  the  money  was 
to  be  distributed.  In  Canada  it  had  set 
the  whole  population  against  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  He  would  not  press  the 
subject  at  present,  but  would  make  every 
exertion  to  oppose  it  in  future.  Every 
other  sect  paid  their  own  clergy ;  but  the 
ii^iscopalians,  who  were  the  minority,  had 
this  money  lavished  on  them. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  had  reason  to  believe 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
were  more  numerous  in  Canada  than  any 
other  sect  whatever.  He  considered  it  the 
imperative  duty  of  a  Cbristic^a  Government 


to  carry  its  religion  with  its  flag,  and  to 
encourage  and  protect,  in  all  its  colonies, 
the  worship  of  the  Established  Church. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  it  was  well  known 
that  the  statement  of  numbers  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Oxford,  was  not 
believed  in  Canada.  The  House  of  As- 
sembly had  contradicted  the  assertion  that 
the  members  of  the  Anglican  Church  were 
the  most  numerous  sect  in  Canada. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  for  some  further  in- 
formation of  the  manner  in  which  the  sum 
of  296,000/.,  for  improving  the  water  com- 
munication^^ in  Canada,  was  to  be  ap- 
propriated. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  could  give  no  farther 
information  than  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  had  recommended  the  sum 
now  proposed.  The  statement  was  of  con- 
siderable length,  and  it  appeared  that  a 
balance  of  143,000/.  was  still  required  to 
complete  the  work. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  afraid  500,000/. 
more  would  be  wanted  instead  of  143,000/. 

An  Hon.  Member ,  on  the  contrary,  be- 
lieved the  expense  would  not  exceed  the 
amount  stated.  The  work  was  a  stupend- 
ous undertaking. 

Mr.  Ruthven  protested  against  the  ex- 
penditure of  so  much  money  on  a  country 
which  must,  one  day  or  other,  be  separated 
from  the  British  empire.  The  sooner  that 
separation  took  place,  the  better,  if  it  could 
be  done  amicably. 

Report  adopted,  and  Resolutions  agreed 
to. 

Public  Works — Great  Britain.] 
On  the  motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  the  Reso- 
lution that  1,000,000/.  be  issued  to  Com- 
missioners in  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forwarding  Public  Works,  to  be 
repaid  within  a  limited  time,  was  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  before  the  present  Go- 
vernment entered  into  office,  he  under- 
stood it  was  seriously  intended  to  abolish 
altogether  these  Commissioners.  The  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated, 
that  the  necessity  for  all  further  advances 
had  ceased.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  be 
informed  what  new  works  were  in  pro- 
gress, for  which  this  grant  was  reauired. 
He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  aavance 
public  money  for  such  purposes,  whilst  so 
much  floating  capital  was  unemployed  in 
the  country. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  groand  on 
which  they  applied  for  the  grant  was,  to 
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afTord  means  of  employing  the  people  on 
public  works  during  the  winter.  It  was 
not  a  measure  of  finance,  or  to  supply 
the  want  of  capital.  Some  of  the  money 
would  be  lent  for  the  purpose  of  private 
speculation,  or  be  employed  in  works  not 
likely  to  make  adequate  returns.  The 
main  object  was  to  make  advances  in  those 
districts  where  distress  most  prevailed,  and 
there  only  on  the  best  security.  No  loss 
would,  therefore,  accrue  to  the  public,  but 
the  result  would,  he  hoped,  be  the  con- 
trary, for,  by  giving  employment  where 
the  distress  was  greatest,  they  might  hope 
to  avoid  the  disastrous  consequences  of 
last  year.  It  had  been  before  stated,  that 
there  was  an  abundance  of  private  capital  to 
carry  on  all  works  that  were  likely  to 
make  adequate  returns,  without  parlia- 
mentary assistance ;  but  the  object  of  the 
present  grant  was,  to  diffuse  a  large 
portion  of  capital  among  the  labouring 
community,  and  no  harm  could  ensue  from 
giving  this  power  to  Government.  He 
repeated,  the  advances  would  be  made 
only  on  good  security.  If  no  applications 
were  made,  or  good  security  were  not 
tendered,  the  matter  would  remain  just  as 
it  was. 

Colonel  Davies  understood  the  noble 
Lord  had  expressed  alarm  at  the  state  of 
the  country,  from  the  want  of  employment 
to  the  labouring  classes.  He  believed, 
and  hoped,  there  was  no  occasion  for  such 
fears.  There  appeared  ample  employment, 
both  in  the  manufacturing  and  agricultural 
districts,  and  therefore  the  grant  was  not 
necessary.  The  case  was  different  with 
Ireland.  The  condition  of  that  country 
afforded  a  fair  occasion  for  such  a  grant, 
if  proper  security  could  be  given. 

Mr.  Alderman  Venables  assured  the 
gallant  Member,  that  no  loss  had  hitherto 
occurred  in  the  disposal  of  advances  of  the 
same  nature  as  the  present,  and  this  was 
to  be  applied  in  the  usual  way. 

Lord  Althorp  begged  to  assure  the 
gallant  Officer,  that  he  was  under  no  fears 
for  the  state  of  the  country  generally,  but 
it  behoved  the  Grovemment  to  be  provi- 
dent, to  prevent  the  return  of  such  evils  as 
existed  last  year.  The  gallant  Officer  was 
certainly  mistaken  in  asserting  there  was 
full  employment  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. He  had  reason  to  fear,  that  there 
was  no  prospect  of  full  employment  being 
found  during  the  ensuing  Autumn  and 
Winter,  in  ,those  districts,  and  the  object 
of  Ministers,  therefore,  was,  to  give  persons 
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an  opportunity  of  furnishing  such  employ- 
ment by  labour  on  public  works  generally, 
on  the  chance  of  profiting  by  the  outlay, 
they  giving  such  security  that  the  public 
could  sustain  no  loss  from  the  money  ad- 
vanced to  them. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  people  would  be 
more  ready  to  engage  in  public  works, 
when  the  money  borrowed  for  carrying 
them  on  was  to  be  repaid  by  instalments, 
and  this  he  understood  was  to  be  the  mode 
of  repayment.  The  works  to  which  it 
was  proposed  to  apply  the  money,  were 
useful,  and  the  repayments  to  be  made 
from  the  county  rates,  in  a  certain  number 
of  years.  It  was  obvious  this  held  out 
prospects  of  employment  and  benefit, 
which  could  not  otherwise  be  obtained. 

Mr.  Paget  thought,  these  were  not  the 
measures  required  at  present.  The  want 
of  employment  was  certainly  perilous  in 
the  agricultural  districts,  and  the  distress 
was  increasing.  The  present  undertaking 
was  of  too  large  a  nature,  and  the  small 
agricultural  villages  and  districts,  which 
most  required  relief,  were  not  likely  to  see 
any  of  the  money  advanced  by  the  Ex- 
chequer. There  was  no  general  work 
going  on  in  such  districts,  and  no  means 
of  diverting  money  into  such  interstices  of 
society.  The  state  of  the  agricultural 
classes  was  fearful,  and  threatened  general 
ruin.  Economy  was  the  only  mode  of 
improving  their  condition.  The  people 
should  be  relieved  from  direct  taxes — the 
weight  of  local  taxation  should  be  lessen- 
ed, and  all  restrictions  taken  off  which  im- 
peded enterprise.  Without  the  utmost 
economy  in  every  branch  of  public  expen- 
diture, no  effectual  relief  could  be  afford- 
ed, and  the  issue  of  Exchequer  Bills  would 
have  no  beneficial  effect. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  had  observed,  with 
great  satisfaction,  that  the  Gentlemen  who 
composed  the  Commission,  had  discharged 
the  important  trust  committed  to  them 
gratuitously,  and  with  faithfulness  and 
diligence,  and  the  public  had  hitherto 
been  put  to  no  expenses  but  for  stationery, 
stamps,  &c.  No  loss  could  accrue — but 
probably  some  advantages  might.  As  an 
instance,  he  would  mention  the  Glou- 
cester and  Berkeley  Canal,  the  money  for 
which  would  be  advanced  by  way  of  loan, 
and  a  new  stimulus  created  to  continue 
useful  public  works,  which  otherwise  might 
stand  still  in  the  distressed  districts. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  was  much  gratified 
to  hear  the  Commissioners  had  performed 
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their  duty  gratuitously.  He  perceived 
500,000/.  was  to  be  advanced  for  the  same 
purpose  in  Ireland,  and  he  hoped  the  ex* 
ample  set  by  the  English  Commissioners 
would  be  followed  by  the  Irish.  He 
should  probably  take  an  opportunity  of 
a^ain  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  subject. 

Mr.  Spring  7?tce said, when  that  opportu- 
nity arrived,  he  should  be  obliged  to  tell  the 
hon.  Member,  that  the  duties  of  the  two 
sets  of  Commissioners  were  not  the  same. 
In  England  they  were  merely  deliberative, 
in  Ireland  they  were  deliberative  and  exe- 
cutive. 

The  Report  was  agreed  to,  and  Dill 
ordered  to  be  brought  in,  agreeable  to  the 
Resolution. 

Game  Bill.]  On  the  Motion  that  the 
Committee  be  deferred, 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  thought  the  Bill 
was  an  excellent  one,  and  could  not  con- 
ceive why  it  was  delayed  for  the  conve- 
nience of  some  unknown  individual. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  was  the  individual, 
and  would  sit  there  and  watch  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Bill  as  a  cut  watched  a 
mouse,  and  if  some  specific  day  was  not 
appointed  to  discuss  it,  he  would  divide 
the  House  upon  every  clause. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  hon.  friend  had 
received  his  answer,  but  he  would  further 
assure  him,  that  he  would  use  every  exer- 
tion to  carry  the  Bill  through  the  House 
this  Session.  He  thought  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  would  have  full  opportu- 
nity for  discussing  it  in  its  |)rogress 
through  the  Committee. 

An  Hon.  Member  observed,  that  several 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  objections  to  parti- 
cular portions  of  the  Bill,  and  inteuded 
to  oppose  it. 

Committee  deferred. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  July  27,   1831. 

MmirTU.]  Petitions pretented.  By  SirRoBiiiTBATKRON, 
ftom  Thomas  Augustus  Finigan,  of  the  Friends  of  the 
Uneducated  Poor,  residing  at  Belflut :  and  fh>m  the  New 
Methodist  Society,  Liabume ;  in  fkvour  of  the  firant  tn  the 
Kildare  Street  Society.  By  Mr.  H.  Ross,  from  Growers, 
Merchants,  and  Com  Factors,  Dundee,  a^nst  the  use  of 
Molasie*  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries.  By  Mr.  Alkx- 
AUTDtR  Dawson,  tnm  Inhabitants  of  Carrickmacroas, 
in  favour  of  Reform  (Ireland).  By  Mr.  Hunt,  from  In- 
habitants of  Macclesfield,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  (7om  Laws. 
By  Mr.  HBRSRAf  CDRTBft,  ttom  the  Inhabitants  of 
Wincheliea,  to  retain  Representatives t— By  Sir  H.  St. 
Paul,  from  Inhabitants  of  Biidport.  for  the  same  purpose. 
In  conjunction  with  adjoining  Parishes :— By  Sir  Johm 
WaUb,  twn  tht  CofpoHHtett  of  Sudbury,  tlio  to  rttein 


tiis  same  privUcgei.  By  Mr.  Jamcb  iommwtoMt  Asm 
Scotch  Distillers,  against  the  use  of  Molmw  in  Bvfwiriis 
and  Distilleries. 

CoTTOK  Factoribs  Afprbnticbs 
Bill.]  Mr.  H,  Ross  presented  a  Petition 
from  Woollen  Manufacturers  of  Aber- 
deen, praying  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Cotton  Factories  Apprentices  Bill^  regu- 
lating the  hours  of  employment  of  chil- 
dren engaged  in  manufactories^  should  not 
be  extended  to  Scotland.  Thepetitioiiers 
represented,  that  the  cases  of  England 
and  Scoltand  were  different.  In  the  Tatter 
there  were  neither  Poor-laws,  nor  any  sys« 
tern  of  apprenticeship.  He  cordially  sup- 
ported their  prayer,  particularly  as  there 
had  been  no  complaint  on  this  subject  in 
Scotland. 

Mr.  Hobhouse  stated,  that  he  had  bot 
yet  made  up  his  mind  whether  or  not  ho 
should  propose  the  extension  of  the  Bill  to 
that  part  of  the  empire.  He  was  witling 
to  admit  there  was  some  diflfer^nce  beiwcto 
the  two  countries^  on  the  points  netiMl 
by  the  hon.  Member,  but  the  Houstf  of 
course,  would  take  these  intoconsiderationi 
With  regard  to  there  having  been  no  com- 
plaints from  Scotland,  the  hon.  Oentleman 
must  confine  what  he  had  said  to  the 
woollen  manufacturers,  for  he  had  present- 
ed four  petitions,  and  bad  two  more  yet  to 
present,  praying  that  Scotland  might  b* 
included  in  the  Bill.  On  the  whole,  how- 
ever, he  was  inclined  to  think  he  shotild 
alter  the  measure,  so  as  to  exclude  Scot* 
land. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  it  was  a  dahger* 
ous  experiment  to  interfere  between  mas- 
ters and  their  operatives.  The  feeling  in 
Scotland  was  against  the  measure.  The 
manufacturing  population  there,  differed 
in  their  habits  from  the  same  class  of  peo- 
ple in  England.  The  Scotch  were  very 
careful  that  their  children  should  not  be 
over- worked,  and  the  masters  paid  great 
attention  to  their  health  and  morals.  A 
case  might  be  made  out  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  measure  as  regarded  Eng- 
land, where  the  influence  of  the  Poor-laws 
was  engrafted  in  all  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  He  ho|)ed  Scotland  would  never 
be  cursed  by  such  an  encroachment  On  her 
system. 

Mr.  Edmund  Peel  snid,  it  would  be  un- 
just to  the  English  manufacturer,  to  limit 
his  hours  of  working,  and  except  the  Scotch 
fioin  such  regulations. 

An  Hon.  Member  s%'\dt  the  House  would 
find  that  manufactories  in  Scotltfed  i&d 


Pocr^Laws 


{July  27} 


fhelandj. 


39 


Engtaindy  were  conducted  on  different 
principles  ;  it  was  not  unusual  in  the  lat- 
tercountry  to  apprentice  pauper  children  to 
manufacturers ;  but  that  was  never  the  case 
in  the  former,  where  the  children  employed 
were  treated  with  the  greatest  attention  and 
kindness.  He  appealed  to  every  Gentle- 
man who  had  visited  Lanark,  if  such  was 
not  the  case,  and  if  the  children  were  not 
educated  and  managed  better  than  they 
could  possibly  be  at  home  with  their  pa* 
rents.  The  measure  was  not  wanted,  and 
was  unpopular  in  Scotland,  and  he  hoped 
that  country  would  be  excluded  from  its 
operations. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped  the  hon.  member  for 
Westminster  would  persevere  with  his 
Bill,  and  pay  no  atttotion  to  Glentlemen 
who  wAvt  manufadurem  themselves.  He 
could  of  his  own  knowledgt  daolare,  that 
children  were  cruelly  treated  In  manure* 
tories.  At  from  five  to  seven  years  of  a^, 
they  were  worked  many  hours,  while  Uie 
muters  stood  o? er  them  ;  their  labour  oon- 
sisted  In  pushing  a  board  forward  with 
their  knees,  and  it  was  incessant.  Their 
joints  soon  became  inflamed,  and  they 
then  moved  the  board  by  an  inclination  of 
the  body  sideways.  The  eonseauence  was, 
that  nineteen  out  of  twenty  or  these  un- 
happy children  became  ultimately  deform* 
ed.  It  was  inhuman  to  work  children  as 
they  were  accustomed  to  do  in  Lancashire 
anct  Cheshire. 

Mr.  H.  Ross  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston's  statement,  was  confined  to  Eng- 
land, and  would  not  justify  the  extension 
of  the  bill  to  Scotland,  where  the  children 
were  not  hardly  treated.  At  present,  all 
the  parties  interested  were  contented,  and 
declared  there  was  no  necessity  to  legislate 
for  them.  It  was  apprehended,  that  if  the 
bill  passed  in  its  present  shape,  it  would 
facilitate  the  introduction  of  Poor-laws 
into  Scotland,  which  were  considered  a 
curse :  on  these  grounds  he  opposed  the 
extension  of  the  measure.  Some  com- 
plaints might  have  been  made  of  the  cot- 
ton manuraotories  of  Glasgow,  and  if  so, 
let  the  remedy  be  confined  to  them,  but 
no  new  regulations  were  required  for  the 
woollen  or  flak  trades. 

An  ffon,  Mwntber  assured  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston,  he  was  not  u  manu- 
facturer; he  would  further  assure  him, 
that  the  manufacturers  of  Scotland  took 
as  much  interest  in  the  welfare  of  children 
employed  by  them,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
possiUy  could ;  at  the  same  time,  though  he 


was  not  a  manufacturer,  he  should  objec 
to  the  extension  of  this  Bill  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelkam  said,  the  childre 
employed  in  manufactories  ought  to  hav 
proper  time  allowed  them  for  air  and  exei 
cise.  They  did  not  appear  to  have  thv 
and  he  was  satisfied  some  regulaticv 
should  be  enforced,  to  regulate  their  hem 
of  employment. 

Sir  James  Johnstone  did  notunderstan 
why  the  object  of  the  Bill,  which  was  to  pre 
vent  children  being  over-worked  in  menu 
factories,  should  not  be  extended  to  Scot 
land.  The  intention  of  it  was,  to  protec 
humane  manufacturers  from  unfair  com 
petition  with  those  who  worked  children  t 
excess.  The  honest  and  upright  manv 
f^Cturers  of  Yorkshire  required  this  protec 
tion,  to  promote  the  comforts  of  the  cbil 
dren  they  employed. 

Mr.  John  Wood  hoped  the  hon.  membe 
for  Westminster  would  persevere  with  hi 
Bill,  so  fhr  at  least  as  regarded  England. 

Mr.  Hobkoute  had  not  the  slightest  in 
tention  of  abandoning  the  measure  as  n 
garded  England.  There  was  much  weigli 
in  the  observations  of  the  hon.  member  fc 
Newcastle,  that  the  exemption  of  Scot 
land,  to  which  he  had  previously  been  in 
clined,  from  the  representations  made  t 
him,  would  give  an  unfair  preference  t 
the  manufacturers  of  that  country. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  not  understand  wh 
the  Members  connected  with  Scotlan 
should  oppose  a  bill,  the  object  of  whio 
was  to  provide  for  the  recreation  of  chil 
dren. 

Mr.  Edmund  Peel  said,  the  Bill  did  no 
provide  for  the  recreation  of  children  ;  i 
merely  regulated  their  hours  of  labour. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Poor-La ws  (Ireland).]  Sir  J,  Nma 
port  i)re8ented  a  Petition  from  Waterford 
in  favour  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  H 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  8tatio| 
that  he  had  fully  made  up  his  mind,  ths 
a  modified  system  of  Poor-laws  was  abse 
lutely  necessary  for  Ireland.  He  had  com 
reluctantly  to  that  opinion,  but,  seein: 
that  a  crisis  was  at  hand  for  Ireland — sec 
ing  that  a  large  part  of  the  revenue  of  th 
country  was  taken  away  by  absentee! 
while  the  peasantry  were  left  to  starve,  h 
had  been  compelled  to  conclude,  that  th 
time  was  come,  when  a  portion  of  the  pro 
duce  of  Ireland  must  be  appropriated  b 
the  law  to  relieve  the  wants  of  the  peoph 
Something  must  be  done,  and  speedily. 
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Mr.  James  Grattan  concurred  in  the 
opinion  expressed  by  his  right  hon.  friend. 
Ireland  was  indebted  to  him  for  some  of 
the  wisest  measures  the  Parliament  had 
e.ver  passed,  and  from  him,  if  from  any- 
body, it  might  be  expected,  that  those  re- 
gulations would  emanate  which  were  ne- 
cessary to  adapt  the  English  Poor-laws  to 
Ireland.  He  had  long  been  convinced  of 
the  propriety  of  introducing  Poor-laws 
into  Ireland,  and  he  gave  notice,  that  it 
was  his  intention  soon  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  a  bill  for  that  purpose.  A 
measure  of  that  kind  would  cure  absentee- 
ism, and  compel  gentlemen  to  reside  on 
their  property.  The  example  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  who  had  so  candidly  expressed 
his  opinion,  would  have  great  weight  with 
many  of  those  who  had  hitherto  opposed  the 
measure  ;  but  to  shew,  that  it  was  making 
great  way  with  the  public,  it  was  only  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  recal  to  the  memory 
of  the  House  the  number  of  petitions  which 
had  been  lately  presented  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Slaney  thought,  that  the  subject  was 
deserving  of  the  most  serious  attention ; 
and  he  trusted,  that  Parliament  would 
speedily  give  it.  At  the  same  time  he 
must  say,  that  he  hoped  the  abuses  of  the 
English  Poor-laws  would  not  be  introduced 
into  Ireland. 

Sir  R,  Bateson  said,  that  night  after 
night  the  Ministers  had  promised  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  for  therelief  of  Ireland, 
and  he  thought,  that  it  was  high  time  for 
something  of  that  sort  to  be  done  ;  he  was, 
however,  afraid  that  the  English  system  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland  would  only  produce 
further  misery,  instead  of  effecting  any 
good. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  it  was  in  vain  for 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  appeal  to  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  when  there  was  not  one  in  the 
House  to  hear  what  he  said. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  the  proceedings  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
in  last  night  proposing  a  grant  of  money 
for  England,  was  a  frightful  commentary  on 
the  system  it  was  proposed  to  introduce 
into  Ireland.  Before  they  introduced  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland,  it  ought  to  be  proved 
that  they  worked  well  in  England.  But 
here  they  existed — the  land  was  overflow- 
ingwith  wealth,  and  ingenuity  was  in  excess 
— skill  and  employment  were  abundant — 
and  yet  public  relief  was  demanded  for  the 
people.  Ireland  was  suffering  under  the 
evils  of  absenteeism,  and  though  he  should 
like  to  see  some  tax  levied  on  them  to  make 


them  contribute  to  the  necessities  of 
their  countrymen,  yet  as  there  were  al- 
ready many  charities  and  eleemosynary 
institutions  for  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
it  would  be  worth  while  6rst  to  consider 
whether  those  institutions  could  not  be 
made  more  effective.  Some  Gentlemen 
might  propose  Poor-laws  for  Irelandy^as  a 
means  of  keeping  the  Irish  at  home,  but  la- 
bour was  the  capital  of  Ireland,which  she  had 
as  much  right  to  export,  as  England  had  to 
export  her  manufactures  to  Ireland.  Some- 
thing was  necessary  to  make  the  indolent 
and  the  avaricious  contribute  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor ;  and  a  poor-rate  which 
could  accomplish  that,  would  be  de- 
serving of  the  utmost  praise .  If  Ireland 
was  not  relieved  by  good  legal  institutions, 
she  would  require  a  local  Legislature.  It 
was  impossible,  unless  good  institutions 
were  given,  to  look  forward  in  Ireland  with 
any  hope  but  that  the  same  cycle  of  dis- 
tress, famine,  and  disturbance,  would  con- 
tinually recur.  He  strongly  recommended 
attention  to  the  state  of  that  country,  if 
England  meant  to  preserve  it  in  peace. 

Mr.  Ruthven  was  glad  to  hear,  that  the 
member  for  Wexford  had  taken  the  mat- 
ter up ;  for  it  was  clear  that  the  Govern- 
ment, which  was  so  much  occupied  with 
other  things,  could  not  attend  to  the 
wants  of  Ireland ;  and  the  Irish  Gentlemen 
themselves  must  take  that  country  under 
their  care.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  in- 
troduction of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland  was 
now  necessary. 

Mr.  Callaghan  had  long  been  of  opinion, 
that  nothing  could  be  more  productive  of 
benefit  and  tranquillity  to  Ireland  than  the 
introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  that  coun- 
try. He  should  not  deal  fairly  with  the 
House,  however,  if  he  did  not  state,  that 
this  opinion  was  not  shared  by  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  who  dreaded  being  made 
by  the  Poor-laws,  paupers  on  their  own 
estates. 

Mr.  G.  Dawson  thought,  that  the  time 
was  now  come,  when  a  modified  system  of 
Poor-laws  must  be  introduced  into  Ire- 
land. He  saw  no  other  measure  which 
was  likely  to  give  tranquillity  to  that 
country.  The  rich  ought  to  make  sacri- 
fices, if  they  wished  the  country  to  re- 
main at  peace.  He  denied,  that  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  the  Government,  such 
as  the  issue  of  500,000/.  in  Exchequer 
Bills,  would  give  any  relief  to  Ireland,  and 
he  looked  on  those  measures  as  likely  to 
create  delusion.    The  only  means  to  re* 
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lieve  the  people  of  that  country  was,  to  give 
t  hem  etnploymeut,aDd  that  couldnotbedone 
but  by  making  it  the  interest  of  the  landed 
gentlemen  to  provide  for  them.  He  had  be- 
come, unwillingly,  a  convert  to  the  opinion, 
that  it  was  necessary  to  give  Poor-laws  to 
Ireland.  He  wished,  however,  that  the 
subject  were  taken  up  by  the  Government, 
and  not  left  to  be  brought  under  discussion 
at  the  discretion  of  individuals. 

Mr.  Leader  stated,  that  the  condition  of 
Ireland  was  now  become  a  vital  English 
question.  Those  who  had  brought  the 
country  to  pauperism  by  their  free  trade 
principles  ought  now  to  bring  all  their  in- 
tellect, if  they  had  any,  to  raise  the  coun- 
try out  of  the  condition  into  which  their 
principles  had  plunged  it.  Ireland  could 
not  go  on  as  it  was  at  present.  The  claims 
on  the  land  were  such,  and  the  extortions 
so  many,  that  it  was  not  possible  for .  the 
people  to  live.  The  demands  of  Landlords, 
Grand  Juries,  Tithe- proctors,  and  Tax- 
Gatherers  amounted  to  25,000,000/.  per 
annum  ;  one  of  these  stood  on  one  side 
of  the  hedge,  and  the  other  on  the  other, 
looking  after  the  growing  crop,  eager  to 
take  it  whenever  it  was  ready  ta  be  reaped. 
The  country  was  in  the  last  stage  of  desti- 
tution ;  the  population  were  behind  the 
level  of  humanity ;  and  in  Ireland  there 
was  no  security  for  life  or  property. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  deprecated  the  discus- 
sion of  this  important  question,  except  on 
some  notice  being  given,  particularly  as 
there  were  already  two  notices  on  the  book 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House. 
They  were  all  agreed,  that  if  the  introduc- 
tion of  Poor-laws  would  relieve  the 
poor  of  Ireland,  they  ought  to  be  intro- 
duced. This,  however,  was  yet  a  matter 
of  doubt ;  and  he  wished  Gentlemen 
would  take  the  principle  of  the  question 
into  consideration.  In  particular,  he  wish- 
ed Gentlemen  would  take  into  their  con- 
sideration the  effects  of  introducing  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland  on  the  state  of  the  poor 
of  England.  He  conjured  the  House  to 
weigh  the  subject  maturely,  and  consider 
well  the  means  by  which  that  relief  could 
be  given  which  they  all  desired  to  give. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  evident,  from  the 
returns  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that 
since  the  restrictions  on  trade  had  been  re- 
moved, the  business  of  Ireland  had  in- 
creased. He  regretted,  therefore,  that 
such  a  cause  should  have  been  assigned 
for  the  distress  of  Ireland  as  the  removal 
of  those  restrictions.    He  only  rose,  how- 


ever, to  say,  that  this  subject  ought  to  I 
taken  up  by  the  Government,  if  it  wj 
only  to  allay  the  agitation  which  now  ej 
isted.  He  thought,  that  the  Poor-laws  i 
England  had  not  been  of  advantage  to  tb 
country;  and  he  therefore,  though  1 
wished  to  give  relief  to  Ireland,  could  n< 
consent  to  introduce  Poor-laws  into  thj 
country.  It  was,  however,  the  business  ( 
the  Government  to  bring  the  questioi 
which  was  of  primary  importance,  und( 
the  discussion  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  the  hon.  member  fc 
Middlesex  had  given  an  opinion  again; 
the  introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Irelam 
without  assigning  his  reasons.  The  rigl 
hon.  Secretary  of  the.  Treasury  was  also  < 
the  same  opinion.  He  had  been  Chairma 
of  that  Committee  which  had  been  aj 

f pointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  Pooi 
aws  in  Ireland,  and  had  given  an  opinio 
on  every  other  subject  but  that  they  wei 
appointed  to  inquire  into.  He  advocate 
the  propriety  of  the  Government  takin 
up  the  question,  and  not  leaving  it  to  th 
interlocutory  explanations  of  Membei 
across  the  Table. 

Mr.  Spring  /2ice said,  the  reason  forth 
Committee  not  giving  an  opinion  was, 
had  sat  for  a  considerable  time,  and  tli 
dissolution  being  at  hand,  it  had  no  oppoi 
tunity  of  entering  into  a  question  of  sue 
importance  in  the  absence  of  many  Menc 
bers. 

Sir  /.  Newport  said,  that  he  had  es 
pressed  his  opinion,  for  which,  perhaps,  h 
owed  an  apology  to  the  House,  becaus 
at  his  time  of  life  he  might  not  otherwis 
have  an  opportunity  of  stating  the  chang 
which  had  taken  place  in  his  views  on  th: 
subject.  He  was  now  convinced,  tha 
without  some  provision  for  the  poor  c 
Ireland,  the  tranquillity  of  that  countr 
could  not  be  preserved. 

Mr.  Grattan  said,  the  hon.  member  fc 
Middlesex  had  expressed  himself  againt 
the  Poor-laws  of  England;  he  wishec 
therefore,  to  know  if  the  hon.  Membc 
proposed  to  alter  or  amend  them ;  if  th 
hon.  Member  did,  he  should  oppose  him, 

Mr.  Hume  had  not  objected  to  the  prin 
ciple  of  the  Poor-laws,  but  only  to  th 
abuses  of  the  system. 

Mr.  Sadler  wished  to  know,  if  th 
noble  Lord  would  allow  any  day  to  be  s€ 
apart  for  the  discussion  of  this  importac 
question  ?  The  day  appointed  was  the  2n< 
of  August. 

Lord  AUkorp  was  well  aware  of  th 
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gfeat  attention  whieh  the  hon.  Member 
had  paid  to  the  subject,  and  knew  how 
desirous  he  was  of  bringing  it  forward. 
He  could  not,  however,  pledge  himself  to 
set  apart  any  day  for  the  purpose.  He 
could  not  tell  what  might  occur  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  business  then  before  the 
House,  but  he  thought  there  might  be  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question 
after  that  was  disposed  of.  Not  perceiving, 
however,  what  was  likely  to  be  the  state  of 
things  before  the  House,  he  could  not  pro- 
mise that  any  particular  day  should  be  de- 
voted to  the  discussion. 

Mr.  Sadler  wished  merely  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  propriety  of 
adopting  measures  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland.  The  subject,  as  he  should 
bring  it  forward,  would  be  divested  of 
details. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Holland  and  Belgium.]  Viscount 
Palmerston  laid  On  the  Table  a  Protocol 
of  a  Conference  held  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
on  April  17lh,  1831,  between  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries of  Austria,  Great  Britain, 
Russia  and  Prussia,  and  also  a  note  ad- 
dressed to  these  Plenipotentiaries,  by  the 
Plenipotentiary  of  France,  on  July  14th, 
1831. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
if  there  would  be  any  objection  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  whole  of  the 
Protocols  relative  to  Belgium  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  replied,  that  the 
state  of  the  question  was  not  yet  so  far  ad- 
vanced towards  a  conclusion  as  to  allow 
him  to  comply  with  the  hon.  Member's 
request.  It  was  not  yet  finally  settled 
that  war  would  not  take  place  between 
Holland  and  Belgium ;  and  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  produce  the  papers  in  question. 

Russia-Dutch  Loan.]  Mr.  Baring 
wished  also  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  a  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  was  aware  that  half 
the  Loan  Russia  had  negotiated  in  Holland, 
had  been  taken  conjointly  by  England  and 
Holland,  on  condition  that  Belgium  should 
be  united  to  Holland,  and  tliey  were  to 
continue  to  pay  the  interest  of  that  Loan, 
as  long  as  the  union  of  the  two  countries 
continued.  England  had  already  paid  a 
large  sum  on  account  of  this  Loan.  Now, 
as  the  condition  on  which  she  took  the 
Loan  was,  that  Belgium  should  be  united 
to  Holland — and  as  those  two  countries 
were  now  de  facto  separated,  be  wished  to 


know  whether  England  conudcred  bendf 
bound  to  continue  the  paymeatt  on  ac* 
count  of  that  Loan  ?  He  wished  to  uk, 
too,  if  the  noble  Lord  was  aware  that  the 
King  of  Holland  had  refused  to  make  the 
last  payment  on  account  of  this  Loan, 
because  the  condition  on  which  he  laade 
himself  responsible  for  it  no  longer  ex- 
isted ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  the  subject 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded,  was 
not  quite  so  simple  as  it  appeared*  The 
question  was,  whether  the  liabilities  of 
England  still  continued,  according  to  the 
fair  interpretation  of  treaties,  or  was  put 
an  end  to  by  the  separation  of  the  two 
countries?  The  question  was  at  that 
moment  under  the  consideration  of  Gk>- 
vemment,  and  as  soon  at  the  Qoveromeat 
had  satisfied  itself  as  to  what  was  fair  aad 
just,  he  should  be  ready  to  communicate 
its  determination  to  the  House.  At  that 
moment  he  was  not  able  to  commuaicmte 
to  the  House  what  the  liability  of  tlie  Qo- 
vemment  was,  under  the  preseat  circum« 
stances. 

Mr.  Baring  again  asked  the  noble  Leni, 
if  he  was  aware  that  the  Oovemneiit  of 
Holland  had  refused  to  pay,  and  if  there 
was  any  difference  between  the  liabilitiei 
of  England  and  Holland  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  till  the  hon.  Member  stated  it. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  questioo,  there 
was  a  difference  between  the  two  cases, 
inasmuch  as  the  power  of  Holland  to  make 
payments  was  diminished  by  a  loss  of  her 
resources. 

Colonel  Davies  hoped,  until  the  oase 
was  decided,  no  further  payments  weuld 
be  made.  He  looked  upon  the  whole 
arrangement  as  one  of  doubtful  prepriety, 
and  though  he  by  no  means  wished  to 
urge  on  the  Government  any  breach  of 
frtiih,  he  must  conjure  it,  under  present 
circumstances,  to  take  every  foir  and  pro* 
per  opportunity  to  dimini^  the  expeadi- 
ture  of  the  country. 

Lord  AUkorp  said,  that  no  paynents 
would  be  made  until  Government  ihovM 
have  decided  upon  the  future  oonrte* 

French  Kikg's  Speech  —  Ravivo 
Fortresses.]  Sir  Robert  PM  bad 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity  to  put  a 
question  to  his  noble  friend,  relative  to  the 
Convention  to  raae  and  demelisli  oertain 
of  the  fortresses  whwh  had  been  eatabMied 
for  the  protection  of  the  Wedwihada  ^Itm 
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1614,  t^ut  that  was  now  unnecessary,  his 
noble   friend   having  thought   proper  to 
coiomui)icate  the  Protocol  to  the  House. 
Another  (juestion,  however,  that  he  wished 
to  ask,  w^s  this  :     The  Convention  which 
determined,  that  certain  fortresses  should 
he  ra^ed  ha4  been  settled  by   the  fbur 
Power?,   Bngland,   Russia,  Austria,  and 
Prqssia;    and    to    this    Convention    for 
razing    the  fortresses  France  was  not   a 
party.     If  he  understood  the  matter  cor- 
rectly, however,  the  whole  of  the  fortresses 
were  not  to  be  demolished,  and  it  was  not 
yet  determined  which  of  them  should  be, 
that  being  left  to  a  future  decision.     The 
(juestion,  then,  he  wished  to  ask  was,  by 
whom  W48  it  to  be  decided  which  of  these 
fortresses  should  be  demolished  ?  W^s  it 
to  be  decided  by  the  same  parties  who  had 
signed  the  Convention  ?    and   as  France 
had  not  been  a  party  to  that  Convention, 
was  she  to  have  no  concern  in  deciding 
which  of  the  fortresses  should  be  demo- 
lished ?     He  did  not  wish  to  provoke  a 
premature   discussion   on   this   important 
sgbj^ct.     Of  late,  indeed,  foreign  politics 
had  not  occupied  much  of  th^^  attention 
of  the  House — not  that  he  was  contented, 
nQt  that  he  did  not  foresee  much  cause  for 
fqture  apprehension  in  the   present  state 
of    foreign    ^fiajrs,  but  the   attention    of 
the  H{>use  had   been  absorbed  by  other 
tbin|pSf  and   hp  had  been  extremely  un- 
wiHing,  seeing  the  situation  of  his  noble 
friend,  to  call  for  any  explanation,  or  pro- 
voke a  premature  discussion  that  might  di- 
minigh  the  chances  of  maintaining  peace. 
fie  should  still  have  preserved  silence,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
lately  made  in  another  country.     That 
Speech    referred   to    two   countries   with 
which  the  interest  and  prosperity  of  this 
kingdom  were  closely  connected — ^Portugal 
and   Holland — which  made  it  necessary 
to  ask  for  son)e  explai)ations.     He  saicj, 
he  did   not  wish   to  provoke  premature 
diacossion,  but  onjy  to  obtain  such  expla- 
nations as  would   enable  the  House  of 
Commons  to  understand  in  what  manner 
the  interest  of  England  might  be  affected 
by  these  events.    The  part  of  the  French 
King's  Speech  which  referred  to  one  of 
these  subjects,  was  this — **  The  fortresses 
erected  to  threaten  France,  and  not  to 
protect  Belgium y  will  be  demolished.''     It 
was  said  there,  ^t  these  fortresses  were 
erected  to  facilitate  agression  on  France. 
^e  Speech  fuppospd  what  he  was  bound 
to  say  was  not  correct.    Those  fortresses 


were  not  raised  to  threaten  France  ;  t\ 

were  raised  to  defend  Belgium,  and  t 

neighbouring  countries    against    Fran< 

He  must  object,  therefore,  to  the  langue 

which  had  been  used,  and   must,  at  1 

san^e  time,  remark,  that  the  manner 

which  the  destruction  of  these  fortresi 

had  been  announced  by  France,  was  a  c 

parture  from  the   ordinary  courtesies 

practice  among  nations ;  and  the  more  i 

as  it  appeared  they  were  not  to  be  disma 

tied  immediately,  but  were,  on  the  contrai 

to  be  made  the  subject  of  ulterior  neg 

tiations,  [to  which  it  would   appear,  tl 

France  was  not  to  be  a  party.     He  won 

not,    however,    enlarge    on    this     poii 

because  he   was  anxious   to   avoid   pr 

voking  discussions    which    might    pro 

inconvenient  to  the  Government;   and 

would,   therefore,   at  once  pass  to   tfa 

other  portion  of  the  French  King's  Speei 

on  which  he  begged  to  put  a  question 

the  noble  Secretary  for   Foreign  AfFaii 

In  that  Speech  he  found   the   followii 

words : — "  To  obtain  reparation,  demandi 

in  vain,  our  ships  of  war  have  appeari 

before  the  Tagus.     I  have  just  receive 

the  news  that  they  have  forced  the  ei 

trance.  The  satisfaction,  hiiherto  refuse 

has  been  offered  to  us.     The  Portugue 

men-of-war  are  in  our  power,  and  the  ti 

coloured   flag   flies  under    the   walls 

Lisbon."     By   that  passage,   the  Fren( 

King  announced  to  his  subjects,  that  tl 

fleet  of  Portugal,  the  most  ancient  and  tl 

mo3t  faithful  of  the  allies  of  England,  hs 

fallen  into  the  power  of  its  enemies,  ar 

that  the  tri-coloured  flag  floated  victorioi 

in  her  capital.     That  passage  announce 

that  there  was  war  between  France  ar 

Portugal.     It  announced   that  the  vict( 

rious  fleet  of  France  had  forced  the  d< 

fences  of  the  Tagus,  and  that  the  capit 

of  Portugal  was  at  the  mercy  of  the  coi 

queror.     Under  any  other  circumstance 

it  might  not,  perhaps,   be   necessary  \ 

require   any   explanation   of   the    even 

which  preceded  this   state  of  affairs   i 

Portugal ;    but  it  was  impossible  to  pi 

altogether  out  of  sight  those  treaties  whic 

bound   this  country  to   the  defence  an 

protection  of  her  most  ancient  ally,  an 

the   peculiar   nature    of   the  obligatior 

which  those  treaties  imposed  on  this  cour 

try,  to  defend  Portugal  against  all  unjuj 

attacks.     He  did  not  mean  to  go  the  al 

surd  length  of  contending  that  Englan 

was  bound  by  those   treaties  to  defen 

Portugal;  either  by  the  employment  of 
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military  force,  or  even  by  remonstrances, 
when  she  decidedly  persisted  in  wrong 
doing ;  but  he  thought  it  must  be  admitted 
by  all  who  had  read  the  treaties,  that  they 
were  bound  to  assist  Portugal  in  repelling 
unjust  aggression.  It  was,  therefore,  very 
material  to  that  House,  to  know  what  were 
the  real  facts  of  the  case.  The  question, 
therefore,  which  he  wished  to  put  to  his 
noble  friend  was, whether  there  existed,  on 
the  part  of  France,  such  just  and  urgent 
ground  of  offence  as  had  entitled  her  to 
force  the  passage  of  the  Tagus,  or  whether 
iht  casus  foederis  had  arrived,  whether  the 
cause  of  complaint,  was  such  that  the  ag- 
gression of  France  could  not  be  avoided, 
and  that  had  or  had  not  arisen — which 
imposed  upon  us  the  obligation  of  suc- 
couring our  ally  ? — He  hoped  he  had  said 
nothing  which  could  promote  premature 
discussion ;  it  had  been  his  anxious  wish 
to  avoid  it.  He  should,  therefore,  confine 
himself  to  the  two  questions — which  to 
avoid  misapprehension,  he  would  now 
repeat.  The  first  was,  whether,  in  the 
negotiations  which  were,  as  it  was  now 
understood,  to  precede  the  demolition  of 
a  portion  of  the  fortresses,  France  was  to 
be  called  in  by  the  four  great  Powers  as 
a  party  to  such  negotiations  ?  The  next 
was,  whether  the  noble  Lord  was  disposed 
to  make  the  House  acquainted,  through 
the  means  of  any  documents  or  corre- 
spondence which  had  passed  on  the  sub- 
ject, with  the  peculiar  state  of  circum- 
stances which  had  led  to  the  attack  of  the 
French  on  Portugal,  and  brought  about 
the  events  which  enabled  the  French 
King  to  announce,  that  the  tri-coloured 
flag  floated  in  the  Tagus? 

Viscount  Palmerston  admitted,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  cautiously  worded, 
or  better  fitted  to  guard  against  any  pre- 
mature discussion,  than  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  and  he  hoped,  from  the 
disposition  which  had  been  displayed,  that 
his  right  hon.  friend  would  think  it  sufti- 
cient  if  he  gave  plain  and  distinct  answers 
to  the  questions  which  had  been  put  to 
him,  without  entering  into  any  detailed 
explanations.  He  had  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Protocol  by  which  it  was 
agreed  by  the  four  Powers  of  Austria, 
England,  Russia,  and  Prussia,  that  as  soon 
as  the  king  of  Belgium  should  be  recog- 
nised by  all  the  Powers  who  are  parties 
to  the  conference  of  London,  they  would 
open  negotiations  with  the  king  of  Bel- 
gium, for  the  purpose  of  considering  what 


part  of  the  frontier  fortresses  could  be 
demolished  y  as  it  was  plain  that,  from  the 
altered  state  of  circumstances,  these  fort- 
resses could  not  be  kept  up  for  those 
purposes  which  were  originally  proposed  by 
the  Treaty  of  1814.  His  rignthon.  friend 
wished  to  know  whether  France  was  to  be 
a  party  to  these  negotiations  when  it 
became  necessary  that  they  should  take 
place.  His  answer  to  this  was,  that  those 
negotiations  were  to  be  carried  on  between 
the  four  Powers  of  Austria,  England, 
Prussia,  and  Russia ;  and  it  was  obvious, 
from  the  very  nature  of  things,  that 
France  could  not  be  called  on  to  be  a 
party  to  those  arrangements.  His  right  hon. 
friend  had  stated  truly,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  shown  great  forbearance, 
and  a  marked  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, in  abstaining  from  exciting  any 
premature  discussions  in  the  course  of  the 
pending  negotiations;  and  he  could 
assure  his  right  hon.  friend,  that  the 
course  thus  adopted  by  that  House  had 
contributed  most  essentially  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  the  objects  they  all  had  in 
view — namely,  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  Europe,  and  the  settlement  of 
the  affairs  of  the  kingdom  of  Belgium 
in  such  a  manner  as  was  consistent  with 
the  interests  of  our  Allies,  and  the 
honour  and  security  of  England.  He 
was  not  aware  that  he  could  say  much 
more  in  answer  to  his  right  hon.  friend's 
questions  with  respect  to  Belgium.  It 
was  obvious  that  the  diminished  resources 
of  that  country,  both  military  and  pecu- 
niary, rendered  it  impossible  that  its  go- 
vernment could  continue  to  support  a  line 
of  fortresses  to  the  same  extent  as  when 
it  was  united  to  the  kingdom  of  Holland. 
His  right  hon.  friend's  next  question 
applied  to  the  capture  of  the  Portuguese 
fleet  in  the  Tagus,  and  to  the  floating  of 
the  tri-coloured  flags  under  the  walls  of 
Lisbon.  His  right  hon.  friend  had  taken 
occasion  to  utter  his  regret  that  the  go- 
vernment of  France  had  made  use  of  such 
expressions  in  the  Speech  delivered  by  the 
king ;  but  it  surely  could  not  be  expected, 
that  he  should  now  pronounce  any  opin- 
ions with  respect  to  a  Speech  for  which 
the  Government  of  this  country  was  in  no 
way  responsible.  This  much  he  would 
say,  that  his  Majesty's  Government  was 
fully  aware  of  the  necessity  imposed  on  it, 
of  affording  its  powerful  and  efficient  aid 
to  Portugal,  on  all  occasions  such  as  his 
right  hon,  friend  had  described ;  and  he 
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could  assure  him,  that  if  the  Ministers  had 
been  of  opinion,  or  brought  to  believe,  that 
Portugal  had,  according  to  the  true  spirit 
and  meaning  of  the  two  countries,  a  right 
to  have  demanded  on  this  occasion  the 
assistance  of  this  country,  that  assistance 
would  not  have  been  withheld  from  her 
because  the  present  Government  of  Por- 
tugal had  not  yet  been  recognized  by 
this  country.  They  had  felt,  indeed,  from 
the  first,  that  the  fact  of  the  Government 
not  being  recognized  did  not  diminish 
in  the  least  the  obligations  imposed  by  the 
treaties :  and  it  was  in  full  consideration 
of  the  validity  of  that  obligation  that 
the  Government  had,  but  a  short  time 
since,  applied  for  and  enforced  that  satis- 
faction which  they  thought  to  be  justly 
due  to  reiterated  and  well-founded  com- 
plaints. His  right  hon.  friend  had  asked 
tor  the  production  of  the  correspondence 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  subject  of 
the  late  events,  and  for  the  documents 
which  would  explain  the  full  extent  of  the 
grievances  which  had  led  to  the  capture 
of  the  Portuguese  vessels,  and  the  en- 
trance of  the  French  into  the  Tagus,  as 
announced  in  the  Speech  of  the  King  of 
the  French.  He  felt,  that  he  could  not, 
in  compliance  with  his  duty,  then  consent 
to  give  the  information  required ;  but. 
whenever  the  time  came  for  its  production, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  defend  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Government,  and  to  ex- 
plain it  to  the  full  satisfaction  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  and  the  House.  At  the 
present  moment,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  expedient  to  produce  the  information 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  asked  for,  not 
so  much  with  reference  to  the  interests  of 
this  country,  as  to  transactions  at  present 
depending  between  others,  and  negoti- 
ations which  might  be  prejudiced  by  pre- 
mature disclosures  or  discussions. 

Sir  R,  Peel  was  glad  to  hear  what  his 
noble  friend  had  stated  with  regard  to 
those  barriers,  which  had  been  most  er- 
roneously called  fortresses  intended  to 
menace  France,  and  not  to  protect  Bel- 
gium. He  again  declared,  that  he  was 
anxious  not  to  excite  any  unnecessary  dis- 
cussion ;  but  as  that  might  be  the  last 
time  any  such  opportunity  would  be  af- 
forded him,  he  could  not  allow  it  to  pass 
without  expressing  a  hope  that  the  king  of 
Holland  would  not  be  excluded  from  those 
future  negotiations  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred.  It  should  not  be  for- 
gotten, that  although  the  fortresses  were 


supported  for  the  defence  and  protectic 
of  Belgium,  they  were  intended  still  mo: 
for  the  defence  and  protection  of  Holland- 
a  country  in  the  safety  and  independent 
of  which  England  had  the  deepest  interec 
the  integrity  of  which  country  must  1 
always,  with  England,  an  object  of  tl 
most  anxious  solicitude.  He  begged,  ii 
deed,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  nob 
Lord  to  the  peculiar  claim  which  Hollai 
possessed  to'  be  consulted  with  respect 
the  disposal  of  the  fortresses.  The  nob 
Lord  must  recollect  the  Convention  b 
tween  this  country  and  the  prince  sov 
reign  of  the  Netherlands,  signed  in  Augu 
1814,  by  which  it  was  agreed,  that  tv 
millions  of  money,  received  as  indemni 
for  claims  on  France,  should  be  appli( 
to  the  repair  of  these  fortresses,  for  tl 
defence  of  Holland,  and  for  the  exclusi 
support  of  British  interests.  The  nob 
Lord  must  recollect,  too,  the  terms  < 
which  this  large  sum  was  thus  disposed  c 
He  must  remember,  that  in  considerati( 
of  the  sum  applied  to  the  erection  of  tl 
fortresses,  Holland  consented  to  cede 
England,  in  perpetuity,  the  colonies  of  tl 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Demerara,  Berbic 
and  Essequibo,  Now  if  Holland,  in  tl 
course  of  the  negotiations,  was  to  be  he 
as  in  no  way  interested  in  the  fate  of  the 
fortresses,  he  would  beg  to  ask,  what  i 
compense  had  she  received  for  surrende 
ing  these  colonies,  which  England  held 
a  consideration  and  a  satisfaction  for  tl 
money  she  consented  to  advance,  in  ord 
that  these  fortresses  might  be  placed  in 
proper  state  of  defence. 

Viscount  Palmerston  admitted  the  stat 
mentsof  the  righthon.  Baronet,  and  assure 
him,  that  the  Government  had  not  be< 
forgetful  of  what  was  due  to  the  claims 
the  king  of  Holland,  nor  unmindful  of  tJ 
value  of  the  independence  of  Hollai 
with  relation  to  the  interests  of  Englan 
and  of  the  necessity  of  continuing  to  ci 
tivate  and  maintain  those  relations  of  ami 
and  mutual  good-will  which  had  so  loi 
prevailed  between  them,  to  their  rautu 
honour  and  advantage.  He  admitte 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  correct 
stated  the  nature  of  the  Convention,  b 
he  had  forgotten  one  important  part  of  i 
namely,  that  this  country,  in  return  f 
the  cession  of  the  colonies,  paid  a  milli< 
of  money  on  account  of  the  sunender 
Guadaloupe,  and  that  England  charge 
itself  with  the  payment  of  a  part  of  & 
Dutch  and  Russian  Loan  which  bad  be( 
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fldready  adverted  to  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Thetfprd  (Mr.  Baring).  It  would  ap- 
pear, therefore,  that  Holland  had  already 
received  an  eqqivalept. 

Lord  Biioi  reminded  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  expense  of  the  peace  establish- 
ment of  tke  fprtresses  wa9  very  small,  and 
that  it  eouid  not  be  said  Belgium  would  be 
called  on  to  support  all,  for  many  of  them 
were  within  the  Dutch  frontier.  The  rea- 
son ^^^f^9  therefore,  for  the  demolition  of 
the  fortresses  was  not  altogether  sufficient; 
and  he  hoped,  before  any  negotiations 
were  opened  on  the  subject,  qt  guarantee 
exacted  for  the  securing  of  the  integrity  of 
Belgium,  that  th^  (questions  respecting  her 
debt  would  be  Anally  disposed  of.  He 
begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether  it 
was  in  consequence  of  any  representations 
on  the  part  of  the  Belgians,  with  respect  to 
the  expense  of  supporting  the  fortresses, 
that  the  Conference  had  been  held  at  which 
it  was  reiolved  to  dismantle  thenu 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  occurred 
at  a  Tenr  early  period,  indeed  shortly  after 
he  eame  into  office,  to  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries of  the  Powers  assembled  to  consider 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Belgium,  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  recourse  to 
•erne  ^ew  measures  with  respect  to  these 
frontier  fortresses,  which  had  been  erected 
to  protect  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands. 
It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say,  that  in 
the  arrangements  then  proposed,  these 
Powers  had  no  other  object  than  to 
take  care,  if  possible,  that  fortresses  erect- 
ed for  one  purpose  should  not  be  applied 
to  one  directly  contrary,  and  that  the 
barriers  raised  for  the  protection  of  Bel- 
rtum  should  not  only  become  useless,  but, 
from  the  operation  of  circumstances,  be 
perhaps  made  to  promote  objects  totally 
different  from  those  intended  by  the  Powers 
wbieh  constructed  them.  This  was  the 
view  taken  of  the  subject  by  the  Allied 
Powers,  parties  to  the  Conference ;  and  he 
had  only  to  add,  that,  as  far  as  he  knew 
anything  of  the  arrangements  connected 
wiUi  the  original  construction  of  these  for- 
tresses, they  were  not  intended  to  menace 
France,  but  were  raised  altogether  with 
the  view  of  defending  the  Netherlands. 

Sir  John  Doyle  condemned  the  course 
whidi  (he  Government  had  pursued  to- 
wards Portugal,  and  observed,  that  al- 
though he  had  been  a  supporter  of  Mi- 
niftert,  he  considered  their  conduct  to 
bare  been  very  apathetic  in  reference  to 
tfie  Itte  erentS;  and  that  he  must;  aU 


though  in  opposition  to  their  wishes, 
persist  in  demanding  some  early  infonn- 
ation  on  the  subject  of  our  relations  with 
the  government  of  Lisbon . 

Colonel  Evans  had  seen  the  fortresses, 
and  could  declare,  that  it  would  r8(]|nire 
40,000  men  to  garrison  them,  and  a  still 
larger  army  to  defend  them.  The  re- 
sources of  iBelgium  were  not  equal  to  de- 
fend these  places  against  a  powerful 
enemy.  The  French  had  passed  these 
fortresses,  in  1615,  without  being  arrested 
by  them  a  single  hour. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  the  lo^n  to  which 
he  referred,  had,  he  believed,  nothing  to 
do  with  the  cession  of  the  Colonies ;  and 
as  the  circumstances  under  which  England 
promised  to  take  on  itself  a  part  of  the 
payment  were  at  an  end  by  the  dissolution 
of  the  connection  between  Holland  and 
Belgium,  he  thought  the  obligation  to  dis- 
charge any  portion  of  the  payments  was 
also  at  an  end. 

Viscount  Palmerston  faid,  the  object 
of  the  Government  at  that  moment  was, 
not  to  discover  how  they  might  form  new 
obligations,  but  rather  now  they  were  to 
fulfil  the  obligations  of  treaties  and  debts 
already  contracted. 

The  Papers  to  be  printed. 

Reform  Petitions.]  Sir  Oeqrgp 
Warrender  begged  leave  to  present  a 
Petition  from  the  parish  or  Chelsea, 
praying,  that  if  the  House  determined  to 
give  the  right  of  Representation  to  dis- 
tricts in  the  vicinity  of  the  metropolis, 
the  claims  of  that  parish  might  not  be 
passed  over.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  had  yet  been  able  to  comprehend 
the  principle  on  which  the  Ministers  pro- 
ceeded, with  respect  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  he  confessed  the  events  of  the  last 
few  days  had  tended  much  to  lessen  the 
little  he  thought  he  knew  before.  If, 
however,  their  principle  was  population, 
the  petitioners  said,  that  the  parish  eon- 
tained  32,000  inhabitants.  If  their  prin- 
ciple on  the  other  hand,  was  the  number 
of  10/.  householders,  then  the  petitionevs 
declared,  that  their  parish  had  upwardt 
of  5,000  of  that  description  ;  and,  if,  ttiji 
further,  their  principle  was  the  payraeqt 
of  Assessed-taxes,  then  the  petitioners 
begged  the  House  to  consider  that  26,000/. 
were  collected  every  year  in  their  pariah. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  approyed  of  th^ 
plan  of  giving  Members  to  districts  of  the 
metropolis,  and  he  had  said  so  lo  thoat 


405       ParUgmmlary  Rejhrm —       {July  27} 


BiUfir  En^Umd. 


M 


vfbo  asked  him  to  present  the  petition; 
but  he  must  contend,  that  those  who  gave 
Members  to  Finsbury  and  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  were  bound  to  listen  to  the 
claims  of  the  parish  of  Chelsea. 

Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Reform  Bill. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Billfor 
EvoLAND — Committee — Tenth  Day.] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Reform  of 
Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

Mr.  Huntf  before  the  Speaker  left  the 
Chair,  begged  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He  un- 
derstood, that  the  fonr  Post-office  packets 
between  Calais  and  Dover,  had  always 
five  Captains.  One  of  the  five,  he  was 
told,  had  just  died,  and  he  wished 
to  know  if  the  Government  intended  to 
perform  its  promise  of  retrenchment,  by 
saving  this  400/.  a  year  of  salary  to  the 
public,  by  abstaining  from  making  a  pew 
appointment  ? 

Sir  Janies  Graham  regretted  that  Uie 
hon.  Member  had  not  given  him  some 
notice  of  his  iutentiou  to  ask  the  question, 
as  he  might  have  been  prepared,  through 
the  means  of  a  communication  with  the 
noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Post-office, 
to  have  given  some  answer.  At  present 
he  could  only  promise  to  make  inquiries 
on  the  subject.  He  might  say,  at  the  same 
time,  that  no  cue  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment was  m6rc  anxious  to  fulfil  the 
promises  of  retrenchment  than  the  noble 
person  alluded  to,  and  he  was  confident 
that  if  a  saving  could  be  efiected,  the 
noble  Duke  would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity,  and  be  happy  to  receive  all 
the  information  which  the  hon.  Member 
might  be  able  to  afford. 

The  House  went  into  Committee,  Mr. 
Bernal  in  the  Chair, 

The  subject  for  discassion  was  the 
second  Clause  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
read  as  follows  : — '*  And  be  it  enacted, 
that  the  boroughs  enumerated  in  Sclie- 
dule  B,  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall,  after 
the  end  of  this  present  Parliament,  return 
one  Member,  and  no  more,  to  serve  in 
Parliament  for  each  of  the  said  boroughs." 

On  the  question  being  put. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rose,  and  spoke  to  the 
following    effect:* — Before    we    proceed 

*  Printed  from  the  corrected  edition,  pob- 
\nk%A  by  Roake  and  Varty. 


to  the  consideration  of  the  casof  of  indi 
vidual  boroughs  included  in  achtdule  £ 
I  intend  to  discuss  a  preliminary  questioi 
of  very  high  importance,  and  one  thi 
concerns  the  interests  of  the  whole  dti 
of  boroughs.  The  decision  upon  di 
general  question  thus  raised,  will  be 
conclusive  one,  and,  once  taken,  will  At 
termine  the  point  for  each  particular  case 
and  render  detailed  discussion  upon  thi 
point  unnecessary.  I  propose,  that  eac 
of  the  forty  boroughs  included  in  schedul 
B,  instead  of  returning  only  one  Memfoei 
as  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  shall  retfii 
its  present  privilege  of  returning  two ;  and 
shall  move  as  an  Amendment  on  the  Motio 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  word  **  two 
be  substituted  for  ''one."  If,  tberefor< 
die  House  affirm  my  proposition,  each  < 
the  boroughs  will  return  two  Memben 
and  will  thus  escape  partial  disfranchise 
ment ;  and  if,  on  the  contrary,  the  Com 
mittee  shall  decide  thai  the  word  **  one 
stand  part  of  the  clause,  I  shall  abitai 
from  raising  the  question  ia  the  c«sa  < 
each  individual  borough  io  schedule  i 
I  think  that  the  course  that  i  aow  propoi 
will  save  the  time  of  the  House;  and 
entreat  the  most  scrioos  and  impartit 
attention  of  all  parties,  while  I  state  tk 
important  considerations  that  induoa  m 
to  propose  the  adoption  of  the  course  tki 
I  now  recommend.  I  am  not  abont  1 
recommend  a  discussion  of  the  geoen 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  I  shall  Gonfin 
myself'  to  a  statement  of  facts,  which  ai 
as  well  deserving  the  attention  of  thoi 
who  are  friendly  to  the  Bill,  as  of  Uioi 
who  take  the  same  view  of  it  that  I  d< 
I  would  appeal  to  his  Majesty's  Goverr 
ment  themselves,  entertaining  a  oonfidei 
hope,  that  if  I  shall  be  able  to  adduc 
valid  reasons  for  continuing  to  the  boixuigl 
enumerated  in  schedule  B,  the  right  t 
returning  two  Members,  my  reasons  wi 
be  permitted  to  prevail,  and  will  ipinc 
the  Ministers  again  to  pursue  the  hooam 
able  coarse  which  they  took  last  niglit  i 
the  case  of  the  borough  of  Saltash,  an 
revoke  a  decision  which  subsequent  eon 
sideration  proved  to  be  erroneous.  In  th 
first  place,  I  contend,  that  the  adoption  < 
my  proposal  is  not  inconsisteat  with  th 
principles  of  the  Reform  Bill.  There  i 
not  a  word  in  the  preamble  of  the  Bi 
which  points  to  the  disfiranchisement  c 
the  boroughs  enumerated  in  schedule  I 
The  preamble  recites  that — **  it  is  ei 
padieat  4o  take  eiectaal  aeamras  k 
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correcting  divers  abuses  that  have  long 
prevailed  in  the  choice  of  Members  to 
serve  in  the  Commons  House  of  Parlia- 
ment; to  deprive  many  inconsiderable 
places  of  the  right  of  returning  Mem- 
bers; to  grant  such  privilege  to  large, 
populous,  and  wealthy  towns ;  to  increase 
the  number  of  knights  of  the  shire  ;  to  ex- 
tend the  elective  franchise  to  many  of  his 
Majesty's  subjects  who  have  not  heretofore 
enjoyed  the  same,  and  to  diminish  the  ex- 
pense of  elections."  Now,  I  cannot  deny, 
that  this  recital,  if  admitted  to  be  correct, 
applies  to  schedule  A,  and  binds  us  to  the 
complete  disfranchisement  of  those  bo- 
roughs, but  it  has  no  reference  to  the 
partial  disfranchisement  of  the  boroughs  in 
schedule  B.  The  preamble  of  the  Bill, 
therefore,  leaves  those  who  entirely  assent 
to  it  at  liberty  to  vote  with  me.  The  most 
determined  enemy  to  nomination  boroughs 
may  also  vote  with  me.  There  may  be 
boroughs  of  that  description  in  schedule  B, 
if  reference  be  had  to  their  present  consti- 
tuency, but  other  provisions  of  the  Bill  will 
destroy  that  constituency,  and  will  substi- 
tute for  it  a  new  and  more  extended  one. 
I  have  a  perfect  right  to  assume,  that 
after  this  Bill  shall  have  passed,  nomina- 
tion will  be  effectually  excluded  in  the  case 
of  every  borough  named  in  scheduleB.  If  it 
will  not,  why  does  the  Government  reserve 
for  these  boroughs,  or  any  of  them,  even 
the  half  of  their  existing  privilege  ?  The 
question  is  one,  not  of  degree,  but  prin- 
ciple. The  Bill  assumes  nomination  to  be 
vicious  and  unconstitutional ;  but  if  it  be 
so,  it  is  so  in  the  case  where  one  Member 
is  to  be  returned,  as  well  as  in  the  case 
where  there  are  two.  If  you  suspect  the 
existence  of  nomination  m  schedule  B, 
your  remedy  clearly  is,  not  partial  disfran- 
chisement, but  complete  extinction  of  the 
privilege  through  which  it  is  to  be  effected. 
I  repeat,  therefore,  that  the  most  decided 
enemy  to  nomination  is  at  liberty  to  vote 
with  me.  Having  removed  out  of  my  way 
these  preliminary  difHculties,  and  shewn 
this  to  be  a  question  fairly  open  to- the 
consideration  of  all  par-ties,  whether  friends 
or  enemies  to  the  Bill,  1  will  now  consider 
the  intrinsic  merit  of  the  proposal.  First, 
I  contend,  that  it  is  recommended  by  long 
prescriptioa  and  almost  uniform  usage,  so 
far  as  England  is  concerned — and  let  it 
be  remembered  that  we  are  now  discussing 
the  English  Representative  system,  and 
no  other — that  the  usages  of  England  in 
^pect  to  Representation  are,  therefore. 


mainly  to  be  relied  upon.  Now,  in  every 
instance  in  England,  in  which  the  elective 
franchise  is  exercised,  with  few  exceptions 
only,  in  which  there  is  a  single  Member, 
two  Members  are  returned.  There  are 
also  the  cases  of  the  city  of  London  and 
of  the  county  of  York,  wherein  there  are 
severally,  four.  489  Members  sit  for 
England,  and  five  only,  out  of  the  whole 
number,  sit  for  boix>ughs  having  a  single 
return.  A  different  practice  prevails,  it  is 
true,  in  Wales,  in  Scotland,  and  in  certain 
cases  in  Ireland.  In  the  two  latter  cases, 
it  was  adopted  at  the  respective  periods  of 
their  union  with  England ;  but  we  are  to 
consult,  for  present  purposes,  English  pre- 
cedent and  English  usage,  and  not  to  look 
at  the  necessities  which  might  be  imposed 
by  events  so  peculiar  as  the  unions  of  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  empire.  If  usage  and 
prescription  are  to  decide  the  question,  the 
decision  must  be  in  favour  of  my  propo- 
sal, and  I  contend,  that  the  appeal  to  rea- 
son and  good  sense  is  equally  decisive  in 
ist  favour ;  and  that,  apart  from  all  consi- 
derations of  usage,  that  plan  of  Represent- 
ation which  gives  two  Members  to  certain 
places,  in  preference  to  one,  ought  to  be 
adopted.  If  we  were  merely  arguing  d 
priori — if  we  were  dcvising,for  the  first  time, 
an  electoral  system  for  a  new  country — 
and  if  we  should  assume  500  as  the  proper 
limit  to  the  number  of  Representatives,  it 
would  be  easy,  in  my  opinion,  to  prove, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  give  the  right  of 
sending  two  Members  to  250  towns  or 
districts,  rather  than  a  single  Member  to 
each  of  500.  By  doing  so,  you  would  en- 
sure a  more  perfect  Representation  of  the 
feelings  and  sentiments  of  the  whole 
people  ;  you  would  diminish  the  chances  of 
the  undue  preponderance  of  one  class  of 
interests  or  opinions ;  and  you  would  be 
more  likely  to  effect  that  object  which 
ought  never  to  be  overlooked,  namely,  the 
insuring  at  all  times  to  the  minority,  its 
fair  share  of  weight  and  influence  in  the 
public  councils.  But  I  would  rather  con- 
fine myself  to  the  circumstances  of  Eng- 
land, and  to  the  state  of  society  as  it 
exists  in  this  country.  I  appeal  to  those 
who  have  practical  experience  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  who  are  conversant  with  the 
feelings  and  habits  connected  with  elec- 
tions in  England.  Surely  they  must  know, 
that  there  is  an  immense  advantage,  when 
contending  parties  are  nearly  balanced,  in 
having  the  means  of  effecting  an  amicable 
compromise,  and  of  warding^  off  the  neces*. 
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sity  of  absolute  triumph  and  unqualified 
defeat.  What  is  it  that  gives  keenness  to 
election  contests  ?  Not  merely  general 
politics,  but  local  and  hereditary  attach- 
ments, the  preference  of  this  family  to 
that,  the  influence  of  property  newly  ac- 
quired contending  against  that  of  ancient 
family  and  long-established  connexion. 
Beware  how  you  relinquish  the  only  means 
of  amicably  adjusting  the  balance  between 
such  rival  pretensions.  Think  of  the  ani- 
mosity which  you  will  engender,  the  more 
bitter  as  the  circle  is  narrow  within  which 
it  is  confined,  if  there  be  no  alternative 
but  complete,  unmitigated  victory  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  How  certain  will  be 
the  provocation  to  contest  on  every  return- 
ing vacancy,  and  how  lasting  ther  mortifi- 
cation which  will  follow  defeat.  I  argue 
from  what  I  know,  and  from  circumstances 
of  which  I  have  had  experience.  I  repre- 
sent a  borough — no  nomination  borough 
— but  a  borough  containing  near  4,000 
inhabitants,  in  which  every  inhabitant 
householder,  not  in  the  poor-rate,  has  a 
vote,  and  is  proud  of  his  franchise.  It  re- 
turns two  Members,  one  friendly  to  the  Bill, 
the  other  hostile  to  it — one  supporting  the 
Government,  the  other  opposing  it — one 
returned  through  the  influence  of  an  an- 
cient name,  and  of  all  the  associations 
which  are  connected  with  old  connexions 
and  hereditary  attachments;  the  other 
through  the  influence  of  neighbourhood 
residence,  property,  and  friendly  and  con- 
stant intercourse.  How  many  instances 
there  must  be  where  similar  divisions  of 
opinion  and  interests  prevail ;  many,  per- 
haps, in  which  they  are  very  nearly  ba- 
lanced ;  and  could  it,  in  such  cases,  be  for 
the  public  advantage,  or  could  it  promote 
local  peace,  to  leave  no  alternative,  at  all 
times  and  under  all  circumstances,  but  the 
complete  exclusion  of  one  party  and  com- 
plete triumph  of  the  other  ?  Even  on  this 
single  ground,  1  must  contend,  that  my 
Amendment  would  be  entitled  to  support. 
But  this  is  a  narrow  ground,  indeed,  com- 
pared with  that  on  which  I  am  now  about 
to  urge  its  adoption.  1  am  now  to  consi- 
der in  what  manner  public  interests,  and 
those  of  the  highest  concern,  will  be  af- 
fected by  its  rejection.  By  the  vote  of 
last  night,  which  inflicted  total  disfran- 
chisement on  all  the  boroughs  in  schedule 
A,  we  have  made  an  enormous  change  in 
the  Representative  system — a  much  greater 
change  than  was  expected  by  any  re- 
former, not  a  member  of  the  King's  Go- 


vernment. By  that  vote,  fifty-six  bo- 
roughs, entitled  for  centuries  to  the  elec- 
tive franchise,  have  been  destroyed,  anc 
111  Members,  being  far  more  than  one- 
fifth  of  the  whole  English  Representation 
will  shortly  cease  to  exist.  I  cannot  be- 
lieve, that  the  sober  judgment  of  the  Houm 
will  affirm  the  decisions  of  the  Committee 
— that  no  appeal  will  be  permitted  in  suet 
cases  as  those  of  Appleby,  of  Downton 
and  Plympton ;  but  if  that  shall  be  the 
case — if  our  proceedings  are  irrevocable- 
let  us,  while  we  have  yet  time  to  repair 
at  least  in  some  degree,  the  evil  of  these 
proceedings,  maturely  consider  the  effeci 
of  them,  and  their  bearing,  not  upon  thi« 
borough  or  that,  but  upon  those  vast 
interests  of  society  which  are  affected  b^ 
them.  In  this  country  there  are  two  greai 
interests,  the  agricultural  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  commercial  and  manufacturing  or 
the  other,  having  the  closest  ultimate  con- 
nexion between  their  mutual  prosperity 
but  occasionally  taking  very  diflTerent 
views  of  the  best  mode  of  promoting  theii 
individual,  and  ultimately  their  common 
welfare.  Let  us  consider  how  these  inter- 
ests are  likely  to  be  affected  by  those 
enactments  of  this  Bill  which  are  ahead) 
decided  on,  by  those  we  are  at  present 
considering,  and  by  those  we  shall  have 
hereafter  to  consider.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
a  map  of  England,  which  has  been  pre- 
pared (I  know  not  whether  by  a  friend  orar 
enemy  of  the  Reform  Bill),  with  the  view 
of  presenting,  at  one  view,  those  placet 
that  are  to  be  totally,  and  those  which  aw 
to  be  partially  disfranchised  ;  and  those 
also  which  are  to  acquire  the  right  ol 
hereafter  returning  Members  to  Parliament 
Now,  I  propose  to  divide  England  intc 
two  great  divisions,  and  to  draw  the  line 
of  demarcation  in  that  manner,  whicl 
will  most  fairly  and  effectually  separate 
the  purely  agricultural  counties  of  England 
from  those  which  are  either  chiefly  manu- 
facturing, or  partly  manufacturing  and 
partly  agricultural.  The  line  must  be,  in 
some  degree,  arbitrarily  drawn,  and,  on 
each  side  of  it,  there  must  be  partial  ex- 
ceptions ;  as  in  the  case  of  counties  which 
do  not  fall  exactly  within  the  description 
which  I  wish  to  assigpi  to  them ;  but  1 
know  no  line  which  will  better  effect  the 
object  I  have  in  view,  than  the  One  which 
I  propose  to  draw.  It  extends  across 
England  from  that  indenture  in  the  coasl 
which  is  made  by  the  mouth  of  the  Severn, 
to  that  indenture  in  the  opposite  coast 


411      Parliamentary  Rifarm—     {COMMONS}         Bill  fir  England--         4» 


ivMch  is  made  by  the  inlet  of  the  sea 
called  the  Wash.  In  short,  the  line  may 
be  considered  to  be  drawn  from  Glouces- 
ter, in  the  west,  to  Boston,  on  the  east 
coast  of  England.  To  the  north  of  this 
line  the  great  coal  field  of  England  is  si- 
tuate, and  the  manufactures  depending 
upon  coal  are  chiefly  carried  on.  The 
division  to  the  south  of  the  line  includes 
those  countiesof  England  which  are  almost 
entirely  agricultural,  and  in  which,  speak- 
ing comparatively,  there  is  little  scope  for 
manufacturing  industry.  There  are,  I 
believe,  eighteen  counties  to  the  north  of 
the  line,  and  twenty-three  counties  to  the 
•oath  of  it.  The  northern  counties  are 
the  following: — Northumberland,  Cum- 
berland^ Durham,  Westmoreland,  Lanca- 
ahire,  Yorkshire,  Cheshire,  Derbyshire, 
Lincolnshire,  Nottinghamshire,  Stafford- 
ahire,  Shropshire,  Monmouthshire,  Here- 
fordshire, Worcestershire,  Warwickshire, 
Leicestershire,  Rutlandshire.  The  south- 
em  counties  are: — Hertfordshire,  Essex, 
Suffolk,Cambridge,  Bedford,  Huntingdon, 
Northampton,  Norfolk,  Kent,  Surrey,  Sus- 
sex, Hampshire,  Wiltshire,  Dorset,  Devon- 
shire, Cornwall,  Somersetshire,  Glouces- 
tershire, Berkshire,  Buckinghamshire,  Ox- 
fordshire, and  Middlesex.  Now  let  us 
examine,  how  the  schedules  and  enact** 
mentsof  this  Bill  affect  these  two  divisions 
of  England, and  the  interests  which  are  con- 
nected with  them.  Fifty- six  boroughs,  re- 
turning 111  Members,included  in  schedule 
A,  have  been  already  doomed  to  destruc- 
tion ;  five  only  of  these  lioroughs  are  to  the 
north  of  the  line,  fifty-one  are  to  the  south. 
The  counties  north  of  the  line  lose  only 
ten  Members,  while  the  counties  south  of 
the  line  lose  101.  So  much  for  schedule 
A.  1  will  proceed  to  schedule  B.  By 
schedule  B,  forty  one  boroughs  are  to  lose 
each  one  Member.  At  the  commencement 
of  these  proceedings,  the  number  was 
forty,  but  the  transfer  of  Saltash  from 
schedule  A  made  the  number  forty-one. 
Of  these  forty-one  boroughs,  only  eight 
are  to  the  north,  while  thirty-three  are  to 
the  south  of  the  line.  Thus,  the  northern 
division  will  lose  sixteen  Members,  while 
the  southern  will  Ioac  sixtv-six.  From 
this  it  will  appear,  that  the  combined  oper- 
ations of  schedules  A  and  B  is,  that  the 
manufacturing  counties  will  lose  eighteen 
Members,  while  the  agricultural  counties 
will  lose  134  Members.  I  should  be  quite 
aware,evcn  if  the  noble  Lord  opposite  were 
n«t  taking  notes  of  what  I  have  said,  that 


the  boroughs  in  schedule  A,  being  nomi- 
nation boroughs,  and  in  a  great  measure 
aiding  the  commercial  and  colonial  inter- 
ests, their  loss  cannot  be  fairly  laid  to  be 
entirely  an  injury  to  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests. I  do  not  deny,  that  there  is  consi- 
derable force  in  this  argument.  But  the 
argument  has  no  reference  to  the  forty 
boroughs  in  schedule  B,  which  are  avowedly 
not  nomination  boroughs  It  cannot  be 
denied,  that  the  forty  Members  to  be 
returned  under  schedule  B  will  be  indebt- 
ed for  their  election  to  local  considerations, 
and  will  be  bound  to  consult  the  especial 
interests  of  their  constituents.  I,  and 
others,  may  think  it  unwise  to  make  local 
interests  exclusively  predominate  ;  but 
they  will  predominate;  and  forty  new 
Members,  given  to  the  boroughs  in  sche- 
dule B,  to  be  returned  hereafter^  not  by 
nomination,  not  by  corporations,  not  by 
absent  freemen,  will  be  purely  local  Re- 
presentatives, and,  in  this  sense,  will  be  a 
clear  gain  to  the  districts  from  which  they 
are  sent.  I  say^  then,  here  is  an  excellent 
opportunity  to  redress,  in  some  degree,  the 
wrong  inflicted  by  schedule  A,  by  enabling 
each  borough  in  schedule  B  to  return  two 
Members  instead  of  one.  I  should  rather 
say,  by  permitting  them  to  retain  their 
ancient  right  and  privilege.  So  much  for 
the  destructive  part  of  the  Bill ;  I  will  now 
proceed  to  the  constructive  portion  of  it, 
and  I  will  inquire,  whether  it  tends  to  re- 
store the  equipoise  between  the  manufac- 
turing and  the  agricultural  interests,  which 
the  other  part  of  the  Bill  so  seriously  dis- 
turbed ?  Quite  the  reverse.  So  far  from 
offering  any  compensation  to  the  agri- 
cultural division  of  the  country  for  the 
losses  sustained  from  schedule  A  and 
schedule  B,  it  makes  matters  infinitely 
worse  :  so  far  from  offering  any  thing  like 
an  equivalent,  the  preponderance  of  the 
northern  counties  is  increased  greatly  by 
this  part  of  the  measure.  I  again  refer 
to  facts.  Schedule  C  creates  twelve  new 
boroughs,  which  are  to  return  two  Mem- 
bers each.  Every  one  of  these  boronghs, 
with  the  exception  of  the  metropolitan 
district  boroughs,  and  two  others,  is  to  the 
north  of  the  line.  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
metropolitan  district  boroughs,  although  it 
is  certain  that  they  i^re  to  the  south  of  the 
line,  yet  it  is  as  certain  that  their  creation, 
so  far  from  being  advantageous  to  the 
agricultural  interests,  is  calculated  to  oper- 
ate in  an  exactly  opposite  direction  ;  be- 
cause,if  even  the  interests  of  mannfacturing 
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towns  shall  conflict  with  the  interests  of 
the  agricaltural  districts,  the  metropoli- 
tan Members  will  unite  with  the  former, 
rather  than  with  the  latter.  Patting  aside, 
therefore,  the  metropolitan  districts.  Fins- 
bury  square,  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  so 
furth,  with  which  agriculture  has  no  sort 
of  concern,  the  only  two  towns  on  the  south 
of  the  line  gaining  two  Members  by  sche* 
dule  C,are  Frome  and  Devonport.  Thus, 
out  of  the  twenty-four  Members  to  be  re- 
turned for  these  boroughs,  no  fewer  than 
twenty  are  to  be  returned,  either  from  bo- 
roughs northward  of  the  line,  or  from  the 
metropolitan  district  boroughs.  Now  for 
schedule  D.  By  schedule  D  twenty-six 
boroughs  are  to  be  created,  each  to  return 
one  Member.  Twenty-four  of  these  twenty* 
six  are  absolutely  on  the  north  of  the  line. 
Only  two  are  to  the  south  of  the  line. 
What  are  the  two  ?  What  are  these  two 
strong  holds  of  the  agricultural  interest 
which  are  allotted  to  us  out  of  the  twenty- 
four  ?  Why  they  are  worse  than  hothing ; 
two  overgrown  watering-places,  Chelten- 
ham and  Brighton.  What,  then,  will  be 
the  aggregate  effect  of  this  Bill  ?  What 
is  the  balance  of  loss  and  gain  ?  The  total 
loss  of  the  division  south  of  the  line  is 
1 34,  the  loss  of  the  division  north  of  the 
line,  eighteen.  And  when  we  proceed  to 
look  further  into  the  constructive  clauses,  to 
see  what  new  Members  are  given,  we  find 
that  the  gain  of  the  division  south  of  the 
line  is,  excluding  the  metropolis,  and 
throwing  in  Cheltenham  and  Brighton, 
six  Members  :  that  of  the  division  north 
of  the  iinej  thirty-three.  Now  these  being 
the  facts  of  the  case,  this  being  the  balance 
of  loss  and  gain,  1  ask  whether  my  pro- 
posal is  an  unreasonable  one, — that  each 
of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  B,  forty  in 
number,  thirty-three  of  which  are  to  the 
south  of  the  line,  should  retain  its  ex- 
isting right,  and  continue  to  send  two 
Members  to  Parliament? — I  do  not  call 
upon  you  to  restore  schedule  A  ;  I  assume 
that  you  will  adhere  to  it;  that  you  will 
disfranchise  every  one  of  the  fifty-six  bo- 
roughs which  it  includes^  but  I  intreatyou 
to  pause  before  you  proceed  further  :  to 
consider  the  extent  of  the  change  you  have 
already  made,  and  the  hazard  of  unset- 
tling  and  deranging  a  balance  which  time, 
rnrther  tliRn  reason,  has  adjusted,  but  which 
may  not  on  that  account  be  the  less  con- 
forniable  to  justice.  Has  there  been, 
hitherto,  any  undue  and  unjust  protection 
to  agriciilture  ?    Have  manufactures  lan- 


guished for  the  want  of  Representation 
And — founded  on  property,  on  numbers 
or  on  past  neglect — have  they  a  juttclain 
for  that  great  preponderance  in  Represent 
ation  which  they  will  have  in  the  nen 
system  as  compared  with  the  old  fnei 
Bear  in  mind,  that  commerce  end  nvanu* 
factures  have  a  great  advantage  iu  this  re- 
spect over  agriculture.  With  equal  num- 
bers of  Representatives  they  may  exerci8< 
a  much  more  powerful  influence  on  th( 
public  councils.  The  power  which  agri 
culture  can  bring  to  bear,  is  more  isolated 
more  dispersed,  than  that  of  roanulhc 
tures.  It  has  less  of  activity  and  energy 
and  cannot  be  combined  and  brought  tc 
bear  on  one  point  by  simultaneous  action 
like  that  of  commerce  and  manufactures 
The  influence  of  the  Press,  whether  H  be 
for  good  or  evil,  tells  more  rapidly  ao^ 
contagiously  on  the  aggregate  aocieties  o 
townsi  than  on  the  inhabitants  of  coootn 
districts.  Political  unions,  and  all  thi 
devices  which,  by  means  of  combination 
give  to  men  acting  in  concerts  a  mora 
force  greater  than  their  actual  numbers 
tend  to  increase  the  influence  of  a  mann 
facturing  as  compared  with  an  agricultura 
population.  Every  consideration,  then 
derived  from  the  nature  of  landed  pro 
perty — from  its  liability  to  the  envy  anc 
rapacity  of  the  many*— from  the  position 
habits  and  characters  of  those  who  occupi 
it,  enforce  the  policy  and  necessity  of  pro* 
viding  carefully  and  permanently  for  it 
protection.  Consider  the  class  of  voteri 
whose  privileges  would  be  extended  bi 
the  adoption  of  my  amendment.  The; 
would  be  the  small  occupiers  of  housei 
and  land  in  agricultural  districts  in  th( 
neighbourhood  of  small  towns.  Speakinj 
generally,  their  interests  would  be  identi 
fied  with  those  of  agriculture,  themselvei 
being  either  directly  engaged  in  it,  a 
dependent  upon  its  prosperity  for  t^hei 
own.  If  you  tell  me  they  are  an  unen 
lightened  class — I  answer,  enlighten  thtm 
by  their  admission  to  civil  privilege ;  ml 
ofl*  the  rusticity  of  their  habits ;  extenc 
their  contracted  views,  by  inviting  then 
into  the  contentions  of  political  and  part; 
struggles.  It  was  with  this  object,  the 
in  framing  the  Jury  Bill,  I  purposel; 
called  this  class  into  increased  action,  anc 
sought  to  familiarize  them  witlt  the  per 
formance  of  civil  duties,  and  to  multiply 
their  points  of  contact  with  the  more  in 
telligent  inhabitants  of  towns.  Qiant^ 
that  they  are  indisposed  to  Ifmovaiion— 
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that  their  disposition  is  to  maintain  things 
as  they  are — that  they  are  governed  by 
local  ties,  and  by  personal  attachments, 
rather  than  by  considerations  of  general 
politics — it  is  on  that  very  account  that  I 
conjure  you  to  extend  their  influence: 
they  constitute  the  ballast  of  the  vessel  of 
the  State.  Beware  how  you  heave  it  over- 
board, under  the  fatal  impression  that  it 
is  an  useless  encumbrance,  occupying  space 
that  might  be  more  profitably  employed. 
It  may  at  times  retard  the  velocity  of  your 
movement :  it  may  make  you  less  obedient 
to  the  sadden  impulse  of  shifting  gales  ; 
but  this,  and  this  alone  it  is,  that  enables 
you  to  extend  your  canvass,  and  insures 
the  steadiness  of  your  course,  and  the 
security  of  your  navigation.  In  the  most 
perfect  contrivances  of  mechanical  skill, 
there  are  dead-weights,  that  may  seem  to 
the  6uper6cial  observer  to  answer  no  useful 
purpose ;  there  are  opposing  movements, 
which  the  ignorant  may  consider  to  be 
produced  by  a  wasteful  application  of 
power ;  but  these  are,  in  fact,  the  devices 
of  consummate  ingenuity  to  check  super- 
fluous and  extravagant  force,  and  by  con- 
trolling the  useless  and  irregular  rapidity 
of  parts  of  the  machine,  to  smooth  and 
harmonize  the  action  of  the  whole.  In 
the  working  of  political  mechanism  similar 
effects  may  be  produced  by  giving  to  that 
class  of  the  constituent  body,  to  which  I 
have  been  referring,  and  to  that  class  of 
Representatives  whom  they  will  probably 
select,  not  a  preponderance,  but  a  just 
influence  in  the  State.  This  Bill  makes 
ample  provision  for  the  introduction  of 
active  and  enterprising  talent  into  the  future 
House  of  Commons.  The  same  arts  by 
which  the  favour  of  popular  constituen- 
cies has  been  secured  out  of  doors,  must 
be  resorted  to  within.  We  shall  have 
abundance  of  young  and  zealous  advocates 
for  the  improvement  of  the  political  sys- 
tem— sincere  and  honest  in  their  endea- 
vours to  eflect  that  improvement — but 
too  much  disposed  to  overlook  the  diflicul- 
ties  and  the  hazards  of  perpetual  change. 
They  will  be  influenced  by  the  double 
stimulus  of  too  sanguine  expectations  of 
the  good  to  be  eflected  by  innovation,  and 
of  pleasing  constituents  as  impatient  as 
themselves  of  partial  evil  or  temporary 
distress.  Who  is  to  oppose  them  ?  Who 
is  to  give  that  advice,  and  utter  those 
warnings,  which  a  longer  experience  in 
public  life,  and  calmer  and  profounder 
▼iews  of  public  afTairs,  may  dictate  ?  Will 


those  men,  whose  judgment  has  often 
swayed  the  decisions  of  this  House — men 
of  retired  habits,  averse  to  the  bustle  of 
contested  elections,  disqualified  ^by  age 
and  inclination  from  competing  with 
younger  and  more  active  spirits — will 
they,  in  the  due  proportion,  find  their  way 
within  these  walls  ?  Take  a  man  like  Mr. 
Sturges  Bourne,  for  instance, — and  I  name 
him  with  respect  and  honour : — can  there 
be  a  doubt  of  the  value  of  his  opinions, 
and  the  general  soundness  of  his  views  ? 
You  have  closed  to  him,  and  the  class  of 
which  I  have  made  him  the  Representa- 
tive, those  avenues  to  this  House  which 
were  opened  to  them  by  the  small  boroughs. 
Is  it  likely  that  they  will  seek  the  favour 
of  very  large  constituent  bodies?  Even 
if  they  do,  do  they  not  incur  obligations, 
tending  to  diminish  that  peculiar  influence 
and  usefulness  which  I  have  assigned  to 
them  ?  Now,  if  you  adopt  my  proposal 
—if  you  give  to  the  towns  in  schedule  B 
eighty,  instead  of  forty  Members — you 
will  facilitate,  to  a  certam  degree,  the  re- 
turn of  that  class,  whose  exclusion  will  be 
not  a  private,  but  a  public  misfortune. 
These,  Sir,  are  the  combined  consider- 
ations on  which  I  rest  my  proposal.  I  ask 
you  to  redress  an  inequality  in  your  scheme 
of  Representation  unfavourable  to  the 
southern  division  of  England,  and  to  the 
interests  which  are  connected  with  it; 
to  do  this — as  you  can  do  it — without 
violating  any  one  principle  of  the  Bill — 
without  reviving  one  nomination  borough 
— without  depriving  any  class  of  the  ad- 
vantages you  propose  to  confer  upon  it. 
Let  Ireland — let  Scotland — let  Wales. — 
each  have  the  increase  of  Members  which 
you  propose  to  allot  to  her.  I  ask  for  no 
increase  to  England  ;  but  why  diminish 
its  present  number  ?  I  want  forty  Mem- 
bers to  eftect  my  object ;  and  by  a  strange 
coincidence,  I  find  exactly  forty  vacancies 
arising  thus  : — you  propose  to  diminish 
the  present  number  of  the  English  Mem- 
bers by  154:  you  add  114  new  Mem* 
bers,  by  enfranchising  towns  and  adding 
to  county  representation ;  there  remain 
forty.  Dispose  of  them,  by  acceding  to 
my  proposal,  and  you  maintain  the  exist- 
ing, the  long-established  amount  of  Eng- 
lish Representation.  You  do  more — you 
avoid  an  extent  of  change  that  is  not  re- 
quired to  satisfy  the  preamble  or  fulfil  the 
principle  of  your  own  Bill.  Why  make 
wanton  innovations  ?  Why  not  rest  satis- 
fied with  the  destruction  already  com- 
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pleted  ?  Why  not  give  a  fair  trial  to  your 
own  scheme ;  and,  after  having  destroyed 
every  nomination  borough — having  ex- 
tinguished above  one-fifth  of  the  English 
Representation — be  content,  for  the  pre- 
sent, with  a  much  greater  change  in  Gro- 
vernment  than  was  ever  yet  attended  with 
success?  If  you  disregard  my  opinion, 
listen  to  the  counsel  of  one  of  your  own 
body,  who  has  cast  a  retrospect  on  history 
with  the  eye  of  a  philosopher  rather  than 
that  of  an  annalist,  and  has  taught  us  how 
we  may  benefit  by  the  lessons  which  wis- 
dom gleans  from  experience.  In  taking 
a  review  of  the  institutions  of  the  Anglo- 
Saxons,  in  the  first  volume  of  his  History 
of  England,  Sir  James  Mackintosh  con- 
demns the  narrow,  unphilosophical  spirit 
in  which  the  antiquaries  of  the  seven- 
teenth century  investigated  the  state  of 
our  ancient  Constitution,  and  raises  a 
warning  voice  against  short-sighted  legis- 
lation and  rash  experiments  in  govern- 
ment, which,  if  not  intended,  is,  at  any 
rate,  admirably  adapted,  for  our  instruc- 
tion. After  blaming  the  prejudiced  views 
of  the  Tories,  he  proceeds  thus : — "  The 
Whigs,  with  no  less  deviation  from  truth, 
endeavoured  to  prove,  "that  the  modern 
Constitution,  of  Kingy  Lords,  and  Com- 
mons, subsisted  in  the  earliest  times,  and 
was  then  more  pure  and  flourishing  than 
in  any  succeeding  age.  No  one  at  that 
time  was  taught,  by  a  wide  survey  of  so- 
ciety, that  governments  are  not  framed 
after  a  model,  but  that  all  their  parts  and 
powers  grow  out  of  occasional  acts, 
prompted  by  some  urgent  expediency,  or 
some  private  interests,  which,  in  the 
course  of  time,  coalesce  and  harden  into 
usage ;  and  that  this  bundle  of  usages  is 
the  object  of  respect  and  the  guide  of  con- 
duct, Jong  before  it  is  embodied,  defined, 
and  enforced  in  written  laws.  Government 
may  be,  in  some  measure,  reduced  to  sys- 
tem,  but  it  cannot  flow  from  it.  It  is  not 
like  a  machine  or  a  building,  which  may 
be  constructed  entirely  and  according  to  a 
previous  plan,  by  the  art  and  labour  of 
man.  It  is  better  illustrated  by  a  compa- 
rison with  vegetables,  or  even  animals, 
which  may  be,  in  a  very  high  degree, 
improved  by  skill  and  care,  which  may  be 
grievously  injured  by  neglect,  or  destroyed 
by  violence,  but  which  cannot  be  produced 
by  human  contrivance.  A  Government 
can,  indeed,  be  no  more  than  a  mere 
draught  or  scheme  of  nde,  when  it  is  not 
composed  of  habits  of  obedience  on  the 


part  of  the  people,  and  of  an  habitua 
exercise  of  certain  portions  of  authority 
by  the  individuals  or  bodies  who  constitute 
the  Sovereign  power.  The  habits,  like  all 
others,  can  be  formed  only  by  repeated 
acts ;  they  cannot  be  suddenly  infuscA  b} 
the  lawgiver,  nor  can  they  immediately 
follow  the  most  perfect  conviction  of  then 
propriety.  Many  causes  have  more  powei 
over  the  human  mind  than  written  law ; 
it  is  extremely  difHcult,  from  the  mere 
perusal  of  a  written  scheme  of  Govern- 
ment, to  foretel  what  it  may  prove  ir 
action.*'  These,  Sir,  are  truths  which  nc 
sophistry  can  evade  ;  and,  if  they  be 
truths, — if  it  be  justly  and  wisely  said, 
that  government  is  not  a  machine  which 
can  be  constructed  by  the  art  of  man. 
according  to  a  previous  plan — if  habit! 
cannot  be  infused  by  lawgivers — if  man^ 
causes  have  more  power  over  the  human 
mind  than  written  law — above  all,  if  it  be 
extremely  difficult,  from  the  perusal  oi 
written  schemes  of  government,  to  fore- 
tell what  they  may  prove  in  action, — then 
I  conjure  you,  who  are  sitting  in  judgment 
on  the  British  Constitution,  to  distrust 
your  own  sagacity,  and  to  retain,  as  fai 
as  it  be  possible,  that  hold  on  the  mind 
of  man — those  motives  to  willing  obedi- 
ence— which  are  supplied  by  ancient  usage 
and  the  habitual  deference  to  authority. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  that  he  meant  to 
confine  himself  simply  to  one  proposition , 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet — namely,  that  the  whole  oi 
the  boroughs  in  schedule  B  should  con- 
tinue to  return  two  Members.  He  waa 
not  prepared  to  select  one  as  a  preferable 
number — a  fact  which  was  clear  from  the 
measure  itself,  inasmuch  as  the  scale  oi 
this  Bill,  if  passed,  would  generally  give 
two  Members.  When,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  objected  to  allowing  these 
boroughs  to  return  only  one  Member  each, 
the  House  would  recollect,  that  in  some  of 
the  greatest  changes  which  had  ever 
taken  place  in  the  government  of  this 
empire — he  alluded  to  the  union  with 
Scotland  and  Ireland — presided  over  and 
directed  as  those  changes  were,  by  indi- 
viduals of  great  fame  and  celebrity  as 
statesmen — it  was  remarkable,  that  in 
those  changes,  the  voters  were  only  al- 
lowed to  send  one  Member  to  serve  in 
Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  too, 
was  of  opinion,  that  the  conceding  of  only 
one  Member  to  a  borough  would  cause  the 
most  violent  contests.  Experience,  how^ 
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ever,  led  him  to  arrive  at  a  difFerent  con- 
clusion.    In  tbe  city  of  Dublin,  which 
returned  two  Members,  there  had  been 
more  bitter  and  angry  election  contests 
than  had  ever  taken  place  in  the  city  of 
Limerick,  which  returned  but  one  Mem- 
ber.   The  opinion,  that  the  election  of  one 
Member  would  give  rise  to  severe  contests, 
partook,  he  conceived,  of  an  unfounded 
fear.     He  believed  that,  in  practice  and 
reality,  those  contests  would  be  found  to 
prevail  more  often  in  places  having  the 
privilege  of  sending  two   Members^  than 
in  those  where  the  privilege  was  restricted 
to  one.     The  question  was,  whether  the 
parties  in    any  given    place    were  very 
nearly  balanced.     Whenever  that  was  the 
case,  a  contest  was  sure  to  follow  ;  because 
the  majority  would  never  be  contented 
unless  they  could  send  two  Members  to 
Parliament,  while    the    minority    would 
struggle  hard,  at  least,  to   send   in  one. 
That  was  the  fact  with  respect   to  the 
county  of   Bedford ;    the    parties    there 
were  nearly  balanced ;    and  he  believed, 
that  there  were  more  contests    in   that 
county,  with  its  two  Members,  than  in  any 
place  in   England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland, 
sending  only  one  Member  to  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  then  passed  to 
another  point.     He  said,  that  the  House 
would  do  a  great  injury  and  injustice  by 
selecting  many  Members  from  places  lying 
on  one  side  of  a  line,  which  he  indicated, 
while  very  few  were  taken  from  the  other 
side  of  that  line — the  counties  on  the  one 
side  being  agricultural,  and  on  the  other 
manufacturing.     It  might  be  answered  to 
this,  that  the  persons   thus  alluded  to, 
were   not  the  Members  for  counties,  but 
the  Representatives  of  certain  interests, 
who  found  their  way  through  those  ave- 
nues to  that  House.     But,  said  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  **  See  how  your  new  system 
will  work.    Amersham,  and  the  rest  of  the 
boroughs,  whether  subject  to  nomination 
or   not,  not  only  represented  particular 
interests,  but  did  also,  to  a  certain  extent, 
represent  the  counties  to  which  they  be- 
longed ;  and  that  source  of  Representation 
will  now  be  cut  away.'*     But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  recollect,  that  by 
the  new  system,  four  additional  Members 
would  be  given  to  Cornwall,  Dorsetshire, 
and  Wiltshire,  and  to  several  other  coun- 
ties in  the  South  and  West  of  England. 
A  perfectly  sufficient  number  of  Members 
was  led  to  represent  Cornwall,  as  that 
place  would,  under  tbe  Bill,   be  in  the 


possession  of  twelve  Representativee, 
Cornwall  was  one  of  those  counties  whieh 
Ministers  thought  it  necessary  to  despoil 
more  than  any  other,  having  been  deprived 
of  thirty  Members;  yet  the  hon.  member 
for  Truro  admitted,  that  it  would  be 
better  represented  under  this  Bill  then  it 
was  when  it  sent  forty-two  Members  ta 
Parliament.  Ministers  had  been  accused 
with  having  unduly  and  unfairly  enriched 
Durham,  in  comparison  with  Cornwall. 
But  how  stood  the  fact?  Cornwall  cob« 
tained  257,000  inhabitants,  and  Durham 
205,000.  The  former  reUined  twelve 
Members,  or^  including  Saltash,  13;  end 
the  latter  would  send  nine  Members  to 
Parliament,  being  in  fair  and  exact  pro- 
portion with  the  population.  He  did  not 
mean  to  assert,  that  all  the  oountiee  re- 
ceived exactly  the  whole  npmber  of  Re- 
presentatives that  their  wealth  or  popula* 
tion  might  demand.  But  Ministers,  iR«- 
stead  of  taking  the  course  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  recommended — that  of 
carrying  their  scale  more  to  the  Booth 
and  West — looked  rather  to  the  ^rreat 
population  of  the  Northern  counties.  They 
found,  that  Lancashire  contained  more 
than  1,000,000  of  inhabitants,  while  Dor- 
setshire  had  only  a  population  of  140,000. 
Therefore,  Lancashire-  was  allowed  nine- 
teen Members,  while  Dorsetshire  would 
send  only  nine,  being  little  more,  in  the 
former  instance,  than  two  to  one.  He 
must,  therefore,  assert  that  tbe  last  charge 
which  ought  to  be  made  against  Ministers 
was,  that  they  had  neglected  the  interests 
of  the  Southern  or  Western  oounties, 
or  that  they  had  overlooked  the  agricul- 
tural districts.  Theirs  was  e  real  plan  of 
Parliamentary  Reform.  They  wished  to 
give  to  those  vast  dep6ts  of  manufhcturing 
wealth,  which,  during  the  last  thirty  years, 
had  been  constantly  increasing,  that  im- 
portance to  which  they  were  entitled. 
The  individuals  connected  with  them  were 
in  the  habit  of  trading  with  every  quarter 
of  the  world;  they  kept  up  the  relations 
of  this  country  with  every  portion  of  the 
globe ;  they  were,  wheresoever  they  went* 
admired  for  their  mechanical  skill,  and 
envied  for  their  increasing  and  secure 
prosperity.  Though  they  had  found  Uieir 
way  into  every  part  of  the  habitable  world 
— having  for  years  maintained  the  cha- 
racter and  power  of  this  country  abroad, 
yet,  strange  to  say,  they  had  never  found 
admittance  into  that  House,  which  should 
have  been  their  proper  phot.  They  ought 
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to  hare  been  in  that  House,  assisting;  in 
the  Representation  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  legislating  for  a  great,  mighty, 
powerful,  and   commercial   country.     In 
proceeding  as  they  had  done,  Ministers 
felt,  that  the  Representation  should  not  be 
a  Representation  of  a  particular  class  of 
men,  strongly  addicted  to  a  specific  set  of 
opinions,  and  especially  devoted  to  a  par- 
ticular interest.      Tliey   thought,  that  if 
they  adopted  such   a  course,  persons  so 
selected,  might  give  to  the  machine  of 
Government  an  impetus  and  velocity,  not 
consistent  with   the  established  state  of 
things.  Therefore  it  was,  that  they  stopped 
their  career  at  a  particular  point,  and  nad 
laid  down  a  line  beyond  which  they  would 
not  go.    There  were  forty  boroughs  in 
this  schedule  which  would  send  one  Mem- 
ber each  to  Parliament,  and  there  were 
thirty  others  that  would  still  return  two 
Members.    These  latter  did  not  contain 
any  great  body  of  constituents,  but  still 
they  would  send  Members  to  Parliament, 
to  represent  certain  portions  of  the  people, 
who  had  as  fair  a  right  to  be  represented 
as  any  other  portion  of  the  people.     By 
taking  this  course,  he  believed  that  they 
would  add  to  the  stability  of  the  Repre- 
sentation, and  that  they  would  obtain  an 
equilibrium  which  was  not  to  be  found  in 
any  other    scheme  of    legislation  which 
Ministers  could  devise.     They  had  left;  to 
the  boroughs  in  this  schedule  the  right  to 
send  one  Member  each  to  Parliament. 
They  had  not,  in  doing  this,  acted  from 
partial  or  personal  views,  but    because 
they  thought  it  right  and  just  to  stop 
where  they  conceived  total  disfranchise- 
ment to  be  no  longer  necessary.    The 
right*    hon.    Baronet  had   argued,   that, 
under  the  new  system,  persons  of  retired 
habits  would  not  find  their  way  into  that 
House.     Now,  really  a  person  must  be  of 
very  retired  habits  indeed,  if  he  could  not 
summon  sufficient  resolution   to   ask  for 
the  suffrages  of  electors.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet   had    mentioned    Mr.    Sturges 
Bourne  in  support  of  his  argument.     But 
he  could  see  no  reason  why  Mr.  Sturges 
Bourne  could  not  ask  for  the  suffrages  of 
the  voters  at  Lymington,  Christ  Church, 
or  any  other  place  in  Hampshire,  in  order 
that  he  might  come  into  Parliament  to 
support    their  interests.      He  admitted, 
that  if  such  great  counties  as  Lancashire, 
or  Yorkshire,  were  only  to  be  represented, 
then  men  who  might  be  of  great  service 
in  that  House,  would  undoubtedly  be  ex- 


cluded. But  while  such  places  existed  a; 
those  to  which  he  had  alluded,  he  coulc 
not  imagine,  that  Gentlemen  would  b« 
unable  to  present  themselves  before  \ 
small  number  of  electors,  varying  perhapi 
from  100  to  300.  In  consequence  of  th( 
existence  of  those  small  boroughs,  indl 
viduals  could  easily  find  their  way  int( 
that  House,  at  the  same  time  that  the 
country  would  get  rid  of  a  very  greai 
grievance — he  meant  the  nomination  bo- 
roughs. The  purchase  of  seats,  and  the 
general  system  of  bribery,  would  at  the 
same  time  be  done  away,  and  Members 
sent  in  for  insignificant  and  inconsiderable 
places  would  no  longer  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  overpowering  and  outvoting  th< 
real  Representatives  of  the  people.  Bu 
he  was  by  no  means  disposed  to  extent 
the  amount  of  Representation  allowed  tc 
those  small  borougns.  They  had  a  suffi 
cient  number  of  the  Representatives  oi 
this  class.  To  add  forty  Members  foi 
small  boroughs,  which  was  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  regarded 
as  a  violent  alteration  in  the  principle  o1 
the  Bill.  It  was  one  which  Government 
was  determined  to  resist. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  have  misunderstood  one  part  of  his  ar- 
gument. The  noble  Lord  could  see  no 
reason  why  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne  should 
not  ask  for  the  suffrages  of  the  electors  ol 
Lymington.  Now,  what  he  (Sir  R.  Peel] 
said  was,  that  these  places  were  the  only 
ones  to  which  men  of  retired  habits  would 
repair  in  order  to  effect  their  return  to 
Parliament;  and,  therefore,  he  contended 
that  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  send  two 
Members  instead  of  one. 

Lord  J.  Russell  maintained,  that  a 
sutficient  number  of  boroughs  remained 
to  satisfy  the  purpose,  even  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  There  were  forty  in  sche- 
dule B,  each  returning  one  Member.  He 
thoug:ht  that  was  enough  for  Gentlemen 
of  retired  habits. 

Mr.  Sadler  was  not  a  little  surprised  at 
some  of  the  arguments  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  in  reply  to 
what,  he  considered,  the  unanswerable 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  below 
him.  He  was  not  a  little  gratified  to  find, 
that  after  the  sweeping  measure  of  injus- 
tice which  Ministers  [contemplated,  in  de- 
fence of  which  they  tramplea  down  rights 
of  the  most  sacred  character,  however 
ancient,  that  in  defence  of  their  own 
plan,  they  had  still,  after  all,  to  appeal,  as 
P  2 
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the  noble  Lord  had  just  done,  to  the  claim 
of  ancient  rights,  and  to  the  principle  of 
public  utility — thus  alternately  advancing 
and  reversing  principles,  as  it  suited  their 
ill-digested  and  inconsistent  scheme.    He 
was  averse,  from  principle,  to  touching  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  any  class  of  the 
people,  however  humble  they  might  be, 
but  he  must  say,  that  granting  the  neces- 
sity of  the  disfranchisement  proposed,  still 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  the  arguments  by  which  he  had  sup- 
ported it,  were  unanswerable.     The  dis- 
tinction which  he  had  drawn  between  the 
different  interests  in  this  great  community, 
and  the  necessity  of  preserving  some  just 
proportion  between  them  in  this  new  Con- 
stitution, was  the  more  necessary  to  be 
observed,  as  the  ancient  equipoise  of  the 
system,  which  had  in  the  course  of  ages 
adjusted  itself  to  the  different  interests  of 
the  country,  was  essential  to  its  welfare, 
and  ought,  on  no  account,  to  be  disturbed. 
The  plan  adopted  by  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters was  unequal  and  unjust  in  every  point 
of  view,  and  in  its  most  essential  provisions 
absolutely  reversed  every  just  principle  of 
political  computation,    on  which  it  pro- 
fessed to  be  established.     The  only  bases 
on  which  the  representative  system  could 
be  placed,  if  removed   from  the  ancient 
foundations  on  which  it  had  been  so  long 
established,  were  evidently  those  of  either 
population,  property,  contribution  to  the 
State,  or  a  due  consideration  of  all  these 
several  important  distinctions.     But  the 
noble  Lord's  plan,  professedly  appealing 
to  them,  would  be  found,  on  examination, 
to  have   actually   reversed   them.      The 
noble  Lord  had  professed  to  answer  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  by  an  attempt  to  prove 
that  these  considerations  had  been  attend- 
ed to,  especially  in  regard  to  the  two  great 
classes,  the  agricultural  and  commercial 
interests ;  but  the  more  narrowly  the  sub- 
ject  was   examined,   the    more   manifest 
would  it  appear,  that  they  had  either  been 
ignorant  of  the  proportions  involved,  or 
had  wilfully  reversed  them.     Not  to  con- 
fine the  view  of  the  subject,  then,  to  the  line 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  drawn,  but  to 
take  a  still  more  minute  view  of  it,  the  two 
great  distinctions  in  the  population  of  any 
country  were  those  of  town  and  country 
inhabitants ;  if  the  former  were  deemed 
exclusively  manufacturing,  and  the  latter 
agricultural,  the  comparison,  it  was  ob- 
vious, would   unduly  favour  the  former 
class,     But  even  then,  were  they  to  refer 


to  the  test- book  of  these  great  political 
projectors,  the  census  of  1821,  and  take 
all  the  towns  of  England  of  as  low  a  popu- 
lation as  2,000  souls  and  upwards,  many  of 
which  might  be  justly  deemed  rural, still  the 
number  of  inhabitants  the  whole  contain- 
ed, including  the   metropolis,  would   be 
found  to  be  only  about  four  millions  and 
a  half,  while  those  in  the  country  would 
amount  to  about  seven  millions  of  souls. 
Then,  suppose  property  were  taken  as  the 
basis  of  the  new  Constitution,  how,  he 
demanded,  would  that  tell  for  the  pro- 
jected scheme  ?     Why,  the  houses  in  the 
last  return  of  the  property -tax  were  esti- 
mated at  the  yearly  value  of  about  fourteen 
millions,  and  the  land  at  about  thirty-six 
millions.     And  it  was  quite  clear,  that  no 
inconsiderable  part  of  the  former  sum 
ought  to  be  transferred  to  the  latter,  to 
determine  the  respective  amount  of  value 
of  the  town  and  country  property.  Again, 
if  they  looked  to  contribution,  they  would, 
on  examination,  find  the  same  inequality. 
To  take  only  one  test — the  sums  annually 
contributed  to  the  poor.     The  last  return 
which  had  given  the  distinction  in  ques- 
tion, stated  that  contribution  as  amounting 
to  6,800,000/. ;  of  which  just  two  millions 
were  contributed  by  the  houses  (some  of 
which  are,  of  course,  in  the  country  parts), 
including  mills,  warehouses,  and  factories; 
the  remainder  was  the  quota  contributed 
by  the  country.      What,  then,  was   the 
natural,  just,  and  obvious  course,  to  have 
been  pursued  by  those  who  profess  so  little 
respect  for  ancient  rights,  and  trample, 
when  it  suits  their  purpose,  upon  all  the 
established   rights    of    the    community? 
Why,  of  course,  to  have  shaped  their 
system  either  in  reference  to  the  popula- 
tion,   property,  or    contribution  of  the 
country.     But  they  had  attended  to  none 
of  them  ;  they  had  reversed  all  such  rules. 
They  gave  about  300  Members  to  the  con- 
stituency of  towns  (which  the  noble  Mover 
had,    nevertheless,    formerly  decried    so 
much)  and  about  150  Members  to   the 
counties,  many  of  which  county  Members, 
it  ought  to  be  observed,  would,  after  all, 
by  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  as  it  then 
stood,  be  returned  by  the  manufacturing  or 
municipal  constituencies  of  the  country. 
Thus,  nearly  double  the  population,  and  far 
more  than  twice  the  property,  and  double 
contribution  to  the  State,  would  only  have 
one  half  the  number  of  the  Representatives, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  invidious  and  unjust 
nature  of  the  distinction  in  ^e  qualificaliof) 
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of  town  and  country  voters.  So  that  those 
who  chanced  to  live  in  towns  would,  indi- 
vidually contrasted,  have  four  or  five  times 
as  much  political  influence  as  those  who 
resided  in  the  country.    Such  was  the  ini- 
quitous course,  for  iniquitous   he  would 
call  it,  which  the  Government  was  pur- 
suing.   Then,  again,  the  uniformity  in  the 
qualification  which  they  wished  to  estab- 
lish, wasof  itself  a  sufficient  objection  to 
the  whole  scheme.    The  highest  author- 
ities, and  those  entirely  devoted  to  the 
cause  of  liberty  and  their  country,  had 
gloried  in  those  diversities  in  the  consti- 
tuency of  the  country,  through  which  the 
various  classes  of  society,  they  argued, 
had  been  constantly  represented  in  that 
House.      The  most  intrepid   friends  of 
freedom  had  invariably  taken  this  view  of 
the  subject.    He  would  mention  one  only, 
and  that  a  name  calculated  to  awaken  the 
veneration  of  every  true  friend  of  British 
freedom.     Algernon  Sydney,  that  martyr 
of  liberty,  in  the  Treatise  on  Government 
which  he  had  delivered  for  publication 
immediately  before  his  execution,  passed 
a  high  eulogium  upon  the  Representative 
system  of  the  country,  and  recognized  the 
differences  it  involved  as  constituting,  in 
part,  its    efficiency.     He  (Mr.    Sadler) 
thought  he  should  not  misrepresent  that 
high  authority,  if  he  so  far  trusted  his  me- 
mory as  to  quote  him   as  saying,  that 
'*  whether  the  franchise  is  vested  in  the 
whole   of  the   inhabitants,  as   in  West- 
minster, or  in  the  Common  Hall,  as  in 
London,  or  in  the  Corporations  and  Jurats, 
as  in  other  places,  it  was  all  one,  the 
public  good  was  secured;  a  barrier  was 
raised  against  tyrannical  power,  and  an 
efficient  Representation   secured  to  the 
people."    And  it  was  essential  to  the  ar- 
gument to  remark,  that  it  was  these  dif- 
i^rences  which  gave  the  Constitution  the 
advantage  of  the  most  popular  part  of  the 
Representative    system — that  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  proposed  to  extinguish 
for  ever ;  for,  as  that  influence,  from  the 
very  first,  connected  with  large  masses  of 
property  an  influence  which  had  been  ex- 
ercised, on  the  whole,  so  much  to  the  ho- 
nour and  advantage  of  the  country,  had  on 
theonehandigiven  security  to  property,and 
stability  to  the  whole  system,  so  it  had 
safely  allowed,  on  the  otner,  the  admission 
into  the  Legislature,  through  many  con- 
stituencies in  this  eountry,  of  the  direct 
Representation  of  the'  bamblest  classes  of 
society.     But  the  new  scbmnei  holding 
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that  the  present  ill -digested  plan  made  far 
larger  demands  upon  it  than  the  Constitu- 
tion  about  to  be   destroyed;  otherwise, 
what  would  be  the  political  degradation  of 
much  more  than  twenty  millions»of  British 
subjects,  exclusive  of  those  unnumbered 
millions,  the  population  of  the  dependen- 
cies of  England,  in  distant  parts  of  the 
world  ?"     The  hon.  Member  then  proceed- 
'  cd  to  say,  that  it  would  be  easy  to  show 
that  the  proposed  Constitution  was  found- 
ed  upon    no    one  principle   of  political 
justice  or  equity,  and  had  had  no  prototype 
in  any  of  those  theories  of  Government, 
whether  tried  or  untried,  with  which  the 
world  had  abounded.     The  noble   Lord 
had  appealed  again  and  again  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  Cromwell.     Had  he  ever  ex- 
amined it?     If  so,   he  had  profited  but 
little  from  the  model  he  had  professed  to 
revere  so  much.     Cromwell  had,  indeed, 
adopted   the  principles  which  the   noble 
Lord  had  only  professed  to  follow.  Hence 
the  number  of  the  Representatives  to  the 
towns  and  country  parts  of  the  kingdom 
were  most  accurately  adjusted  to  the  po- 
pulation and  property  of  each.     Finding, 
as  he  did  (for  so  documents  preserved  in 
the   Museum  enabled  him  (Mr.    Sadler) 
to  conclude),  that  the  town  population, 
including  the  smaller  towns,  might  amount 
to  about  1,800,000,  and  the  country  po- 
pulation to  about  3,700,000  souls,  in  giv- 
ing 400  Members  to  England  and  Wsdes, 
Cromwell  awarded,  though  he  begged  it 
might  be  remembered  that  he  spoke  from 
recollection,  but  he  thought  with  a  suHi- 
cient  degree  of  accuracy,  Cromwell  award- 
ed about  135  Members  to  towns,  and  W5 
to  the  counties;  and  documents,  to  which 
he  would  not  then  refer, existed,  which  also 
showed  that  this  was  a  just  proportion  as 
regarded  the  property  of  those  classes  of 
the   population,   respectively    considered. 
The  Members  of  the  counties  also  >verc 
proportioned  by  him  with  equal  accuracy. 
As  to  the  number  of  the  Representatives 
given  by  this  new  plan  to  the  counties,  the 
noble  Lord  had  instituted  some  compa- 
risons between  Cornwall  and  Durham  ;  he 
might  have  compared  nearer  districts  :  for 
instance,  the  latter  county,  Durham,  with 
its  207,000  inhabitants,  was  to  have  an 
addition  of,  he  believed,  six  Members — 
the  adjoinin^:  province,  Yorkshire,  one  or 
two  only.     The   rural  population  of  the 
West  Riding  of  the  latter  would  have  only 
one    Representative    for  every    300,000, 
and  the  former  one  for  little  more  than 


30,000.     So  much  for  the  noble  Lord's 
boast  of  the  fairness  and  equity  of  ihe 
scheme.     He  was  sorry  to  observe  tome 
symptoms  of  impatience  from  the  noble  locd 
opposite,  but  he  should  nevertheless  state 
now,  or  on  any  other  occasion,  if  neces- 
sary, his  objection  to  the  principle  or  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  charge  the 
noble  Lord  to  fairly  meet  them.     So  far 
from  having  impeded  the  progress  of  this 
measure    by    unnecessary    and    factioufi 
delays  and  impediments,  be^  and  many 
other  hon.  Members,  who  had  meant  to 
have  expressed  their  objection  to  its  prin- 
ciple, and  to  have  justified  to  their  con- 
stituents and  the  country  the  course  they 
had  pursued  relative  to  it,  had  been  de- 
prived of  the  opportunity  of  so  doing,  by 
the  indecent  haste  and  eager  precipitancy 
with  which  this  measure  had  been  hurried 
forwards  to  its  present  stage.     He  would 
repeat  his  assertion,  and  he  verily  believed 
that  the  accusation  of  factious  and  unne- 
cessary delay  had  been  urged  against  that 
side  of  the  House,  for  the  express  purpose 
of  silencing  the  more  just  ground  of  com- 
plaint which  migiit  be  uFged  against  the 
projectors  of  this  Bill,  for  their  indecent 
precipitancy.     It  might  have  been  hoped 
that  a  Constitution  which  had  subsisted 
for  ages,  and  which,  it  had  been  declared 
by  the  warmest  advocates  of  tbis  Bill,  had 
always  exhibited  the  most  marked  supe- 
riority when  contrasted  with  the  institu- 
tions of  the  surrounding  nations,  and  which 
had  been  in  a  constant  state  of  progressive 
improvement;   which  had  been  achieved 
in  the  best  days,  and  defended  by  the 
noblest  patriots   England  had  ever  pro- 
duced; «^nd  which  had  become  the  admir- 
ation of  the  world,  and  the  model  of  all 
the  free  governments  which  had  been  ea- 
stablished  in  it — migiit  have  been  defended 
by  those  who  still  professed  to  cherish  for 
it  that  veneration  and  attachment  which  it 
was  once  the  glory  of  all  to  profess.     If 
this  new  theory  were  so  excellent  in  its 
principle,    and  just  in  its  provisious,  it 
could  not  suffer  from  that  examination,  to 
which,  as  a  new  and  untried  theory ,  it 
ought,  in  all  reason,  to  be  submitted.  Al- 
ready had  this  Reform  Bill,  during  the 
short  time  it  had  been  under  consideration, 
had  to  be  itself  reformed  at  least  three 
times ;  and  its  ''  inadvertencies*'  would  be 
still  found  to  require  rectification,  in  order 
to  make  its  provisions  either  palatable  to 
the  people,  or  practical  in  operation.    But 
he  would  not  dwell  longer  on  these  topiee; 


429 


ChmmUtee^-^ 


{July  27} 


Tenth  Day. 


4d0 


other  opportunities  might  occur  for  that  pur- 
poMf  In  Gooclusion,  ae  could  not  but  cod- 
cur  most  heartily  in  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet,  who  had  stated  rea- 
sons for  it  which  he  thought  unanswerable. 
To  maintain  peace  and  harmony  in  each 
borough,  and  with  that  to  preserve  the  fair 
Representation  of  a  large  minority,  which 
existed  in  many  places,  and  would  always 
continue  to  exist,  could  not  but  be  highly 
desirable  objects  in  every  point  of  view; 
and  he  thought  the  arrangement  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  so  con- 
sistent with  the  original  principles  of  the 
whole  Representative  system,  and  the  fair 
and  friendly  feelings  of  the  constituency  of 
Eneland,  and  so  likely  to  attain  the  objects 
he  had  just  alluded  to,  that  he  would  give 
it  his  most  hearty  and  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Dominiek  Browne  had  not  hitherto 
addressed  the  House,  because  he  had  not 
thought  it  right  for  an  Irish  Member  to 
put  himself  forward  upon  the  English 
measure  of  Reform.  What  he  had  seen 
last  night,  however,  had  induced  him  no 
longer  to  remain  silent.  He  had  last 
night  seen  the  borough  of  Saltash  trans- 
ferred from  schedule  A  to  schedule  B. 
Now  if,  of  those  things  which  he  could 
not  swear  to,  there  was  one  of  more  noto- 
riety to  him  than  another,  it  was,  that 
some  twenty  years  ago  the  borough  of 
Saltash  had  been  sold  for  12,000/.  for  the 
life  of  an  individual.  He  could  not  un* 
derstand  why  such  a  borough  should  have 
been  saved.  The  hon.  member  for  Aid- 
borough  (Mr.  Sadler)  had  that  night  dealt 
in  statistics,  and  upon  that  subject  he  al- 
ways heard  the  hon.  Member  with  plea- 
sure. The  hon.  Member,  too,  had  told 
them,  that  the  basis  of  what  he  called  the 
new  Constitution  ought  to  be  population 
and  taxation,  not  population  alone.  Now, 
he  begged  to  ask  that  hon.  Member,  who 
was  so  anxious  to  save  the  boroughs  in 
schedule  B,  what  proportion  those  boroughs 
bore,  in  population  and  taxation,  to  the 
community  at  large  ?  According  to  the 
census  of  1831,  the  population  which 
ought  to  return  one  Member,  would  be 
24,000,  and  the  population  which  ought  to 
return  two  Members,  48,000.  The  Assessed 
Taxes  amounted  to  about  5,000,000/.,  and 
there  were  500  English  Members,  so  that 
a  population,  to  return  one  Member,  ought 
to  pay  about  10,000/.  of  the  Assessed 
Taxes.  Now,  he  would  put  it  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Aldborougn,  which  of  the 
boroughs  in  schedule  B  contained  either 


24,000  inhabitants,  or  paid  10,000/.  in 
taxes  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  should  have 
been  inclined  to  have  carried  the  scale  of 
population  a  great  deal  higher  than  the 
Ministers  had  carried  it,  and  should  have 
been  happy  to  have  transferred  every  bo- 
rough in  schedule  B  to  schedule  A.  He, 
however,  thanked  the  Ministers  for  the 
Bill,  such  as  it  was,  but  he  begged  to  tell 
the  hon.  member  for  Aid  borough,  that  his 
speech  had  demonstrated  that  the  anomaly 
of  the  Bill,  as  to  property  and  population, 
consisted,  not  in  the  Bill  going  too  far, 
but  in  not  going  far  enough. 

Mr.  Wason  would  not  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee with  many  words,  but  being  pre- 
pared with  a  few  facts,  which  he  thought 
were  worth  a  great  deal  more  than  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Aldborough, 
he  was  anxious  to  state  those  facts  to  the 
House.  Of  the  boroughs  in  schedule  B, 
thirty-nine  contained  together  only  50,000 
inhabitants,  paid  only  32,251/.  of  the 
Assessed  Taxes,  and  possessed  only  4,918 
10/.  houses.  They  would,  under  this  Bill, 
have  only  12,000  voters,  and  would  return 
one-twelfth  of  the  Members  of  the  House. 
It  was,  therefore,  impossible  that  schedule 
B  should  remain  a  final  measure  in  a  re- 
formed Parliament.  The  way  to  prevent 
it  would  be,  to  make  all  these  contributory 
boroughs,  and  instead  of  returning  thirty- 
nine  Members,  to  return  only  sixteen, 
giving  each  borough  a  constituency  of 
about  800  voters.  He  thought  this  de- 
served the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  had  not  heard  one 
ground  adduced  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  the  boroughs  in  this  schedule.  There 
might  have  been  some  reason  for  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  boroughs  in  schedule 
A,  but  he  could  not  see  on  what  principle 
it  was,  that  these  boroughs  should  be  de- 
prived of  one  of  their  Members.  If  they 
were  nomination  boroughs,  they  ought  to 
be  totally  disfranchised,  as  those  in  schedule 
A  had  been ;  and  if  they  were  not  nomi- 
nation boroughs,  then  some  reason  ought 
to  be  given  why  they  were  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  return  two  Members,  each  as 
heretofore.  He  did  not  see  how  the  Mi- 
nisters could  extricate  themselves  from 
this  dilemma.  As  Members  need  not  now 
apprehend  being  sent  back  to  their  con- 
stituents for  mooting  the  question,  he 
begged  to  remind  them,  that  the  subject 
now  under  discussion  involved  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  numbers  of  the  House 
should  or  should  not  be  diminished.  They 
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had  last  night  completed  the  work  of 
getting  rid  of  111  Members,  which  num- 
ber was  all  they  wanted  to  bestow  upon 
the  large  towns,  and  other  places.  Thus, 
then,  the  main  object  of  the  Bill  was  an- 
swered, and  why,  he  would  ask,  should 
they  go  any  further  ?  He  thought,  that  if 
there  were  any  independent  Member  in 
the  House  who  had  not  pledged  himself 
to  "  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  Bill,"  such  Member  might  safely 
divide  in  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
Amendment,  without  infringing  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Wason  thought  the  boroughs  in  this 
schedule  would  best  protect  themselves, 
by  contracting  their  numbers,  instead  of 
extending  them. 

An  Hon,  Member  contended,  that  the 
principle  on  which  it  was  proposed  to  de- 
prive these  boroughs  of  one  Member  had 
been  so  frequently  explained,  that  it  could 
be  of  no  use  to  explain  it  again  to  Gentle- 
men who  still  were,  or  pretended  to  be,  igno- 
rant of  it.  He  thought,  that  the  Ministers 
had  acted  most  wisely  in  tempering  innO' 
vation  with  a  certain  degree  of  respect  for 
deep-rooted  prejudices  and  ancient  usages. 
The  hon.  member  for  Aldborough,  and 
others  on  that  side  of  the  Flouse,  had  in- 
dulged in  lengthy  and  sympathetic  lament- 
ations for  the  voters  who  were  to  be  dis- 
franchised, but  they  had  no  pity  for  the 
thousands  of  their  fellow-subjects  who,  by 
the  unjust  and  unequal  laws  of  this  coun- 
try, had  hitherto  been  altogether  denied 
the  enjoyment  of  the  elective  franchise, 
though  they  had  been  made  to  contribute 
largely  and  heavily  towards  the  exigencies 
of  the  State.  To  past  injustice  these 
Gentlemen  shut  their  eyes,  and,  confining 
their  observations  to  the  present  moment, 
they  did  not  see  the  prospective  improve- 
ments which  must  result  from  the  ad- 
mission of  the  substantial  and  respectable 
classes  of  the  community  into  the  con- 
stituency of  the  land.  When  the  hon. 
Member  talked  of  Algernon  Sydney  being 
friendly  to  a  varied  franchise,  implying  too, 
that  he  was  friendly  to  the  corruptions 
which  had  since  his  time  grown  up  in  the 
Representative  system,  the  hon.  Member 
must  suppose  that  his  audience  knew  no- 
thing of  that  celebrated  man.  The  events 
of  Algernon  Sydney's  time  proved  that  the 
people  were  then  fairly  represented,  and 
that  the  encroaching  power  of  the  Aris- 
tocracy, and  the  practice  of  bribery,  had 
not  yet  created  nomination  and  corrupt 


boroughs.  Had  Algernon  Sydney  lived 
to  see  the  rise  and  operation  of  this  lawless 
and  unconstitutional  control,  and  of  these 
disgraceful  practices  in  the  Representative 
system,  the  just  and  honest  indignation  to 
which  he  would  have  given  utterance 
would  have  prevented  his  ever  being 
praised  by  the  hon.  member  for  Aldbo- 
rough. The  right  lion.  Baronet,  too,  had 
made  a  quotation  from  the  work  of  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  usually  sat  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  (Sir 
James  Mackintosh),  but  allow  him  to  say, 
that,  looking  at  the  aspect  of  the  times, 
and  at  the  declared  wishes  of  the  nation, 
he  considered  that  quotation  to  be  in 
favour  of,  and  not  against,  the  Ministerial 
measure  of  Reform. 

Lord  Eastnor  expressed  his  intention  to 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.     As  to  the  general  principle  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  saying,  that  he  had,  for  a  long  time,  been 
opposed  to  any  extensive  plans  of  Reform. 
But  of  late  he  had  seen  circumstances 
connected  with  the  state  of  the  country, 
which  required  that  something  should  be 
done,  and  he  should  therefore  have  been 
very  glad  to  support  a  measure  emanating 
from  the  Government.     But  to  such  a 
measure  as  this,  destroying  and  rooting  up 
so  much  of  the  ancient  system  and  cha- 
racter of  the  English  Constitution,  it  was 
impossible  that  he  could  bring  himself 
conscientiously  to  consent.     He  objected 
to  changes  so  great  and  sweeping  in  our 
political   institutions,  from  his  own  con- 
viction of  their  danger  and  impropriety, 
but  still  more  from  the  experience  taught 
by  history,  that  the  wisest  and  the  boldest 
of  our  ancestors  had  always  shrunk  from 
great  and  sudden  changes  like  this,  and 
from  the  general  concurrence  of  opinion 
against  such  changes  by  the  more  able  and 
intelligent  writers  of  modern  times.    These 
feelings  and  reflections  led  him  to  give  his 
support  to  the  amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  which  he  really  considered 
would  be  a  great  improvement  of  the  Bill. 
He  thought  that  by  the  preservation  of 
these  boroughs,  they  would  preserve  in 
some  degree  that  balance  which  had  main* 
tained  the  equilibrium  of  the  Constitution ; 
and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  by  thus  in 
part  disfranchising  them,  they  would  take 
away  from  that  due  proportion  of  influence 
which  the  agricultural  interest  ought  to 
possess.    They  had  been  told,  that  the 
additional  number  of  county  Memben 
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would  make  up  for  any  loss  "which  the 
agricultural  influence  might  experience  in 
this  instance,  but  he  did  not  think  so, 
and  under  such  circumstances  he  should 
certainly  support  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Cres$et  Pelham  maintained  the 
necessity  of  leaving  these  boroughs  the 
right  of  sending  two  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment, in  order  that  the  different  interests 
not  capable  of  a  direct  Representation 
under  the  constitution  might  have  pro- 
tection in  that  House.  He  contended, 
notwithstanding  the  opinions  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  came  into  that  House  as 
Delegates,  that  the  duties  of  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  were  not  ended 
when  he  had  considered  only  the  interests 
of  those  who  voted  at  his  election.  He 
knew  that  this  was  the  case  in  America, 
and  for  that  country  he  approved  of  such 
a  Constitution  ;  but  it  was  so  because  the 
general  Legislature  was  composed  of  the 
Representatives  of  a  federacy  of  smaller 
States,  and  it  was  therefore  right  that 
they  should  be  instructed  as  to  me  sepa- 
rate wants  and  views  of  those  States,  but 
such  was  not  the  situation  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England,  and  he  trusted  never 
to  see  the  day  when  it  would  be  so.  He 
had  frequently  taken  occasion  to  make 
suggestions  concerning  the  Bill,  and  in 
all  those  cases,  as  now,  he  had  done  so 
from  a  wish  to  make  the  measure  con- 
sistent with  the  institutions  of  the  country, 
and  he  believed,  that  in  so  doing  his  pro- 
ceedings had  been  calculated  to  prevent 
rather  than  to  create  delay. 

The  Committee  d  ivided :  For  the  Amend- 
ment 115;  Against  it  182 — Majority  for 
the  clause  67.* 

The  question  was  then  put, ''  that  Aldbo- 
rough  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Mr.  Sadler  meant  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee only  for  a  few  minutes,  whilst  he 
made  an  observation  or  two,  which  were 
called  for  in  justice  to  the  respectable 
constituents  who  did  him  the  honour  of 
electing  him.  It  had  been  frequently  but 
erroneously  stated,  that  this  was  a  nomi- 
nation borough.  This  assertion  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  deny,  and  he  could  prove 
the  correctness  of  his  assertion,  by  re- 
ference to  parliamentary  documents ;  and 
as  to  the  constituency,  he  took  upon  him- 
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self  to  say,  that  a  more  respectable^  con- 
sistent, or  honourable  one,  did  not  exist 
in  the  country.  The  characters  of  the 
voters,  if  known  to  the  Committee,  mmld 
rescue  them  from  all  the  imputations  wliidi 
had  been  unnecessarily  and  unjustly  cast 
upon  them.  It  had  been  said  in  praise  of 
Old  Sarum,  that  it  had  the  honour  of  en- 
rolling amongst  the  number  of  its  Represen- 
tatives the  name  of  Chatham ;  and  Aldbo- 
rough  had  to  boast  equally  distinguished 
honour,  in  having  elected  the  same  great 
character  when  he  had  been  rejected  by  a 
more  magnificent  constituency.  In  justice 
to  his  constituents,  in  justice  to  the  in- 
terests and  rights  of  the  borough,  and, 
more  than  all,  in  respect  for  the  Con- 
stitution, he  protested  against  the  unjust 
and  uncalled-for  attack  upon  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  Aldborough. 

Mr.  T,  Jhtncombe  said,  that  all  the 
electors  in  Aldborough,  as  well  as  in  Bo- 
roughbridge,  who  had  an  opinion  of  their 
own  to  give,  had  expressed  themselves  in 
favour  of  the  Reform  Bill.  If  they  dis- 
franchised this  borough  altogether,  they 
would  not  deprive  the  constituents  there 
of  a  franchise  which  they  had  ever  been 
allowed  to  exercise  with  freedom.  He 
must  say,  that  he  for  one  regretted  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  taken  this 
borough  out  of  schedule  A.  If  it  were 
not  too  late  to  put  it  back  again  into  that 
schedule,  he  would  move  that  it  should  be 
reinstated  there.  It  was  the  greatest  farce 
in  the  world  to  talk  of  this  borough  as 
possessing  a  population  which  should  en- 
title it  to  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  this  Bill.  That  population  could  only 
be  made  out  for  it  by  culling  from  four 
or  five  adjoining  parishes,  which  had  a 
population  in  1821  which  they  did  not  now 
possess.  He  would  defy  any  set  of  Parlia- 
mentary Commissioners  to  find  a  con- 
stituency of  300  electors  in  Aldborouefa. 
It  would  be  a  most  monstrous  thing  doat 
the  country  gentlemen  and  farmers  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  this  borough  should  be 
deprived  of  their  votes  for  the  county,  on 
account  of  the  preservation  of  this  rotten 
stinking  borough  of  Aldborough.  It  would 
be  perfectly  monstrous  and  nonsensical  to 
entertain  such  a  proposition  as  that.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet  (the  member  for  West- 
minster) were  in  his  place,  he  could  prove 
that  the  seats  for  ^is  borough  had  been 
bought  and  sold,  for  that  the  boo. 
Baronet  had  himself  porch^aed  his  seat 
fo  iUt  boioogb,  during  the  nusoriCy  of 
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the  noble  Duke  lo  whom  it  now  belonged. 
This  was  one  of  those  boroughs  which, 
according  to  the  preamble  of  the  Bill, 
should  be  totally  disfranchised,  and  he 
would  therefore  move,  as  an  amendment, 
"  that  the  borough  of  Aldborough  be  re- 
turned to  flchedme  A/' 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  that  whatever  might 
have  occurred  in  former  times,  the  present 
electors  of  this  borough  were  as  independ- 
ent as  any  in  the  kingdom.  He  thought 
it  was  ungenerous  and  unfair  to  allude  to 
transactions  which,  whatever  might  have 
been  their  nature,  could  not  have  been  par- 
ticipated in  by  the  present  Duke  of  New- 
castle, who  was  then  only  eight  years  of 
age,  and  residing  out  of  the  country. 

Lord  Stormont  hoped,  as  the  quondam 
member  for  Aldborough,  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  that 
borough.  The  hon.  member  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Hertford  (Mr.T.  Duncombe)  had 
taken  upon  him  to  revile  the  constituency 
of  that  borough,  of  whom  he  (Lord 
Stormont)  would  say,  that  there  was  not  a 
more  respectable  class  of  electors  in  the 
kingdom.  One  of  the  reviled  constituency 
for  Aldborough  was  the  hon.  member  for 
Hertford's  own  brother. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe :  He  is  not  one  of  the 
constituency, 

Lord  Stotmont  was  sure,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Hertford  would  not  say  that 
his  brother  had  not  been  an  elector  for 
Aldborough,  for  it  so  happened  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  him  his  vote, 
when  he  was  member  for  the  borough. 
Now  the  question  was,  whether  the  hon. 
member  for  Hertford  intended  to  include 
his  brother  amongst  the  degraded  constitu- 
ency of  Aldborough  ?  Tlie  hon.  Member's 
brother  gave  him  (Lord  Stormont)  his  in- 
dependent vote,  and  so  did  all  the  other 
electors  who  voted  for  him.  The  election 
cost  him  nothing.  When  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Hertford  asked  the  members  for 
Aldborough  who  were  their  constituents, 
and  asserted,  that  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
was  their  only  constituent,  it  was  fair,  per- 
haps, to  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford, 
what  kind  of  constituency  he  had  ?  The 
town  of  Hertford  was  most  notoriously 
oorrupty  and  no  person  could  sit  for  it  who 
did  not  spend  a  large  sum  of  money.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  person  who  in- 
tended to  represent  that  town  must  go 
down  in  his  carriage,  and  spend  a  little 
money  I  and  bring  down  a  friend  with  him 
to  spend  a  little  more.     There  was  no 


bribery  or  treating,  or  drunkenness  at  Ald- 
borough at  the  election ;  could  the  hon. 
Member  say  the  same  for  Hertford  ?  Every 
one  knew,  that  the  transaction  alluded 
to  with  respect  to  Aldborough  took  place 
during  the  Duke  of  Newcastle's  minority, 
and  when  he  was  abroad,  therefore  he  was 
in  no  respect  auswerable  for  it ;  but  it  was 
too  much  the  practice  of  Gentlemen  at  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  to  allude  to 
the  manner  in  which  Gentlemen  at  the 
other  side  got  into  Parliament,  and  never 
to  allude  to  the  still  more  disgraceful 
manner  in  which  they  obtained  their  own 
seats. 

Mr.  7*.  Duncombe  said,  that  the  person- 
alities in  which  the  Opposition  indulged, 
were  extremely  amusing.  The  operation 
of  disfranchisement  had  a  most  ridiculous 
effect  on  their  tempars  and  passions. 
They  occasionally  suffered  two  or  three 
boroughs  to  meet  their  fate  ouietly,  but 
their  boroughmongering  affections — 
**  The  ruling  passion  strong  in  death,*' 
at  length  prevailed,  and  out  they  came,  for- 
getting the  borough  under  consideration, 
with  violent  personalities ;  or  else,  as  an 
hon.  Member  observed,  with  a  regular  set 
to,  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  had 
founded  his  case  on  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill,  and,  according  to  the  principle,  he 
contended  that  Aldborough  ought  to  be 
totally  disfranchised.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  his  brother  had  supported  the  noble 
Lord,  and  if  he  had  been  an  elector  him- 
self, he  would  have  supported  him  in  pre- 
ference to  other  persons  who  were  candid- 
ates. He  still  maintained,  however,  that 
the  electors  of  Aldborough  could  not  exer- 
cise an  independent  choice,  and  that  there 
was  but  one  constituent,  the  Duke  of  New- 
castle. It  was  said,  that  the  Duke*s 
interest  was  unfairly  dealt  with,  as  Bo- 
roughbridge  was  to  be  totally  disfran- 
chised ;  and  his  influence  would  be 
abridged,  if  not  extinguished,  in  Aldbo- 
rough. This  was  to  argue,  however,  that 
because  there  were  four  nuisances  in  the 
House,  they  ought  not  all  to  be  removed. 
If  they  could  turn  out  all  those  intruders 
(and  there  was  now  an  opportunity  to  do 
so),  he  contended  it  was  their  duty  to  do  it. 
The  noble  Lord  complained  of  revilings 
from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House ; 
but  there  had  not  been  half  revilings 
enough.  It  was  very  easy  for  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  say — *•  When  you 
turn  us  out,  where  will  the  House  get  bet- 
ter Members."     For  bis  part  he  cooid 


4a7 


CimmiiHw  * 


{July  27} 


TmUkJDa^. 


4m 


ne^or  tee  th«  ttitrfme  •upmority  of  those 
seal  by  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  and  other 
boiough  proprietorSi  as  compared  with 
those  Members  who  were  sent  by  ind^ 
pendent  and  Bumeions  constituenciee. 
He  could  tell  those  hoo.  M embersi  that  it 
was  not  enongh  for  them  to  laud  and  ex- 
tol themseltes;  there  was  another  tribunal 
to  put  a  value  upon  their  services*  The 
people  of  England  knew  how  to  estimate 
the  cost  of  their  servicesi  with  the  bene- 
fits  derived  from  them,  and  the  result  of 
the  investigation  was  not  very  flattering  to 
those  who  claimed  so  much  sierit  for 
themselves.  The  sense  of  the  people  of 
England  revolted  against  the  continu- 
ance of  a  system  of  folly,  inutility, 
and  corruption ;  aad|  in  the  words  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  member  for 
Kerry,  the  coantry  had  pronounced,  in  a 
voice  of  thander,  that  Uie  rotten  borough 
svstem,  "more  honoured  in  the  breach  than 
the  observance,"  miwt  be  put  an  end  to. 

Mr.  Nkholiou  Cal9$rt  said,  he  had  been 
connected  with  the  town  of  Hartford 
twenty  years,  as  its  Representative,  and 
there  was  no  man  in  Uiat  House  then 
held  a  more  independent  seat  He  had  no 
patron  to  ask  for  his  assistance,  and  he 
never  gave  a  man  a  shilling  at  an  election 
for  his  vote. 

Lord  StormoHi  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  stated  what  he  had  paid 
after  the  election,  nor  had  he  assured  the 
House,  that  since  he  ceased  to  represent 
the  town  of  Hertford,  that  votes  were  not 
sold. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  be  was  on  this  oc- 
casion reluctantly  compelled  to  address  the 
Committee,  as  a  referencehad  been  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Hertford,  to  Bo- 
rottghbridge,  although  that  boroogh  was 
finally  disposed  of,  it  might  be  supposed, 
by  being  inserted  in  schedule  A.  No 
other  expense  attended  his  election  for 
Borooghhridge,  but  that  which  arose  from 
tba  circttmstaoce  of  his  giving  an  enter- 
tainment  after  the  election.  He  hoped  he 
had  given  as  good  a  dinner  as  the  hon. 
meoB^  for  mrtford,  and  he  believed  a 
mucb  cheaper  one,  for  the  munitions  de 
btmchit  in  bis  case,  instead  of  costing 
3,000/.  or  4,00(M.,  did  not  exceed  at  Bo- 
roughbridge  the  moderate  sum  of  30^  or 
40i.  Now,  if  any  hon.  Gentleman  at  his 
(Sir  C.  WethereU'ii)  side  of  the  House^  had 
alluded  to  a  borooj^  already  hor$  du  com- 
ia#,  it  would  be  cried  Mt  against  as  a  waste 
•f  tine  ^  but  the  hon.  namr  for  Htrtford 


thought  it  no  waste  of  time  to  iffer  in  no 
measured  language^  to  the  borough  of  Bo- 
roughbridge,  and  the  noble  Duke,  who  was 
said  to  exercise  an  influence  there.  Sraiy 
one,  but  the  hon.  member  for  Hert^sa, 
knew,  that  to  charge  the  noble  Deke  with 
the  sale  of  seats,  was  a  foul  libd  imd 
calumny.  The  hon.  Member  thought 
that  Oentlemen  at  the  Ministerial  side  had 
been  too  moderate)  that  they  had  not 
sufficiently  reviled  their  opponents.  Now, 
referring  to  the  hon.  Member's  observa- 
tions, he  would  ask,  if  that  was  tenderness, 
what  was  severity  ?  If  that  was  oil,  what 
was  vinegar?  if  that  was  ui  emollient,  what 
was  a  caustic  ?  The  hon.  Member's  attack 
on  Boroughbridge,  after  it  was  disposed  of, 
was  a  little  out  of  season ;  a  little  posthu- 
mous. When  the  boroughs  in  schedok 
A  were  defunct,  up  rose  the  member  for 
Hertford,  tike  a  stout  warrnrt  to  attack  the 
slain.  Whv,  he  asked,  was  it  nacessary  to 
rouse  the  ghost  of  Boro«ghbiidge«  uijess, 
indeed,  the  hoo.  Gentleman  wanted  to 
imitate  a  person  whom  Shakspaaia  called 
Falstaff,  and  who  fought  with  a  dead  man 
for  an  hour.  If  tbia  waa  reforming  jnd- 
lantry,  the  new  illttmiaationof  a  new  Par- 
liament, he  dki  not  know  bow  to  character- 
ise it.  He  oeuld  not,  however,  treat  with 
levity  the  attempt  to  revive  the  topic  con- 
nected with  this  borough,  for  the  purjfose 
of  calumniating  the  character,  of  as  high- 
minded,  honourable,  and  generous  a  noble- 
man, as  now  lived,  or  ever  lived,  in  this 
country.  He  regretted  the  subject  had 
been  mentioned;  but  he  regretted  still 
more  that,  when  the  allusion  waa  made,  it 
was  cheered  by  his  Majesty's  liinialais. 
When  Ministers  taunted  the  Opposition 
with  wasting  time,  and  iK>t  keeping  to  the 
question,  they  were  bound  to  have  given 
some  intimation  to  a  posthumous  declaim- 
er  at  their  own  side,  who  entered  upon  the 
disoussion  of  a  bygone  topic  The  noUe 
Lord  certainly  ought  not  to  lecture  Gairtle- 
mea  at  the  Oppositmn  side  of  the  House, 
uidess  he  extended  his  adnonitk>n  to  Mem- 
bers at  his  own  side.  When  Best  the 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  chose  ta  speak 
io  disparagement, of  the  coastit«eiwy  of 
AUboroug^,  if  h^  did  not  spare  the  eoa- 
stituency  at  large,  it  was  to  be  hoped 
that  his  fratemd  fodings  would  indaee 
him  to  qiare  hts  own  bioUier. 

Lord  Aiiimp  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  sai  down, 
Unt  there  had  been  ais  unneoessai]^  i^ 
pilitim  'liona  the  sat^eot  under  eossNdii* 
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ation.  He  rose  now,  however,  to  state  to 
his  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Hertford, 
that  if  he  wished  to  transfer  Aldborough 
from  schedule  B  to  schedule  A,  that  was 
not  the  proper  time  for  making  such  a  mo- 
tion. It  might  be  done  at  a  future  period, 
but  the  discussion  in  Committee  on  the 
clause  containing  schedule  A,  was  closed. 

An  Hon.  Member  stated,  that  he  had 
contested  the  town  of  Hertford  during  two 
elections:  and  it  was  only  justice  to  the 
electors  to  say,  that  he  never  knew  one  of 
them  to  have  received  a  bribe. 

Mr.  Praed  wished,  that  the  House 
could  get  rid  of  that  reckless  jocularity 
which,  he  conceived  prevailed  too  much 
occasionally  on  both  sides,  in  discussing  a 
question  of  so  grave  a  nature.  He  rose  to 
suggest' to  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford, 
that  if  he  wished  to  transfer  Aldborough 
from  schedule  B  to  schedule  A,  it  might 
be  done,  in  point  of  form,  by  negativing  the 
question  that  this  borough  should  stand  part 
of  schedule  B,  and  moving,  on  bringing  up 
the  report,  that  it  should  stand  part  of 
schedule  A.  It  was  said  to  be  dif- 
ficult to  find  300  10/.  houses  in  Aldbo- 
rough and  its  vicinity  ;  there  was  no 
clause  in  the  Bill,  that  made  that  number 
necessary.  In  presuming,  therefore,  that 
there  must  be  300  10/.  houses,  they  were 
not  merely  looking4o  a  clause  which  had 
not  been  considered,  but  to  one  which  had 
not  even  been  proposed. 

Mr.  A'ttwood  wished  to  know,  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  at  a  future  period.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  stated  his  determina- 
tion ;  but  only  that,  in  point  of  form,  this 
was  not  the  fit  time  for  bringing  forward 
the  motion. 

Lord  Althorp  had  not  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  state  his  determination  on  the  sub- 
ject; because,  as  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  that  Aldborough  should 
stand  in  schedule  B,  if  any  other  Mem- 
ber proposed  it  should  be  transferred  to 
schedule  A,  unless  sufficient  reasons  were 
stated,  he  must  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  G,  Dawson  did  not  think  the  noble 
Lord's  answer  satisfactory,  as  the  noble 
Lord  last  night  voted  for  the  removal  of 
Saltash  from  schedule  A,  in  which  it  was 
placed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 

I/)rd  Althorp  observed,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  George  Daw- 
son) rose,  he  always  anticipated  some  unkind 
observation.    He  had  stated  the  grounds 


on  which  he  voted  last  night  for  exclud- 
ing Saltash  from  schedule  A.  He  wished 
to  adhere  to  the  Bill ;  but,  upon  consi- 
deration, he  felt  that  Saltash  could  not  be 
fairly  and  justly  retained  in  schedule  A, 
and,  therefore,  he  voted  for  the  transfer. 

Mr.  T,  Buncombe  did  not  exactly  see 
why  he  should  be  precluded  from  moving 
that  Aldborough  should  be  transferred  to 
schedule  A.  As  there  was  a  difficulty, 
however,  he  should  meet  it  by  proposing 
'*  that  the  borough  of  Aldborough  should 
cease  to  return  Members." 

Mr.  0'  Connell  suggested,  that  the  trans- 
fer to  schedule  A  might  be  moved  upon 
bringing  up  the  Report,  which  would  be 
the  most  regular  form. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Bernal)  begged  to 
acquaint  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dan- 
combe)  that,  either  upon  bringing  up  the 
Report,  or  on  the  motion  for  the  third 
reading,  he  might  add  or  omit  any  words, 
and  thereby  effect  the  object  he  had  in 
view  ;  but  the  Committee  had  determined 
to  proceed  regularly;  and,  in  point  of 
form,  his  motion  could  not  be  put  now. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Committee  to  undo  now  what  it 
had  done  last  night.  It  had  been  then 
agreed,  that  the  clause  containing  schedule 
A,  as  amended,  should  stand  part  of  the 
Bill ;  so  that,  in  Committee,  the  discussion 
on  that  clause  was  closed. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  the  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  satisfac- 
tory.— He  withdrew  his  amendment,  and 
the  question,  that  Aldborough  stand  part 
of  schedule  B,  was  carried. 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  question, 
'^  that  the  borough  of  Amersham  stand 
part  of  schedule  B." — Carried. 

On  the  question,  "  that  the  borough  of 
Arundel  stand  part  of  schedule  B," 

Mr.  Alderman  Atkins,  as  Representative 
for  the  borough,  must  beg  leave  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  the  circumstances 
connected  with  it.  No  charge  of  bribery 
had  ever  been  made,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  none  could  ever  be  substantiated. 
It  was  by  no  means  a  nomination  borough, 
for  the  electors  had  not  always  returned 
the  candidate  recommended  by  the  noble 
Duke  who  had  property  in  the  place. 
Arundel  contained  463  scot  and  lot  bur- 
gesses, all  resident  in  the  town.  No  man 
had  been  elected  into  that  House  more 
freely  than  he  had  been,  and  he  would 
contend,  that  the  honesty  of  that  House 
bad  been  proved,  on  all  great  occeaionsi 
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by  the  votes  which  had  been  given  by  the 
borough  Members.  As  there  were  463 
resident  voters  in  this  borough,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  question.  He  thought  it 
ousrht  not  to  be  disfranchised. 

Lord  D,  C.  Stuart  declared,  that  he  was 
independent  to  the  utmost  extent  of  the 
term,  and  had  been  as  freely  chosen  as 
his  hon.  colleague,  but  he  felt  it  his  duty, 
and  a  painful  one  it  was,  to  vote  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  one  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  this  borough  ;  and  though  he  did 
this  reluctantly,  he  yet  felt  that  he  was 
bound  to  consult  the  general  interests  of 
the  empire,  as  well  as  to  consult  the  wishes 
of  his  constituents. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  the  popula- 
tion of  the  place  being  within  4,000,  he 
saw  no  reason  for  an  exemption. 

Mr.  Alderman  Atkins  said,  he  had  sub- 
mitted the  facts  connected  with  the  bo- 
rough, in  discharge  of  the  duty  he  owed 
his  constituents.  If  these  were  not  of 
sufficient  weight  to  exempt  the  borough 
from  schedule  B,  it  would  be  useless  for 
him  to  resist  the  determination  of  the 
Committee.  He  would  not,  therefore, 
put  them  to  the  trouble  of  dividing  on  the 
question. 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  •*  that  the  borough  of 
Ashburton  (Devon)  stand  part  of  the 
schedule,'* 

Mr.  Poyntz  said,  that  having  voted 
against  the  motion  for  giving  two  mem- 
bers to  Aldborough,  it  might  appear  in- 
consistent in  him  to  propose  giving  two 
members  to  Ashburton  ;  but  this  was  the 
strongest  case  in  the  schedule.  He  should 
read  to  the  House  the  memorial  which 
had  been  presented  by  this  borough.  The 
hon.  Member  read  a  memorial,  presented 
to  the  Secretary  of  State. — ^The  memo- 
rialists stated,  that  according  to  the  census 
of  1821,  the  population  was  3,403,  the 
inhabited  houses  396,  those  uninhabited, 
15;  total,  411.  The  difference  between 
the  census  of  1821  and  that  of  1831  was 
nearly  700,  the  present  population  being 
4,091 ,  and  the  increase  of  houses  being 
1 38  since  1 821 .  There  were  now  upwards 
of  300  houses  of  10/.  a  year. 

Colonel  Torrens  said,  that  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  borough  of  Ashburton  were 
warmly  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  when 
it  was  known  to  the  electors,  they  had  met 
and  voted  their  thanks  to  his  Majesty's 
AfJQisters^     I(  wa^  neitl^  fi  nomipatiop 


borough,  nor  an  insigni6cant,  inconsider- 
able place.  It  was  the  principal  seat  of 
a  manufacturing  district,  and  had  many 
interests  involved  in  it.  He  corroborated 
the  statements  of  his  hon.  colleague^  and 
added,  that  there  had  been  an  error  in  the 
return  of  1821,  by  which  eighty-six  houses 
had  been  left  out,  owing  to  the  negligence 
of  the  returning  officer.  The  case  of  Ash- 
burton was  stronger  than  that  of  Appleby, 
and  he  reckoned,  therefore,  upon  the  sup- 
port of  those  Members  who  had  voted  on 
that  question. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  there  were  sufficient 
grounds  for  taking  this  borough  out  of  the 
schedule.  It  appeared,  that  there  was  a 
manor — the  manor  of  Halsanger — con- 
taining 500  persons,  which  it  was  said  had 
been  omitted  in  the  return ;  but  even  ad- 
ding that  number  to  3,403,  the  numbers 
of  the  borough  and  parish,  it  would  make 
3,903  only,  which  was  considerably  below 
the  number  of  4,000;  and  therefore  it 
was  not  a  case  of  so  much  hardship  as 
that  of  Woodstock.  With  respect  to  the 
mistakes  which  were  alleged  to  be  in  the 
returns  of  1821,  there  might  be  some 
occasionally ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to 
go  back  to  correct  them.  With  regard  to 
Ashburton,  it  was  curious  enough,  that  the 
statements  of  the  petitioners  did  not  make 
out  their  case.  They  stated,  that  by  the 
recent  return  there  was  an  increase  of  138 
houses  since  1821 ;  that  fifty-two  only 
had  been  built  since  that  period,  conse- 
quently, eighty-six  houses  were  omitted  ; 
and  allowing  eight  persons  to  each  house, 
the  addition  to  the  population  would  be 
688,  which,  added  to  3,403  (the  return  of 
1821),  would  make  4,091.  But  calculat- 
ing another  way,  taking  the  number  of 
houses  built  since  1821 — namely,  fifty- 
two — and  multiply  this  by  eight,  the  num- 
ber was  416,  and  subtracting  this  num- 
ber from  4,091,  the  population  would  be 
3,675  only;  so  that  there  was  no  reason, 
which  he  could  discover,  for  exempting 
Ashburton. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  complained  of  the  in- 
difference with  which  the  noble  Lord 
treated  the  census  of  1821.  He  said, 
some  errors  might  exist,  but  they  were 
not  worth  attention.  They  were  to  knock 
borough  after  borough  on  the  head  with- 
out stopping  to  inquire  whether  they 
were  justified  in  doing  so  by  the  rules 
which  were  said  to  have  been  laid  dowif 
fpr  their  ^iflapcpf 
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Lord  John  AufMlf  admitted  there  migbt 
be  errors  in  the  retnmt  of  1821,  but  he 
believed,  justice  would  not  be  done  by 
going  back  and  endeavouring  to  correct 
them. 

Colonel  Sibtkorp  said,  there  were  so 
many  errors  in  these  returns,  that  he  call- 
ed upon  the  noble  Lord  to  take  those  of 
1831. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  **  that  Bodmin  stand 
part  of  the  schedule," 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  confessed,  that  he 
could  make  out  no  case,  which,  on  the 
principle  of  the  noble  Lord,  would  take  it 
out  or  the  rule.  He  would  remark,  how- 
ever, that  the  voters  were  highly  respect- 
able persons,  and  that  Bodmin  was  vir- 
tually a  county  town,  increasing  in  sise, 
and  rapidly  improving.  It  was  neither  a 
nomination  nor  a  corrupt  borough. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  put,  ^*  that  the 
borough  of  Bridport  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule B." 

Sir  Horcme  St.  Paul  opposed  the  mo- 
tion. The  borough  of  Bridport  was  co- 
extensive with  the  parish,  but  not  with 
the  town  of  Bridport.  By  the  census  of 
1821,  the  population  of  the  borough  was 
3,742.  Now  the  part  of  the  town  of 
Bridport  which  was  not  in  the  boroueh 
was  a  continuation  of  the  streets  of  the 
borough,  and  contained  a  population  of 
1,550  souls.  As  the  town  of  Bridport 
was  still  of  the  same  extent  as  it  was  in 
the  year  1821,  when  the  census  gave  the 
population  above  4,000,  he  thought  that 
he  was  only  justified  in  assuming  that  the 
population  at  present  exceeded  that 
amount.  The  number  of  houses  at  10/. 
annual  rent  in  the  borough  was  now  340  ; 
in  that  part  of  the  town  out  of  the  bo- 
rough; sixty.  The  census  of  1831  gave 
the  population  of  the  town  and  borough  at 
4,200.  He  had  now  stated  a  case  which, 
if  Gentlemen  would  recollect  figures  and 
numbers,  and  would  only  vote  impartially, 
must  induce  them  to  take  the  borough  of 
Bridport  out  of  schedule  B.  The  hon. 
Member  then  moved  an  amendment  to 
that  efi'pct. 

Mr.  Warburton  opposed  the  amend- 
ment. His  hon.  colleague  had  stated 
the  population  of  the  borough  of  Bridport, 
which  was  co-extensive  with  the  parish  of 
Bridport,  to  be  3,742.  His  hon.  col- 
league had,  however,  stated,  that  there 
were  other  parishes  included  in  the  town, 


of  which  the  population,  if  added  to  the 
population  of  the  borough,  would  make  a 
population  of  mere  than  4,000  for  the 
town  of  Bridport.  Now  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  bailiff  and  the  burgesses  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Bridport  was  limited  to  the 
borough  only,  and  did  not  extend  into  the 
two  neighbouring  parishes  of  Bradpool  and 
Allington.  What  was  the  population  of 
those  parishes?  Bradpool  contained  926, 
and  Allington  1,139  people.  He  admitted, 
that  part  of  the  parish  of  Bradpool  might 
be  considered  as  part  of  the  town  of  Bridport, 
but  that  part  of  Bradpool  did  not  contain 
more  than  200  inhabitants.  Adding  thsit 
number  to  the  population  of  the  borongd, 
it  did  not  make  that  population  more  than 
3,942.  As  to  the  parish  ^f  Allinffton, 
it  was  divided  from  the  town  of  Brioport 
by  a  small  river,  and  no  man  who  knew 
any  thing  of  the  localities  would  say,  that 
the  parish  of  Allington  formed  any  part  of 
the  town  of  Bridport.  Indeed,  it  was  im- 
possible to  state,  that  any  part  of  the  po- 
pulation of  that  parish  belonged  to  the 
town  of  Bridport.  He  therefore  asserted, 
that,  in  1821,  the  population  of  the  town 
of  Bridport  did  not  come  up  to  4,000,  and 
it  was  beyond  all  question,  that  the  popu- 
lation of  that  borough  fell  very  short  of 
that  amount ;  this  induced  him  to  think 
that  the  borough  of  Bridport  ought  to  be 
inserted  in  schedule  B,  and  he  was  happy 
to  say,  that  such  was  the  opinion  of  tne 
constituents  who  had  returned  him  to 
that  House. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  this  was  a  great 
question,  in  which  the  rights  of  the  coun- 
try were  involved  ;  and  it  did  not  depend 
upon  the  opinion  of  any  individual  whe- 
ther Bridport  should  be  disfranchised. 
The  noble  Lord  had  contended,  that  his 
line  was  right,  but  had  given  no  reason  in 
support  of  that  line.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said,  his  object  was  to  bring  into  life  and 
activity  the  great  towns  and  boroughs 
which  remained  unrepresented ;  but  it  was 
not  necessary,  for  that  purpose,  to  reduce 
the  number  of  Representatives  sent  to 
that  House.  He  should  contend,  that 
they  were  not  justified  in  reducing  the  Re- 
presentation without  a  special  necessity. 
Having  said  so  much,  he  might  add,  that 
the  noble  Lord's  friends  were  not  satisfied 
with  his  measure,  and  the  noble  Lord  would 
find  that  a  Reformed  Parliament  would 
have  to  finish  the  work  he  had  begun. 
Confining  himself  to  the  borough  of  Brid- 
port, he  should  contend,  that  it  ooaM  not 
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be  separated  from  the  e$M€  of  Truro. 
Bridport  was  in  the  fame  sitoalion  as 
Truro.  The  borough  of  Bridport  being 
co-extensive  with  the  street,  all  the  inha- 
bitants in  the  street  ought  to  be  taken. 
It  was  one  oontinuoos  town,  and  a  person 
going  through  it  would  consider  it  one 
town.  They  had  in  tlie  town  e^ery  thing 
the  noble  Lord  could  desire  to  give  it  two 
Members,  yet,  from  a  fanciful  notion  that 
it  had  not  enough  of  10/.  householders, 
they  took  away  one  of  its  Repr^sentativee. 
[The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at  this 
part  of  his  address^  complained  of  noise  in 
the  House.]  Did  those  who  were  clamor- 
ous consider  that  they  were  discussing  a 
matter  of  great  interest  to  the  country  ? 
He  regretted  the  barbarous  mirth  which  had 
attended  the  disfranehisement  of  particular 
boroughs*  He  mutt  say,  that  the  exhibi* 
tion  which  he  had  witnsised  wh^n  tlie  dkk 
franchisement  of  some  of  the  boroughs  had 
been  agreed  to — the  ujprearkms  Imrsts  of 
laughter  in  wbioh  hon.Membenhad  Indulge 
ed  when  now  and  then  anT  partioular  bo- 
rough had  been  thustreatedU^truok  him  as 
being  one  of  the  worst  signs  of  the  present 
times — mdicating,  that  when  the  Reformed 
Parliament  came,  meaiurea  would  be  car- 
ried rather  by  acclamation  than  calm  in- 
vestigation.  No  man  would  then  dare  to 
get  up  in  his  place  and  speak  sensibly. 
[laughter].  He  dared  to  say,  from  that 
laugh,  that  he  had  said  sometning  very  ab- 
surd I  but  he  would  say  this,  notwithstand- 
ing the  laughter  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  that 
the  new  Parliament  would  carry  by  accla- 
mation many  important  questions,  and 
not  by  sound  judgment  and  calm  reason- 
ing. His  hope  was,  it  might  not  be  so; 
but  it  was  his  opinion  such  would  be  the 
case.  The  hon.  iVIember  who  had  the 
honour  to  represent  Bridport  had  made 
out  the  population  in  1821  to  be  3,973, 
but  then  there  were  the  parishes  of  Brad- 
pool  and  Allington,  and  yet  it  was  said 
they  only  made  3,972,  on  the  ground  that 
the  parish  of  Allington  was  divided  from 
Bridport  bf  a  rivulet  and  a  bridee.  The 
town,  in  his  opinion,  was  not  within  the 
principle  of  schedule  B.  In  the  town 
there  were  a  saffioient  number  of  houses  to 
take  it  out  of  tbf  noble  Lord's  schedule. 

Lord  JohH  Rneeett  observedi  that  it  was 
very  possible  tbr  housee  to  adjoin  the 
borough,  without  being  entitled  to  be  con- 
sidered as  an  integral  nait  of  it.  The  case 
of  Truro,  on  the  otner  Wnd,  was  dear  and 
decided,  and  presented  M  analogy  what- 


ever to  that  of  Bridport.  Befim  he  sat 
down,  he  could  not  avoid  notiotng  the 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Bir  E.  Sugden)  had 
thought  proper  to  lecture  the  House  OH 
their  mode  of  discu$siDg  public  bnsineis. 
Now  he  happened  to  have  ten  years' 
longer  experience  of  that  House  than  the 
learned  Gentleman,  and  beg;ged  leave  to 
state,  for  bin  information,  that  there  was 
nothing  peculiar  in  the  conduct  of  Mem- 
bers during  these  debates,  which  wonld 
in  any  degree  justify  his  sneers  or 
animadversions.  When  dry  and  un- 
interesting details  were  under  consi- 
deration, Gentlemen  had  always  been  in 
the  habit  of  conversing  with  one  another 
as  they  had  done  now  in  the  presence  of 
the  hon.  member  fer  Sf.  Mawe*s.  so  that 
he  might  set  his  mind  at  rest  irkfa  respeet 
to  the  apprehended  revoluthniarT  ajftti 
terns.  For  himself  indlvid(iall|yy  ne  eoni 
take  credit  for  being  much  more  fktig 
by  these  discussions  than  hon.  Meinl  ..^ 
who  were  exempted  from  avooetions  dur- 
ing the  whole  or  the  morning. 

Lord  Stormont  appealed  to  the  candid  * 
and  impartial  judgment  of  everv  Member 
who  had  heard  the  Debate  on  tne  borough 
of  Woodstock,  whether  the  case  of  BrU- 
port  was  not  similar?  The  noble  Lord 
stated  yesterday,  that  the  town  and  bo- 
rough of  Woodstock,  and  the  hamlet,  con- 
sisted of  2,000,  but  the  amount  of  popu- 
lation was  disputed.  The  noble  Lord  would 
have  admittea  the  claim  to  have  that  bo- 
rough removed  from  schedule  A,  if  he 
could  have  made  out  2,000  without  the 
town  and  hamlet,  which  ought  to  have 
been  included.  What  was  the  case  of 
Bridport?  It  contained  3,979  without 
the  population  of  part  of  the  town.  That 
was  exactly  the  case  of  Woodstock,  The 
size  of  the  river  that .  flowed  to'  Bridport 
was  three  feet.  He  contended,  that  iiit 
case  of  Bridport  so  closely  resembled  that 
of  Woodstock  as  to  justify  their  disposing 
of  both  boroughs  in  a  similar  manner } 
but  really,  the  principles  on  which  Mloii* 
ters  acted  one  day  were  so  diffbrent  ftom 
those  which  they  had  laki  down  upon 
another,  that  he  could  scarcely  briteve 
themtobethesame  Admidbtretton.  Hiehr 
imbecility  and  weakness  wete,  in  truth, 
altogether  incredible  to  those  who  had 
not  heard  their  speeches,  and  witnened 
their  actions, 

Reaolutkm   agreed   to,  and   Bridport 
planed  in  sdiedme  B. 
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.  The  Chairman  put  the  question, ''  That 
the  borough  of  Buckingham  stand  part  of 
schedule  B." — Agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question,  "  That 
the  borough  of  Chippenham  stand  part  of 
schedule  B/' 

Captain  Boldero  said,  there  were  some 
peculiar  circumstances  connected  with  the 
borough  of  Chippenham,  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
He  could  prove,  that  the  population  of 
Chippenham  in  1821  was  about  4,411 
persons.  By  a  petition  from  Chippenham 
It  appeared,  that  an  injustice  had  been  done 
to  that  borough  in  the  Population  Returns 
of  1821.  He  knew  that  it  would  be  next 
to  impossible  to  set  that  return  right  by 
attempting  to  enumerate  the  inhabitants 
of  Chippenham  in  1821,  but  there  was 
another  test,  and  he  thought  a  satisfac- 
tory one.  He  could  prove,  upon  the  most 
unquestionable  testimony,  that  in  1821 
there  were  in  Chippenham  7.55  inhabited 
houses.  It  was  already  established  by 
the  returns,  that  637  inhabited  houses 
gave  a  population  of  3,621,  and  going  upon 
the  same  proportion,  it  would,  of  course, 
follow,  that  755  inhabited  houses  would 
give  a  population  of  4,411  persons.  But 
Qiis  was  not  all.  Chippenham  had  a  right 
to  look  at  its  neighbouring  borough.  Calne 
was  distant  from  Chippenham  only  five 
miles,  and  therefore  he  should  not  be  ac- 
cused of  going  out  of  his  way  in  compar- 
ing the  one  borough  with  the  other.  By 
the  returns  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
— returns  moved  for  by  the  Government, 
and  therefore  not  favourable  to  the  oppo- 
nents  of  the  Bill  by  intention — by  those 
returns  it  appeared,  that  the  number  of 
10/.  houses  m  the  borough  of  Chippen- 
ham was  184,  and  that  the  number  of  lOZ. 
houses  in  the  borough  of  Calne  was  only 
124,  giving  to  Chippenham  a  majority 
above  Calne  of  sixty  houses  of  the  value  of 
10/.  a  year.  It  appeared  also  by  those  re- 
turns, that  the  number  of  votes  given  at 
Calne,  at  any  election  during  the  last 
thirty  years,  did  not  exceed  eighteen, 
while  the  number  of  votes  given  at  Chip- 
penham, at  any  election  during  the  last 
thirty  years,  amounted  to  126.  Again  there 
was  a  majority  in  favour  of  Chippenham, 
and  it  amounted  to  108.  Still  adhering 
to  these  Government  returns,  he  turned  to 
the  assessments.  He  found  that  .the  as- 
sessment for  the  borough  of  Chippen- 
ham amounted  to  1,637/.,  while  that  of 
Calne  was  only  1,355/.,  leaving  a  balanpe 


in  favour  of  Chippenham  of  282/.  The 
fourth  point  of  comparison  to  which  be 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  the  number  of  10/.  houses  in 
the  two  boroughs,  according  to  the  returns 
recently  presented,  the  second  series  of 
returns,  and  dated  July  1,  1831.  Accord- 
ing to  those  returns  there  were  in  Calne 
208  houses  of  the  value  of  10/.  a  year,  and 
in  Chippenham  232.  The  Committee 
would  observe,  that  the  number  of  10/. 
houses  in  Calne  had  suddenly  and  most 
extraordinarily,  and  by  what  means  he 
should  not  pretend  to  say,  increased  from 
124  to  208 ;  but  still  Calne  waR  in  arrear 
of  Chippenham,  for  in  that  borough  the 
number  of  10/.  houses  was  232,  it  having 
a  majority  over  Calne  of  twenty-four. 
Again,  by  the  returns  it  appeared  the  num- 
ber of  voters  estimated  in  Chippenham 
was  183,  while  the  number  in  Calne  was 
only  164.  The  first  returns,  the  Commit- 
tee would  bear  in  mind,  were  not  made 
out  with  any  view  to  the  present  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  Assessed  Taxes,  it 
appeared  that  the  borough  of  Chippen- 
ham paid  1,067/.,  and  the  parish  1,167/., 
giving  a  total  of  2,234/. ;  while  Calne, 
parish  and  borough  altogether,  paid 
1,568/.,  leaving  to  Chippenham  a  balance 
over  Calne  of  6661.  It  was  scarcely  pos- 
sible to  think,  that  two  boroughs  so  near 
to  each  other  should  have  a  different  mea- 
sure applied  to  them  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; but  if  these  Government  re- 
turns were  worth  any  thing,  there  was  one 
scale  of  justice  for  the  borough  of  .Calne, 
and  another  for  the  borough  of  Chippen- 
ham. These  facts,  however,  strong  as 
they  were,  were  not  all.  At  the  foot  of 
most  of  the  returns  there  was  some  note 
and  comment ;  but  in  the  case  of  Calne 
there  was  a  mere  statistical  statement. 
Why  was  there  not  a  more  full  return  ? 
Because  it  did  not  suit  the  views  of  Go- 
vernment to  have  it  made.  From  these  par- 
ticulars he  contended,  that  the  borough  of 
Chippenham  was  better  entitled  than  the 
borough  of  Calne  to  return  two  Members 
to  that  House,  and  also,  that  Chippen- 
ham had  upwards  of  4,000  inhabitants  in 
1821.  If  necessary  to  go  into  the  adja- 
cent villages,  he  was  prepared  to  do  so ; 
but  he  objected  altogether  to  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  gave  to  CommissioDers  the 
power  of  naming  the  villages  to  be  entitled 
to  the  joint  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise. Those  Commissioners  would  be 
ns^med  by  the  Gorerome^ti  and  the  con* 
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sequence  would  be,  an  unjust  and  an  un- 
constitutional exercise  of  Government  in- 
fluence.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
recapitulated  the  points  of  comparison 
between  the  two  boroughs,  and  concluded 
by  calling  upon  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Rus- 
sell) to  allow  him  an  opportunity  of  ad- 
ducing the  evidence  to  which   he  had 
alluded  respecting  the  population  in  1821. 
Mr.  Stanley  had  not  thought,  that  the 
borough  of  Chippenham  would  be  con- 
sidered to  present  any  difficulties.     The 
borough  of  Chippenham  had  nothing  to 
do  wiSi  the  borough  of  Calne,  but  was  to 
be  considered  upon  its  own  merits.    The 
noble  Lord  who  had  an  influence  in  Calne, 
had  only  three  houses  out  of  the  200  10/. 
houses  in  that  borough.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber found  fault  with  the  population  re- 
turns of  1821,  but  he  dia  not  offer  to 
prove  the  error. 

Captain  Bo/dlero  said — **  Tea,  I  did,  and 
upon  oath." 

Mr.  Stanley  contended,  that  the  Com- 
mittee must  adhere  to  the  population 
returns,  or  else  it  would  be  led  into  endless 
difficulties.  According  to  the  returns,  the 
population  of  the  parish  and  borough  of 
Chippenham — ^not  the  borough  alone — 
amounted  only  to  3,021  inhabitants.  He 
saw  no  reason  for  altering  the  schedule. 

Captain  Boldero  said,  he  had  evidence 
within  200  yards  of  the  House,  to  prove 
that  the  returns  of  1821  were  erroneous. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Secretary,  if 
in  other  instances  the  parish  and  the 
borough  had  not  been  taken  together  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  did  not  object  to  such 
being  the  case ;  he  only  pointed  out,  that 
the  population  of  3,021  referred  to  both 
borougn  and  parish. 

Captain  Boldero  only  asked,  upon  behalf 
of  an  ancient  borough,  the  privileges  of 
which  were  assailed,  the  same  attention 
that  was  bestowed  upon  the  personal  pri- 
vileges of  a  Member  of  that  House.  He 
asked,  that  the  subject  might  be  investi- 
gated by  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  Sadler  observed,  that  there  had 
been  an  error  in  the  population  returns  for 
Chippenham  in  1801,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  probable  an  error  had  aeain  occurred. 
Some  respect  should  be  uiewn  to  the 
borough  of  Chippenham,  its  antiquity  was 
undoubted,  and  its  enfranchisement  could 
be  traced  to  the  man  who  first  established 
the  Representative  system,  and  was  the 
&tber  and  the  foimder  of  the  British  Con- 
stitution. 

VOL  V.  {232} 


Mr.  G.  Bankes  was  astonished  at  the 
oppiosition  now  offered.  When  the  case 
of  the  Appleby  petition  had  been  decided, 
it  was  understood  and  specifically  stated, 
that  it  would  be  competent  for  any  Mem- 
ber to  produce  any  necessary  evidence. 
Justice  and  common  sense  demanded,  that 
the  offer  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
should  not]  be  rejected.  How  could  that 
offer  be  refused  if  the  language  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  was  to  be  ad- 
hered to  ?  He  alluded  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  when  he  objected  to 
Counsel  being  heard  at  the  bar  in  the  case 
of  Appleby.  If  hon.  Members  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  word  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  that  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go  into 
evidence. 

Sir  R,  Pee/  called  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  thfe  case.  The 
offer  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
such  as  he  apprehended  could  not  be  re- 
fused. The  further  they  proceeded,  the 
more  he  became  convinced,  that  a  great 
error  had  been  committed  in  not  referring 
the  whole  of  these  details  to  a  Select 
Committee.  In  1821,  by  the  population 
returns,  there  were  in  Chippenham  bo- 
rough and  parish,  576  inhabited  houses. 
He  turned  to  the  population  return  of 
1811,  and  by  that  it  appeared,  that  there 
were  in  Chippenham  borough  and  tithings, 
668  inhabited  houses.  It  was  clear,  there- 
fore that  there '  must  be  some  mistake. 
Surely  that  was  a  very  strong  presumptive 
proof,  that  the  hon.  Member  might  be  able 
to  show  that  there  had  been  some  great 
error  in  the  other  point. 

Mr.  Pusey  stated,  that  by  the  popula- 
tion returns  of  1821,  Chippenham  was 
rated  at  521  houses,  and  3,500  inhabit- 
ants ;  but  he  was  in  possession  of  a  parish 
document,  which  proved,  that  in  1821 
there  were  756  houses.  He  had  no  doubt, 
that  at  present  the  place  contained  4,300 
inhabitants. 

^\x  Robert  Peel  begged  to  add,  that  in 
1811  there  were  thirty-three  uninhabited 
houses,  and  in  1821  nineteen  ;  so  that  by 
comparing  the  two  returns,  100  houses  and 
upwards,  unless  it  was  asserted  that  they 
had  been  taken  down,  had  not  been  ac- 
counted for  by  the  later  return. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  there  might 
have  existed  a  mistake  in  the  return  of  the 
number  of  houses  in  Chippenham,  but 
denied,  that  such  a  mistake  involved 
another  in  the  population  return ;  and 
Q 
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as  to  calling  evidence  to  prove  in  what  the 
mistake  consisted,  where,  he  might  ask,was 
such  to  be  had?  How  was  it  possible  for 
any  one  to  be  cognizant  of  the  population 
of  Chippenham,  except  the  person  who 
had  made  the  return  on  oath ;  and  how 
could  he  be  examined  as  to  the  credibility 
of  his  own  return  ?  He  had  little  doubt 
there  was  a  mistake  in  the  return  of  the 
number  of  houses,  but  he  had  just  as 
little  doubt,  that  the  error  had  not  extended 
to  the  population  return. 

Mr.  Sanford  said,  the  houses  might  be 
inhabited  by  a  less  numberof  persons,  and 
this  would  account  for  the  diminution  of 
the  population. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  observed,  that  as  the 
House  had  rejected  the  demand  of  the 
boroughs  to   be  heard  by  Counsel,  or  by 
evidence   at  their  bar,  and  had,  by  the 
suggestion  of  the  Government,  consented 
to  suffer  the  truth  of  each  case  to  be  made 
out  in  the  Committee,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  ask   the  noble  Lord,  why  there  were 
such   objections   offered  on  the  part  of 
Ministers  to  suffer  the  marked  boroughs 
to  be  defended?  For  if  this  House  refused 
it  to  the  hon.  Members  who  were  interested 
in  their  defence,  he  must  accuse  the  Go- 
vernment of  having  given  delusive  pro- 
mises.  There  was  a  mistake  in  the  return, 
involving  the  omission  of  1 10  houses,  and 
he  presumed    there  could  be   no  doubt 
whatever  that  there  was  a  similar  mistake 
in  the  population  return.     Let  him,  how- 
ever, now  remind  the  House,  that  although 
they  were  a  legislative  body,  they  were 
not  constituted  a  judicial  body ;  and,  if 
they  wrested  to  their  own   purposes  the 
power  of  judgment,  he  must  remind  them 
that  there  was  another  place  where  the 
legislative  was  united  to  the  judicial  func- 
tions, and  where,  if  justice  were  refused  in 
that  House,  it  would  infallibly  be  granted. 
Lord   Althorp  observed,   that  he   had 
already  answered  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and   learned    Member;    and   as  to   any 
error,  such  as  was  alleged  to  exist  in  the 
population  return  of  Chippenham,  all  he 
could  reply  was,  that  from  the  year  1801 
to  the  year   1821,  in  the  three  censuses 
which  had  been  taken,  there  was  a  pro- 
gressive and  equal  increase  between  each 
period  ;    a  circumstance  certainly  which 
lessened  the  chance  of  any  mistake  having 
been  committed  in  the  return  of  1821. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  found,  that  by  the 
census  of  1831,  the  population  amounted 
to  4,333.     These  returns  were  the  data  on 


which  the  noble  Lord  built  his  opinions 
of  progressive  population,  but  he  declined 
to  argue,  further  upon  them.  Now,  he  in 
reply  said,  that  the  difference  between 
3,506  in  1821,  and  4,333  in  1831,  was  an 
increase  of  no  great  magnitude,  and  con- 
sequently it  was  fair  to  presume  there  was 
an  error  in  the  former  return.  As  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  Government  to  rec- 
tify every  mistake,  Chippenham  had 
made  out  a  fair  case  for  deliberate  ex- 
amination. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  there  was  one 
broad  fact  staring  them  in  the  &ce,  which 
was,  that  there  were  105  houses  in  Chip- 
penham missing  from  the  census  of  1811. 
In  that  year  the  number  was  705 :  and  in 
1821  the  number  returned  was  600.     It 
had  been  urged  as  a  reason  for  this  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  inhabited  bouses, 
that  trade  had  decliued,  thi^t  persons  \{%A 
become  bankrupts,  and  that  housekeepers 
had  given  up  their  residences,  and  ta\en 
themselves  off  elsewhere;  hut  such  was 
evidently  not  the  fact,  because  the  popula- 
tion of  1811  v/as  greater  in  proportipn, 
and  the  houses  were   more  thicVly  in- 
habited, than  in  1821 ;    and    when  (be 
noble  Lord  talked  of  the  difficulty  of  pro- 
curing any  evidence  on  this  subject,  he 
must  be  suffered  to  remind  him,  that  prob- 
ably the  man  who  made   the  return  of 
1821,  was  in  existence,  and  to  be  found, 
and  he  could  be  brought  forward  to  state 
the  reason  for  having  omitted  to  reckon  so 
large  a  number  of  houses  as  105  in  the 
return  made  by  him.     He  did  not  ask  to 
have  evidence  generally,  since  such  had 
been  rejected ;  but,  at  all  events,  let  the 
case  of  Chippenham  be  an  exception  to 
the  others,  having  so  fair  a  claim  to  that 
exception,  until  the  facts    were  placed 
rightly  before  the  House. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  remarked,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  very  confidently  denied 
the  existence  of  a  mistake  in  the  popula- 
tion return  of  Chippenham  for  1821, 
whilst  he  had  admitted  the  possibility 
that  such  did  exist  in  the  return  of  the 
number  of  houses;  but  he  would  ask  any 
man  of  practical  knowledge  in  that  House, 
whether  there  could  be  a  mistake  of  that 
nature,  that  100  houses  had  been  alto- 
gether omitted  and  the  population  of  them 
returned.  The  probabilities  were  against 
this,  and  by  the  idleness  or  negligence 
of  the  returning  Officer,  Chippenham 
would  lose  the  right  of  returning  two 
Members.      Was  it  rea^q|ble|  in  sacli 
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a  case,  to  nfuu  evidence  of  the  enor?  ^  naTranted  in  having  recourse  to  extnonji- 

Would  Oentlemeri  say,  "  we  vill  give  no  ,  nary  means  of  procuring  delay, 

opportanity  to  make  out  your  claim  to  :      Lord   Altkorp  could  not  see  how  the 

this  privilegie,  because  we  are  about  to  I  present  case  could  provoke  such  an  ^- 

take  It  away."     The  facts  ought  certainly  tieme  proceeding  as  that  just  menaced; 

to  be  inquired  into.  the  rather,  as  the  question  was  merelv  ona 

Lord  Milton  argued,  that  if  an  inquiry  of  fact,  as  to  the  amount  of  population 

were  gone  into  in  this  case,  it  would  be  instead  of  houses.     No  good  could  pog- 

impossible  to  say  where  it  would  end.  sibly  arise  from  delay,  and  the  inquiry 

Suppose  an  error  to  have  arisen  from  the  would  be  endless. 

negligence  or   incompetence   of    the   re-  Sir  R.  Peel,  in  urging  the  noble  Lord 

,   turning  Officer,  how  were  they  to  set  the  to  assent  to  the  proposition  for  delay  and 

matter  light  after  a  lapse  of  ten  yeari  T  inquiry  into  the  discrepancy  between  the 

Now,  what  was  really  the  case  of  those  population  returns  before  the  House,  did 

who  advocated  thecanse  of  the  borough?  notwant  to  throvunnecessary  obstacles  for 

It  was  admitted  by  them,  there  had  been  the  purpose  of  delay  in  the  way  of  the  Bill, 

an   increase  of  from  100  to  200  persons,  Let  themdrop  Chippenhamtill  inquiry  had 

between  the  periods  of  )811,  1821,  and  been  made,  it  being  evident  there  was  no 

1831,ia  tbepopulqtion;  bat  that  would  be  authentic  data  for  them  to  legislate  upon 

of  no  avail  to  entitle  the  borough  to  he  vet  fnmished,  and  proceed  with  the  next 

excluded  from  tchednle  B.    They  must  borough  on  the  schedule ;  and  should  it 

require  an  actual  increase  of  500  or  (iOQ  in  appear  that  the  population  did  qot  exceed 

addition.  ThenqmberofbOus^s  was  refer-  the  tine,  be,  for  one,  would  vote  for  re- 

redtoaievidenceof themiitake,aat!ugal-  taining  it  in  its  present  position.    They 

lant  Officer  had  aiserted,  tliut  lu:  coiilil  had  disposed  of  several    boroughs    thif 

prove  thepopulatlonin  1831  wa^  uIhj\c  tilt:  night    without   meeting  one  which  had 

retiuired  number.    But  how  copid  he  ^o  lucb  claims  for  consideration,  and  it  wai 

this?  the  examination  of  the  circumstances  probable  they  should  meet  with  no  more 

would  lead  to  endless  inquiries.    Though  such.      He  would  therefore  suggest,  that 

tbeprincipIesonwhichdieschedulesAand  a  Committee  ihould  be  appointed  to  ex- 

B  were  founded  were  not  quite  agreeable  amine  the  returning  Officer,  who  was  now 

to  his  opinions,  yet  as  they  had  been  in  Town,  and  they  could  proceed  with 

adopted  in  the  Bill,  he  should  vote  for  other  boroughs  wluiout   establishing  an 

them,  and  did  not  see  that  any  case  had  inconvenient  precedent, 

been  made  out  to  warrant  inquiry  into  the  Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  approved  of  the 

case  of  Chippenham.  course  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 

Sir  H.  Hardinge  knew   not  on   what  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  not  ^ins 

grounds  the  noble  Lord  could  refuse,  at  into  evidence,  for  the  petitioners  admitted^ 

kast,  inquiry  into  the  case  established  by  that "  to  produce  positive  proof  at  the  di»- 

the   petitioners    from    Chippenham.     If  tance  of  ten  years  of  the  actual  number  o£ 

Ministers  did  not  believe  the  statements  of  inhabitants  in  1 821  was  nearly  impowible. 

Opposition  Members,  they  ought,  in  con-  but  that  with  regard  to  the  number  of 

siitency  with  their  popular  professions,  to  houses,    there    was  no    luch    difficulty." 

lend  an  attentive  ear  to  the  petitions  of  Now  it  was  the  number  of  inhabitants, 

the  people.      Thf  Chippenham  petitiory  not  houses,  which  the  Honse  required, 

stated, that  in  1D21, the  numberofhouses  The   petitioners  then  alleged  as  evidence, 

in  Chippenham  were  6Q0,  while  786  were  "  that  theycould  produce  an  actualsnrv^, 

returned  in  1831,  being  a  difference  of  made  nearly  at  the  time  of  the  census  in 

186.     The  petitioners  oSered  to  prove  1821,  for  the  purpose  of  6xing  a  poor- 

that  the  actual  increase  was  only  thirty-  rate,  by  which  it  appeared  the  parish  then 

five  houses.    This  was  direct  evidence  of  a  contained  755  houses;  it  was  impossible 

mistake,  and  the  documents  to  which  the  for  the  House  to  believe  the  pansh  au- 

petitioners  referred   in   support  of   their  thorities  should,  about  the  same  time,  have 

statement  were  not  taken  with  a  view  to  made  one  return  of  600  houses,  in  com- 

uphold  their  present  case.  The  population  pliance  with  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 

returns  of  IS'il  ninst,  therefore,  oe  erro-  another  of  755  houses  for  a  less  important 

neous.     If  they  refosed  tiiqe  to  ascertain  object.    The  only  way  it  could  oe  ac- 

the  truth  of  these  allanUbns,  he  thought  counted  for  was,  that  the  155  bouias  were 

it  a  eaie  in  which  bon.  Members  would  be  not  flnished,  or  uninhabited,  and  there- 
Q2 
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fore  not  visited  for  the  purpose  of  the 
census.  At  all  events,  it  was  impossible 
to  legislate  by  rule  of  proportion,  and  infer 
there  were  905  inhabitants  in  these  houses, 
and  in  consequence,  allow  this  inconsider- 
able place  the  privilege  of  returning  two 
Members  to  Parliament.  On  these  grounds 
he  should  vote  for  the  continuation  of  the 
borough  in  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Benett  thought,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  easy  than  to  account  for  the  dis- 
crepancy. It  arose  from  a  mistake  in 
figures,  probably  in  the  printing,  and  if 
so,  the  population  was  rightly  estimated. 
The  number  of  inhabited  houses  in  1811, 
was  stated  to  be  668,  and  in  1821,  575, 
by  changing  the  5  into  6,  in  the  latter  sum 
he  had  no  doubt  that  a  proper  correction 
would  be  made,  and  all  difficulties  solved. 

Mr.  Gisborne  contended,  that  the  advo- 
cates for  delay  were  bound  to  make  out  a 
prima  facie  case  that  their  proposed  in- 
quiry was  likely  to  raise  Chippenham  above 
the  line,  before  it  could  be  assented  to  by 
the  House.  He  saw  no  reason  for  appeal- 
ing to  the  number  of  houses.  The  advo- 
cates of  the  borough,  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  the  population  to  the  required 
number,  called  to  their  aid  a  petition,  in 
which  it  was  inferred,  that  it  amounted  in 
1821 ,  to  4,41 1.  Now,  if  in  the  first  period 
of  ten  years,  the  population  increased  only 
ninety,  and  in  the  second  829,  a  great  dis- 
proportion certainly,  at  this  moment  it 
would  not  amount  to  4,411.  He,  there- 
fore, considered  it  nearly  impossible  to 
bring  the  borough  within  the  line  of  pre- 
servation, and  consequently  no  case  for 
delay  or  inquiry  had  been  made  out. 

Sir  Jacob  Astley  thought,  that  the  peti- 
tioners from  Chippenham  had  made  out  a 
case  which  in  itself  called  for  inquiry.  He 
had  the  honour  to  represent  the  county  in 
which  the  borough  was  situated,  and  could 
bear  testimony  to  its  comparative  respecta- 
bility with  any  borough  in  the  county  of 
Wiltshire. 

Mr.  D.  W.  Harvey  had  before  ex- 
pressed his  decided  hostility  to  the  princi- 
ple of  admitting  each  borough  to  prove  its 
own  case,  becr.use  abundant  testimony 
would  be  always  ready  to  support  its  claims ; 
nevertheless,  cases  might  arise  in  which 
facts  were  at  variance  with  the  statements 
on  which  the  House  was  called  upon  to 
decide.  That  appeared  to  be  the  case  with 
this  borough,  and  further  inquiry  was 
requisite  before  they  pronounced  judg- 
ment. That  would  be  no  departure  from  the 


principle  of  the  Bill.  Suppose  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  established  the  fact,  that  the 
population  of  Chippenham  in  1821  ex- 
ceeded 4,000,  the  borough  would  be 
brought  within  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  said,  the  population  in  1811 
was  greater  than  in  1821  ;  that  might  be 
the  case,  and  the  cause  be  ascribed  to 
commercial  depression.  They  were  bound 
to  suppose,  that  houses  implied  occupiers, 
and  then  they  would  have  the  inconsistency 
that  in  1811  there  were  more  inhabitants 
than  in  1821,  although,  subsequent  to 
1821,  there  had  been  an  increase  of  houses. 
The  case  of  this  borough  ought,  therefore, 
to  be  postponed  for  further  inquiry,  and 
the  Committee  ought  to  be  satisfied  of  the 
truth  or  falsehood  of  the  different  state- 
ments made  on  this  point.  Tlie  question 
turned  on  the  extraordinary  discrepancy 
in  the  amount  of  population  at  dinerent 
periods ;  that  was  a  good  ground  of  sus- 
picion and  required  explanation. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  must  contend,  there 
was  evidence  of  a  progressive  increase  in 
the  population  of  the  borough,  for  it  was 
infinitely  more  probable  that  the  advance 
should  have  continued  for  the  last  twenty 
years  than  that  such  a  sudden  progress 
should  have  been  made  in  the  last  ten. 
The  first  period  shewed  an  advance  of  only 
ninety  by  the  returns,  and  the  last  of  829 ; 
this  was,  on  the  face  of  it,  proof  of  an  error 
in  the  returns  of  1821 .  It  was  said  again, 
this  arose  only  from  a  figure  being  mis- 
placed; prove  that  point,  and  he  would 
give  up  the  question.  But  the  suspicion 
of  such  a  mistake  rendered  inquiry  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  Gisborne  said,  had  the  increase 
been  really  progressive,  the  one-half  of 
the  whole  increase  of  the  twenty  yean 
would  not  make  the  population  equal  to 
4,000  in  1821. 

Mr.  Maberly  said,  if  twenty  per  cent 
was  added  to  the  alleged  increase  between 
1811  and  1821,  give  the  borough  all  this 
benefit,  and  then  the  population  would  be 
under  4,000  at  that  time.  No  further 
information  could  be  obtained  by  a  Com- 
mittee. There  were  no  documents  to 
prove  the  error  said  to  exist  in  the  returns. 
Had  any  case  been  made  out,  he  would 
have  voted  for  the  Amendment,  but  he 
still  continued  of  opinion,  the  borough 
must  remain  in  schedule  B,  and  there 
was  no  occasion  for  further  inquiry. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  it  would  be  better  that   thoe 
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boroughs  should  remain  where  they  were, 
and  yet  voted  against  an  attempt  to  prove 
they  were  entitled  to  be  left  where  they 
said  they  ought  to  be. 

Captain  Boldero  thought,  that  the  peti- 
tioners had  established  a  case  that  called  for 
inquiry.  He  was  in  hopes  he  might  have 
been  allowed  to  substantiate  these  facts, 
but  as  this  was  refused,  he  must  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment:— ^Ayes  181;  Noes  251; — Majo- 
rity70. 

The  original  question  put  and  carried, 
and  Chippenham  added  to  the  schedule, 


List  of 

AchesoD,  Viscount 
Adam,  Admiral  C. 
Altborp,  Viscount 
Anson,  Hon.  G. 
Alberley,  Arthur 
Baillie,  James  £. 

Bainbridge,  £.T. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Bamett,  C.  J. 

Bayntun,  CapuS.A. 
Belfast,  Lord 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley^  Captain 
Bemal,  ft. 
Bernard,  T. 
Biddulph,  R.  M. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,W. 
Blankney,  W. 
Blount,  Edward 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  D.  P. 
Boyle,  Lord 
Boyle,  Hon.  J. 
Brabazon,  Viscount 
Brayen,  T. 
Briscoe,  J.  J. 
Brougham,  W. 
Brougham,  J. 
Browne,  J. 
Browne,  D. 
Brownlow,  C. 
Bulwer,  £.  E.  L. 
Bulwer^  H.  L. 
Bouverie,  P. 
Bunbury,  Sir  H. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Burton,  H. 
Byng,  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Calvert,  N. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 

Cavmdisb,  H.  F.  C. 


the  Noes. 

Cavendish,  W. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  Col.  A. 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Colbome,  W.  R. 
Cradock,  Col.  S. 
Crampton,  P.  C. 
Creev^,  T.J 
Cunliffe,  O. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
!Daw80D,  A. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denman,  Sir  T. 
Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 
Duncannon,  Viscount 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  C. 
Dundas,  Hon.  T. 
Dundas,  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
Easthope,  J. 
Ellice,  £. 
Ellis,  W. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  Col.  De  Lacy 
Evans,  W.B. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergusson,  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C. 
Ferguson,  General 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Foley,  Hon.  T.  H. 
Folkes,  Sir  W., 
Fox,  Lieut.^olonel 
Frenchj  A. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Graham,  Sir  J.  R.  G. 
Graham,  Sir  S. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  C. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  R. 
Grattan,  J. 
Guise,  Sir  B.  W. 
Gumey,  R. 
Hasdley,  W.  F. 
Hartv,  Sir  R. 
Hawlans,  H. 
HeaUiGot^  Sir  G, 


Heathcote,  G.  J. 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
ThHHdapt  July  Us  163h 

MA  DAtrti  IDftchanti,  fttad  liihifcbitints  of  Shdffidd.  ia 
ftvbUT  Df  me  Manchester  Rail  Road  Bill.  By'theDuke  of 
Norfolk,  firom  Roman  Catholic  inhabitants  o^  kilshan- 
nick.  Ibt  an  «lterftBtAi  df  th«  bbuit  Ibt  fedttditidii  (Ir^ 
land).  By  Viscount  Godbrich,  Arom  19,000  Woricmen 
and  Labourers,  in  several  Parishes  in  Stafford ;  and  by 
the  Marquis  of  Butx,  Arom  Land  Owners,  Tradesmen, 
and  thhatilWiti  oT  Melrthyr  .tydvU,  agaihst  the  truck 
Syste^.  By  the  Earl  of  Glasg^i^,  from  the  Provincial 
Synod  of  Caithness  and  Sutherland,  for  the  abolition  of 
Slavery. 

Building  Churches.]  TheBisliopo' 
London  moved  the  Committal  of  the 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  the 
Committee  accordingly. 

When  the  Committee  came  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Clause  by  which  private 
persons  were  allowed  to  erect  and  endow 
new  churches  in  places  where  300  inha- 
bitants of  the  parish  were  at  a  distance  of 
more  than  two  miles  from  the  parish  ohurch, 

Lord  Kenyan  moved,  that  rbr  two  miles, 
four  miles  from  any  existing  church  or 
chapel,  should  be  suostituted,      * 

The  Bishop  of  London  tViought,  tW  the 
Amendment  would  be  unfavourable  to  the 
interests  of  the  Churchy  and  refused  to 
agree  to  it.  It*  the  noble  Baron  persisted 
in  his  Amendment,  he  must  divide  the 
Committee  dn  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment: Contents  7;  Not  Contents  18  — 
Majority  against  the  Amendment  ll. 

Some  other  Amendments  were  agreed 
to,  and  the  House  resumed. 

Papers  relative  to  the  Belgic 
Negotiations.]  Earl  Grey  informed  their 
Lordships,  that  he  had  now  in  his  hands 
the  two  Papers  relative  to  the  Belgic  Ne- 
gotiations, which,  as  he  had  stated  the 
other  night,  he  thought  might  now  be  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships.  These  papers 
were  the  Protocol  agreed  to  by  the  four 
Powers  relative  to  a  new  arrangement  in  | 
regard  to  the  fortresses  on  the  Belgic 
frontiers;  and  the  letter  addressed  to 
Prince  'Talleyrand,  as  representative  of  the 
Frendi  Government,  communicating  the 
purport  of  that  Protocol.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  found  anv  motion  on  those 
Papers,  and  he,  therefore,  had  to  move, 
merely  in  the  usual  course,  that  they  lie 
on  the  Table. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  noble  £arl,  whether  these 
were  all  the  papers  which  he  meant  at 


present  to  lay  on  the  Table,  on  the  subjec 
of  these  negotiations?  It  appeared  fror 
partial  publications  of  documents  in  thos 
sources  of  information  to  which  all  ha< 
access — he  meant  the  newspapers — tha 
there  were  other  most  important  papers  i 
existence  relative  to  the  late  negotiation 
for  the  settlement  of  Belgium — papei 
which  developed  the  most  extraordinar 
opinions  put  forth  and  acted  on  by  his  Ma 
jesty's  present  Ministers,  and  which,  sine 
the  recent  declaration  of  the  king  of  Hoi 
land,  had  become  of  peculiar  importance 
It  was  highly  expedient  that  their  Lord 
ships  should,  as  speedily  as  possible,  hav 
all  these  documents  before  them,  tha 
they  might  be  enabled  to  form  a  correc 
judgment  upon  them  without  delay.  H 
asked  whether  our  old  and  most  faith fi 
ally  had  not  been  sacrificed  by  Ministei 
in  the  recent  proceedings  relative  to  Bel 
gium  ?  His  own  opinion  was,  that  it  woul 
appear  that  the  King  of  Holland  had  bee 
sacrificed — had  been  basely  and  treachei 
ously  treated  by  his  Majesty's  presen 
Ministers.  He  had  been  taunted  wit 
being  disorderly  when,  on  a  former  occa 
sion,  he  had  asked  his  Majesty's  Ministei 
whether  the  King  of  Holland  had  bee 
admitted  as  a  party  to  the  negotiations  o 
the  subject  of  Belgium ;  but  who  coul 
say  now,  after  seeing  the  recent  declara 
tion  of  the  king  of  Holland,  relative  to  th 
eighteen  Articles  which  had  been  agree 
upon  at  the  Conferences,  that  he  had  bee 
disorderly  in  asking  that  question  ?  It  wa 
now  clear,  that  he  was  not  out  of  ordei 
He  had  asked  whether  the  king  of  Hoi 
land  had  been  apprised  of  these  eightee 
Articles,  and  had  acceded  to  them,  befor 
the  departure  of  Prince  Leopold  for  Bel 
gium  ?  He  had  wished  to  know  whethe 
this  Protocol  had  been  communicated  t 
the  king  of  Holland  by  the  Baron  Wes 
senberg,  on  occasion  of  his  most  extraor 
dinary  mission  to  that  Power.  He  ha< 
wished  to  know  whether  the  king  of  Hoi 
land  was  apprised  of  the  changes  tha 
were  to  be  made  with  respect  to  the  for 
tresses,  the  erection  and  maintenance  c 
which  had  been  solemnly  settled  by  th- 
Treaties  of  1814-15?  He  called  upoi 
the  noble  Earl,  then,  to  state  to  thei 
Lordships  whether  the  Protocol  of  th 
1 7th  of  April, relative  to  the  fortresses,  ha< 
been  communicated  to  Holland — had  i 
been  communicated  to  the  Belgic  Com 
missioners,  or  had  it  ever  been  communi 
cated  to  those  whom  it  most  concerned 


463  Belgic  Negotiation.  {COMMONS} 


Truck  System. 


464 


until  the  information  had  been  forced 
from  his  Majesty's  Ministers  by  the  dis- 
closure made  in  the  Speech  of  the  King 
of  the  French,  that  the  fortresses  which 
had  been  constructed  to  menace  France, 
were  to  be  demolished  ?  His  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  communicated  the  Protocol 
to  the  king  of  the  French,  who  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter,  and  yet 
he  was  the  first  to  promulgate  to  France 
and  to  Europe,  as  a  great  and  mighty  feat, 
accomplished  by  the  French  government, 
that  these  fortresses  were  to  be  demolished, 
and  the  great  object  contemplated  in 
erecting  them,  defeated  at  one  blow.  He 
hoped,  that  it  was  not  intended  now  to 
transfer  to  France  that  power  in  the 
Tagus  and  the  Scheldt,  that  influence  with 
Portugal  and  Holland,  which  had  formerly 
belonged  to  the  British  Government.  He 
hoped,  it  was  not  now  intended  to  transfer 
our  ancient  alliance  with  these  Powers  to 
France,  with  its  present  impotent  and  un- 
stable government,  which  could  not  rea- 
sonably be  expected  to  last  long.  He 
thought  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to 
be  called  upon  speedily  to  produce  the 
whole  of  the  papers  relative  to  these  nego- 
tiations, and  that  a  time  should  be  fixed 
for  the  discussion  of  the  subject,  especially 
after  the  publication  of  the  manifesto  of 
our  most  honourable,  honest,  faithful  and 
ancient  ally,  the  king  of  Holland,  who 
complained  of  breaches  of  faith,  and  of  a 
want  of  common  honesty  in  others.  He 
wished  to  know,  whether  the  Ministers 
proposed  to  produce  more  of  these  papers, 
and  the  day  when  they  intended  to  bring 
the  whole  subject  under  discussion ;  and 
he  repeated,  that  he  wished  particularly  to 
know,  whether  the  Protocol  of  April  1 7th, 
had  been  communicated  to  the  king  of 
Holland,  on  occasion  of  the  mission  of  the 
Baron  Wessenberg  to  his  Majesty  ? 

Earl  Grey  :  Of  all  the  questions  of  the 
noble  Marquis,  the  only  one  which  I  feel 
myself  at  liberty  to  answer,  is  the  first. 
The  noble  Marquis  has  asked  me  whether 
it  is  my  intention  immediately  to  lay  any 
more  papers,  relative  to  the  Belgic  nego- 
tiations, on  the  Table?  My  answer  is, 
that  I  know  of  no  commands  from  his 
Majesty  to  lay  any  more  papers  on  that 
subject  on  the  Table  at  present;  and  I 
will  say  nothing  more  on  the  matter  until 
the  proper  time  comes,  unless  the  noble 
Marquis,  or  some  other  of  your  Lordships, 
should  think  proper  to  make  a  motion  on 
the  subject. 


The  Marquis  of  Londmderry :  The 
noble  Earl  seems  to  think  it  very  dignified 
and  statesmanlike,  thus  coolly  to  decline 
answering  my  questions.  I  have  put  ques- 
tions home  to  him  on  points  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  I  call  upon  him  to  answer 
them  if  he  can. 

Queen's  Dower.]  Earl  Grey,  accord- 
ing to  notice,  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  for  making  a  provision  for  her 
Majesty  the  Queen,  suited  to  her  Royal 
dignity,  in  case  of  her  surviving  his  Ma- 
jesty. This  provision  had  been  framed  ou 
the  model  of  that  which  had  been  made 
for  the  late  Queen  Charlotte,  after  the 
demise  of  his  Majesty.  Somerset  House 
had  at  first  been  selected  for  the  residence 
of  Queen  Charlotte,  which  mansion  had 
been  afterwards  changed  for  Buckingham 
House.  For  the  residence  of  her  present 
Majesty,  Marlborough  House  had  been 
selected  in  town,  and  Bushy  Park  in  the 
country.  He  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  objection  in  any  quarter  to  the 
Bill.  It  had  been  passed  unanimously  by 
the  other  House,and  he  hoped,that  the  same 
feeling  which  had  prevailed  there,  would 
be  evinced  towards  her  Majesty  here.  He 
was  sure  that  their  JiOrdships  would  feel 
the  same  gratitude  to  her  Majesty  for  her 
most  excellent  and  exemplary  conduct, 
and  would  manifest  the  same  acknowledg- 
ment of  her  virtues  and  many  amiable 
qualities,  and  the  same  disposition  to  pro- 
vide, on  a  liberal  scale,  for  her  accommo* 
dation  and  comfort,  as  had  been  displayed 
by  the  House  of  Commons;  and  that  on  this 
subject  both  Parliament  and  nation  would 
be  unanimous.     Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Truck  System.]  The  House,  on  the 
Motion  of  Lord  WharnclifFe,  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  pro- 
hibiting payment  of  Labourers'  Wages  in 
Goods. 

Lord  Wynford  expressed  a  decided  opi- 
nion, that  the  Bill  would  not  attain  the 
objects  which  the  noble  Mover  had  in  view. 
The  truck-system  had  gone  on  for  years, 
was  going  on  at  the  present  moment,  and 
was  likely  to  continue  for  years  to  come-— 
unless,  indeed,  recourse  was  had  to  some 
stronger  measure,  inflicting  heavier  penal- 
ties than  the  present  Bill.  He  would  re* 
commend,  that  the  subject  should  be  re* 
ferred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  might 
devise  such  a  measure.  Though  labourers 
might  be  paid  in  money,  there  would  still 
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remain  a  tacit  understaDding  that  the 
money  should  be  spent  in  the  shop  of  the 
manufacturer,  or  in  that  in  which  he  was 
interested.  The  chief  objection  he  had  to 
the  present  Bill  was,  that  it  went  to  repeal 
the  19th  of  George  the  3rd,  without  in- 
troducing any  other  provision  in  its  stead. 
That  bill,  which  was  intended  to  protect 
the  lace-manufacturers,  was  much  stronger 
than  the  present  measure ;  that  class,  above 
all  others,  stood,  he  believed,  the  most  in 
need  of  protection.  The  poor  lace-manu- 
facturers had  been  actually  ground  into 
dust  before  the  bill  passed.  There  was 
also  another  branch  of  manufacture,  in 
which  a  large  proportion  of  the  poor,  in  a 
very  extensive  district  of  England — ^he 
meant  the  making  of  shirt-buttons,  which 
was  protected  by  the  Act  of  George  3rd, 
and  which  would  be  left  without  protec- 
tion by  this  Bill.  The  persons  employ- 
ed in  that  manufacture  were  not  the  ser- 
vants of  manufacturers,  and  therefore 
could  not  claim  the  protection  of  the  Bill, 
though  no  people  stood  more  in  need  of  it. 
As  to  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  had 
no  objection  to  them ;  but  of  this  he  felt 
assured,  that  let  the  House  enact  what  pe- 
nalties they  might,  the  master  manufac- 
turers would  still  continue  to  evade  them. 
He  concluded  by  moving,  that  those  words 
in  the  Bill  which  went  to  repeal  the  19th 
of  George  3rd,  be  omitted. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  did  not  mean  to  re- 
peal the  19th  of  George  3rd  without  sub- 
stituting an  equal  protection  for  it,  and  if 
the  noble  Lord  thought  that  any  words 
should  be  added  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  went  to  provide  that  protection,  he 
should  be  willing  to  insert  them.  He 
could  not,  however,  agiree  to  omitting  the 
repeal  of  that  Act,  because  he  wished  to 
make  the  Bill  general,  and  the  law  uni- 
form. He  admitted,  that  the  Bill  was 
not  perfect  in  all  its  parts,  nor  fully  suffi- 
cient to  accomplish  the  object  which  they 
had  in  view ;  but  this  he  believed  would  be 
acknowledged  on  all  hands,  that  it  was 
the  only  r^  attempt  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
system,  of  the  mischiefs  of  which  every 
noble  Lord,  who  had  from  time  to  time 
spoken  on  the  subject,  loudly  complained. 
There  was  no  legislative  enactment  which 
could  prevent  manufacturers  from  keeping 
a  shop,  or  being  directly  interested  in  a 
shop ;  but  this,  at  least,  he  was  enabled  to 
say,  that  his  Bill  went  as  far  as  legislation 
could  go,  by  enacting^  that  no  master 
keeping  a  shop,  <ff  directJy  interested  in 


one,  could  recover  debts  from  any  of  thei 
workmen. 

Lord  Wynford  only  wished  to  protei 
the  thread-lace  makers,  and  if  that  wei 
accomplished^  he  had  no  objection  to  t 
Bill. 

The  House  resumed. 

The  Payment  of  Wages  in  Money  Bfl 
also  went  through  a  Committee. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  28, 1831. 

Mmurn.]  BiUt  brought  in.  By  Ifr.  Fbancu  Babino,  I 
traniftnriqg  the  DutiJM  of  the  Reodren-Gcaenl  of  t 
Land  Tax  to  Inspecton  of  Taxet. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  o^  Ifr.  Spmito  Rxai« 
Masten  fai  Chaaonry,  i^ipolnted  from  lit  January,  181 
to  lit  January,  ISfO,  withUieir  agct  at  the  time  of  tb 
aiqpointmenti;  and  limilar  Retuma  linee  18S0 ;  of  t 
number  of  Reports  Mnt  out  flrom  lSb»  Offlfiea  of  ea 
Maitier  linoe  lit  January,  1831,  diatiBguldiingtfae  chaai 
ia  the  Ofllee  during  the  pedod,  and  the  date  of  «i 
cbanget  of  the  Mailen  who  had  retind  ainee  1815,  u 
the  period  of  their  ServtoH,  and  the  datH  of  tfMfar  RciL 
menta  reipcotiviriy. 

Dublin  Election.]     A  ballot  to< 
place  on  the  petition,  questioning  the  \ 
tin  Election,  to  form  a  Committee  to  « 
the  merits  of  that  petition,  but  on  the  co 
rected  list  being  brought  into  the  Hous 
it  appeared  that  Mr.  White,  one  of  t 
names  contained  therein,  was  not  eligibi 
he  having  voted  at  the  election  in  que 
tion,  which  according  to  the  Act  of  ra 
liament,  disqualified  him  from   being 
member  of  the  Committee. 

On  the  su^estion  of  the  Speaker,  wl 
stated  that  this  was  a  case  of  difficulty 
which   there  was  no   precedent,   it  i 
agreed  that  there  should,  in  consequenc 
be  a  fresh  Ballot  on  the  Dublin  £lecti< 
Petition  on  the  following  day. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  »c 
Enoland  —  Committee  —  Eleteni 
Day.]|  Lord  John  Russell  moved  ti 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  ^^  <co  in 
a  Committee  on  the  Reform  i 
Bill. 

Lord    Belgrave    presented  a  p^ 
from  Congleton,  praying  for  Rep 
atives. — Referred  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  WilUami  presented  aoetitic 
from  Dorchester,  praying  not  to  be  < 
franchised. — Referred  to  the  Conunit 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  O 
mittee,  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  Chair. 

The  question  put  was,  that  **  C 
stand  part  of  schedule  B.*' 

Mn  Leiter  stated,  that  the  boimig^ 
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which  were  so  distinguished  in  the  re« 
turns  which  they  took  for  their  guide, 
that  the  amount  of  the  inhabitants  could 
be  readily  ascertained,  they  had  thought 
it  right  in  many  instances  to  allow  the 
borough  and  the  parish  to  be  united  for 
the  purposes  of  Representation.  In  the 
case  of  boroughs,  however,  which,  al- 
though situated  in  one  parish,  were  yet 
in  a  parish  of  very  considerable  extent, 
bearing  a  name  different  from  the  bo- 
roughs, they  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
adhere  to  their  rule ;  and  the  more  so, 
as  the  boroughs  had,  in  these  instances, 
precise  and  well-defined  limits,  which 
could  be  readily  ascertained  from  the 
returns.  It  should  be  recollected,  too, 
that  the  line  of  disfranchisement  was 
fixed  at  the  possession  of  less  than  4,000 
inhabitants,*  and  the  course  recommend- 
ed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  would 
merely  carry  the  exceptions  which  had 
hitherto  been  made,  still  farther,  in- 
stead of  confirming  the  rule  which  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  Ministers  to  maintain. 
With  regard  to  the  borough  of  Helston, 
he  understood  that  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  parish  in  which  it  was  situated  ; 
and  with  respect  to  Lymington,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  men- 
tioned the  circumstance,  a  meeting  had 
been  lately  held  there,  for  the  purpose  of 
petitioning  the  House,  that  Lymington 
might  retain  its  two  Members,  but  so  un- 
willing were  the  inhabitants  to  interfere 
with  the  Bill  that  the  proposition,  was  ne- 
gatived by  ten  to  one.  The  principle  of 
extending  to  a  large  parish  the  franchise 
of  a  borough  which  occupied  only  a  small 
part  of  it,  was  the  exception  to  the  rule 
ivhich  the  Ministers  had  laid  down,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be  extended 
in  the  cases  mentioned. 

Mr.  Croker  thought  it  unnecessary  to 
say  more  in  reply  to  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord,  than  that  he  had  not  used 
a  single  argument  which  did  not  strength- 
en what  he  (Mr.  Croker)  had  said  with 
respect  to  the  propriety  of  giving  the 
franchise  to  the  inhabitants  of  Whalley,  or 
which  formed  any  answer  to  the  other 
point,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  extended 
the  franchise,  in  the  case  of  Northallerton, 
to  the  distance  of  sixteen  miles  from  the 
borough,  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  100 
iibove  4,000,  while  he  would  not  con- 
sent to  extend  the  franchise  twelve  miles 
^1  the  case  of  Clitheroe,  for  the  sake  of 
i:ainiDg  84,000  persons;  and  yet  this  was 


called  a  Bill  to  destroy  insignificant  bo- 
roughs, and  to  extend  the  representa- 
tion of  large  and  populous  districts.  The 
final  result  would  be,  that  when  the  Bill 
came  to  be  understood,  it  would  be  popu- 
lar exactly  in  the  proportion  of  the  favours 
it  conferred;  it  might  please  the  4,100 
parishioners  of  Northallerton,  while  the 
84,000  inhabitants  of  Whalley  would  see 
in  it  nothing  but  exclusion  and  injustice ; 
and  the  same  would  be  its  efifect  through- 
out the  whole  empire. 

Mr.  /.  L,  Knight  said,  that  as  he  under- 
stood the  decision  of  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site,'it  was  this : — that  if  the  parish  in  wnich 
the  borough  of  Clitheroe  stood  had  also 
borne  the  name  of  Clitheroe,  its  rights 
would  not  have  been  invaded  by  the  Bill ; 
but  that  as,  by  an  ecclesiastical  accident, 
the  borough  of  Clitheroe  stood  in  a  parish 
bearing  another  name,  ergo  it  was  only  to 
send  one  Member  to  Parliament.  That, 
as  he  understood  it,  was  the  precise  reason- 
ing of  the  hon.,  right  hon.,  and  noble 
Members  opposite.  If  that  was  not  their 
objection  to  the  proposition  for  leaving 
Clitheroe  in  possession  of  its  two  Mem- 
bers, he  had  heard  none.  Upon  other 
cases,  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  had  been 
met  by  a  statement  that  a  borough  was 
surrounded  by  an  agricultural  district, 
and  that,  to  make  up  the  required  num- 
bers, it  would  be  necessary  to  take  in  a  large 
agricultural  population :  so  that  the  landed 
interest  was  so  much  at  a  discount  in  the 
House  of  Commons  —  the  agricultural 
classes  were  so  open  to  bribery,  so  little 
independent,  so  much  less  worthy  of  con- 
sideration and  trust  than  the  10/.  house- 
holders, that,  to  use  the  language  of  the 
noble  author  of  the  Bill,  a  borough  so 
preserved  would  be  swamped  in  the  sur- 
rounding constituency.  Now,  this  could 
not  be  said  of  the  borough  of  Clitheroe, 
which  stood  in  the  midst  of  a  population 
exclusively  manufacturing,  as  the  House 
well  knew.  This,  therefore,  could  not  be 
the  reason  why  Clitheroe  should  be  par* 
tially  disfranchised.  Was  it  that  in  the 
enfranchising  portion  of  the  Bill  any  new 
representative  town  was  to  be  callea  into 
existence,  by  which  this  extensive  and 
populous  distirict  was  to  be  represented  ? 
He  looked  in  vain  to  find  any  such  ar- 
rangement in  the  Bill.  What,  then,  was 
the  ground  upon  which  this  borough  was 
to  be  deprived  of  its  rights,  and  that, 
too,  in  violation  of  the  very  rales  which 
the  Bill  professed  to  recognize  ?    It  was 
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because  the  name  of  the  parish  happened 
to  be  Whalley,  and  for  no  other  reason. 
These  were  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
statesmen  and  legislators  opposite  com- 
manded the  House  of  Commons  to  abolish 
the  Constitution  of  the  land.  But  it  hap- 
pened that  they  had  not  even  this  ground 
to  stand  upon.  He  was  informed,  that  in 
the  parish  of  Whalley  there  stood  a  cha- 
pelry  bearing  the  name  of  Clitheroe,  so 
that  the  parish  had  the  name  of  Cli- 
theroe connected  with  it.  In  that  chapel- 
ry  stood  the  church,  which  was  the  mother 
church  of  the  three  townships  in  the  parish 
of  Whalley,  and  in  those  three  townships 
there  was  a  population  of  4,032  persons 
in  1821. 

Mr.  Stanley  :  what  is  your  authority  ? 

Mr.  Knight  said,  that  he  had  stated 
the  fact,  and  defied  any  man  to  refute  it. 
He  should  give  no  farther  information 
upon  such  a  demand.  [Order,  order,]  If 
in  auy  thing  he  offended  the  order  of  the 
House,  he  apprehended  there  were  legiti- 
mate means  of  correcting  him,  without 
having  recourse  to  the  disorderly  conduct 
displayed  on  the  other  side.  He  would 
now  repeat,  that  in  these  townships  which 
constituted  the  chapelry  of  Clitheroe,  and 
in  which  the  common  church  of  the  parish 
stood,  there  was  a  population  of  above 
4,000  persons  in  1821.  This  he  asserted 
as  a  fact ;  and  if  it  was  material  to  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
question  before  it,  they  had  the  means  of 
ascertaining  whether  it  were  so  or  not ;  if 
that  or  any  other  evidence  was  to  be  con- 
sidered immaterial,  he  of  course  could  not 
argue  a  question,  when  the  facts  on  which 
arguments  could  alone  be  founded,  were 
scornfully  rejected.  He  would  repeat, 
that  if  they  followed  the  principle  which, 
in  other  cases,  they  had  been  commanded 
to  adopt,  and  took  in  the  parish  with  the 
borough,  they  would  then  have  a  large, 
and  otherwise  unrepresented,  population, 
and  which  was  not  an  agricultural  popu- 
lation— which  had  not  that  unhappy  slur 
upon  it.  Bat  if  they  rejected  that,  he 
called  upon  them  to  take  the  townships  in 
the  chapelry  of  Clitlieroe,  which  would 
give  them  the  cabalistic  name,  and  in 
which  they  woukl  find  the  constituency 
required  by  the  Bill.  If  both  those  claims 
were  refused,  be  did  respectfully  call  upon 
the  Government  to  state  to  him,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Hooie  of  Commons,  why 
they  adopted  that  coone. 

Mr.  Stanley  r^retted,  that  the  faon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  had  shown  such  wan 
of  temper.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle 
man  had  not  long  been  a  Member  of  tha 
House  ;  and  when  he  was  more  acquaiutec 
with  it,  he  would  be  aware,  that  it  was  no 
a  departure  from  the  courtesy  due  fron 
one  Member  to  another,  to  ask,  on  a  nic< 
point  of  a  disputed  fact,  on  what  authority 
a  statement  referring  to  that  fact,  rested 
It  certainly  was  not  in  accordance  witi 
the  courtesy  of  that  House  that  the  hon 
and  learned  Member,  when  asked  a  ques 
tion,  should  draw  himself  up,  and  putting 
himself  in  a  posture,  with  folded  arms 
should  say,  '*  You  have  your  populatioi 
returns,  but  I  have  my  assertion  ;  and  i 
you  ask  me  on  what  authority  it  rests,  al 
I  shall  tell  you  is,  that  I  will  not  tell,  am 
you  may  go  where  you  can  to  find  it."  A 
he  had  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Member* 
authority  for  the  statement,  all  he  shouh 
say  of  it  was,  that  it  would  be  much  bette 
to  rely  upon  the  population  returns,  whici 
gave  no  such  account  as  the  hon.  aD< 
learned  Member  had  stated.  The  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  parish  o 
Whalley  was  a  large  district,  includinj 
several  townships,  and  containing  a  popu 
lation  of  84,000  inhabitants,  and,  there 
fore,  he  said,  *^  Extend  the  franchise  o 
the  borough  to  the  whole  parish  ;'*  bu 
the  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Knight),  oi 
the  contrary,  confined  himself  to  the  as 
sertion,  that  the  part  of  the  parish  calle< 
by  the  same  name  as  the  borough  had  i 
population  of  upwards  of  4,000,  and  askec 
for  the  franchise  to  be  continued  on  tha 
account.  He  had,  by  the  returns,  founc 
no  such  account  of  inhabitants.  Clithero< 
was,  in  fact,  a  separate  district,  which  hat 
been  formerly  under  the  rule  of  the  Abbe; 
of  Whalley ;  and  as  it  was  stated  in  thi 
returns  to  have  a  population  under  tha 
which  the  House  had  decided  should  b 
the  rule  for  the  return  of  two  Members 
he  must  be  excused  if  he  declined  to  taki 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  Jeamec 
Member,  however  respectable  his  iodivi 
dual  authority  might  be. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  had  told  them,  that  he  had  pu 
his  hon.  and  learned  friend  out  of  temper 
He  admitted,  that  for  a  man  to  be  put  ou 
of  temper  was  a  bad  thing ;  bat  there  wai 
another  thing  which  was  worse  than  for  i 
man  to  be  put  out  of  temper,and  that  was,U 
be  put  out  of  his  argument ;  and  he  wouk 
venture  to  tay,  that  the  rig^t  hon.  Secie 
tary  for  Ireland  had  not  put  hit  boo.  aoc 
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learned  friend  out  of  his  argument,  for  he 
had  thought  it  convenient  to  leave  it  un- 
touched exactly  where  he  found  it.  He 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  however,  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
took  upon  him  to  lecture  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  on  the  tone  he  had  assumed, 
and  upon  the  courtesy  usually  practised 
in  that  House,  recollecting,  as  he  did, 
that  this  was  the  second  occasion  upon 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  had 
addressed  the  House  since  he  became  a 
Member  of  it,  he  must  be  permitted  to 
say,  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
inculcated  the  practice  of  courtesy,  he  at 
least  was  not  teaching  it  by  example.  He 
had  paid  the  utmost  attention,  early  and 
late,  to  every  thing  which  had  fallen  from 
his  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  their  attempts 
to  make  out  a  principle  or  rule  upon  which 
they  were  proceeding ;  and  if  he  had  sue- 
ceeaed  in  making  out  any  thing  at  all 
fVom  their  statements,  it  was,  that  the  ec- 
clesiastical boundaries  of  a  parish  were  to 
be  the  limits  within  which  alone  the  rights 
of  a  borough  should  be  extended.  They 
had  always  been  told,  when  the  borough 
was  situated  in  two  parishes,  that  the 
union  of  the  two  could  not  be  allowed, 
that  the  population  must  be  found  in  one, 
and  that  they  would  not  go  beyond  the 
ecclesiastical  boundaries  of  the  parish  in 
which  part  of  a  borough  might  stand, 
and  that,  if  such  parish  did  not  give  the 
requisite  number  of  inhabitants,  it  was  too 
small  to  be  admitted.  This  having  been 
over  and  over  again  decided,  the  present 
case  was  conlldentlv  produced;  and  what 
was  the  objection  raised  ?  The  parish 
was  too  large.  Why,  what  an  absurdity, 
what  a  puerility,  was  this  !  When  a  bo- 
rough touched  upon  two  parishes,  and  the 
sufficient  amount  of  population  was  not  to 
be  found  in  one,  its  claim  was  refused  for 
that  reason.  And  now,  when  they  pro- 
duced the  very  case  required,  and  said, 
that  here  was  a  single  parish  of  great  ex- 
tent, he  found,  that  the  line  which  he  had, 
upon  a  former  occasion ,  j ustly  denominated 
the  curvature  of  a  drunken  man — he  found 
this  drunken  line  suddenly  reeling  the 
other  way,  and  the  parish  was  now  too 
large.  There  was,  however,  another  rea- 
son given,  and  it  was  this — the  name  of 
the  parish  did  not  agree  with  that  of  the 
borough.  Let  him  ask  seriously,  whether 
this  was  to  be  taken  as  one  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  measure  ?  If  it  was,  he  must 
beg  to  say,  that  there  was  not  a  schoolboy 


who  would  entertain  such  a  proposition  as 
one  fit  to  be  reasoned  upon.  It  was  too 
puerile  and  ridiculous  to  be  entertained 
for  a  moment.  He  should  pot  do  justice 
to  the  good  sense  which  was  supposed  pe- 
culiarly to  belong  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  the  Bill,  if  he  believed  him 
capable  of  proposing  this  as  a  principle. 
Why,  what  nice  and  delicate  ears  these 
Reformers  must  have,  that  a  place  must 
be  disfranchised  merely  for  the  sound  of 
its  name  !  A  large  population  was  to  be 
curtailed  of  their  rights,  because  their 
parish  was  called  Whalley,  while  it  was 
admitted,  that  if  it  had  gone  under  the 
more  euphonous  sound  of  Clitheroe,  they 
would  have  retained  them  entire.  Why, 
this  was  the  argument,  not  of  legislators, 
but  of  a  fiddler  ;  not  of  legislators,  but  of 
a  grubbier ;  not  of  legislators,  but  of 
mountebanks.  And  not  only  wa?  it  a  fid- 
dler's argument,  but  it  was  fiddling  upon 
a  broken  fiddle,  for  the  musical  name  of 
Clitheroe  was,  after  all,  connected  with  a 
sufiicient  portion  of  the  parish  to  keep  it 
out  of  the  disfranchising  clause,  even  upon 
the  strictest  observation  of  the  rule  applied 
to  all  other  cases.  He  was  going  to  call 
upon  the  Attorney  General  to  say,  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  of  the  law,  whether 
there  was  any  thing  in  this  distinction  ; 
but  he  remembered,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  given  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  the  lecture,  but  not  the  ex- 
ample, on  courtesy,  and  who  had  not  only 
taken  upon  himself  that  office,  had  also, 
with  regard  to  this  measure,  usurped 
the  office  of  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, and  dictated  to  the  House  what 
was  the  law  of  the  land.  He  called, 
however,  upon  the  real  Attorney  G<;neral, 
whose  duty  it  was,  by  his  oath,  to  explain 
and  uphold  the  Law  of  England — he 
called  upon  him  to  say,  whether  the  dis- 
tinction attempted  to  be  set  up  as  to  the 
name  of  this  parish,  had  any  resemblance 
to  a  distinction  according  to  the  principles 
of  law?  Until  he  had  heard  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  assert  that,  he  should 
continue  to  call  the  distinction  a  contempt- 
ible puerility.  But  these  Reformers  blew 
hot  and  cold  upon  the  same  question. 
When  two  parishes  were  ofiTered  them, 
they  blew  cold,  and  said  they  could  not 
be  admitted,  because  two  were  not  one, 
and  then,  when  one  was  proposed  for  their 
acceptance,  they  blew  hot,  and  would  not 
allow  it,  because  one  was  not  two.  He 
felt  these  things  as  an  insult  to  his  mind. 
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and  to  his  powers  of  reflection ;  and  he  | 
was  ^atly  mistaken,  if  it  would  not  be 
considered  as  an  insult  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  the  people  of  England, 
to  say,  that  this  refusal  of  the  rights  of  the 
borougrh  of  Clitheroe,  was  founded  upon  a 
principle.  As  long  as  he  had  the  power, 
he  would  use  every  effort  of  his  mind  pro- 
perly to  degrade  and  vilify  this  most  con- 
temptible distinction. 

Mr.  Oust  said,  that  the  chapelry  of 
Clitheroe  included  three  townships  with 
the  required  number  of  inhabitants,  and 
that  it  was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a 
parish.  This  was  evident  fVom  the  returns 
on  the  Table,  for  there  it  was  distinctly 
shewn,  that  in  182^  there  were  upwards  of 
4,000  persons  in  the  chapelry. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  die  hon.  and 
learned  member  ft^r  Boroughbridge  had 
made  a  charge  against  bis  side  Qf  the 
House,  to  which  he  did  not  think  it,  at 
least,  exclusively  liable.  Hq  did  no(  tjiiqk 
that  they  alone  were  cbarg^ble  with  using 
quibbles  instead  of  arguments*  or  with  le- 
gislating like  mountebanks.  And  with  re- 
gard to  arguing  like  fiddlers,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  certainly,  as  far  as 
harping  upon  one  string  went,  might  beat 
Pagan ini  himself.  Whether  the  allusion 
with  respect  to  the  mountebank  also  appli- 
ed well  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
he  should  not  take  it  upon  him  to  decide. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  de- 
scribed him  as  performing  the  office  of 
Attorney  General  to  the  King's  Cabinet, 
wjth  respect  to  this  Bill.  It  was  often  ex- 
ceedintrly  difHcult  to  distinguish  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman\i  compliments 
from  his  censures.  Possibly  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  meant  to  compliment 
him,  but  be  should  very  much  regret  if 
his  conduct  with  respect  to  the  Reform 
Bill  at  all  justified  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  had 
usurped  the  part  of  the  Attorney  General 
on  the  present  occasion.  All,  however, 
that  he  would  say,  in  reply,  was,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  himself 
shown,  by  the  course  which  he  pursued, 
that  the  habit  of  intolerable  garrulity — of 
eternal  and  inexhaustible  trifling  and  ver- 
bosity— of  consti^ntly  repeating  the  same 
things,  varied  in  a  thousand  forms,  and 
brought  forward  without  intermission,  night 
after  night,  might  still  iidhere  to  an  Ex- 
Attorney  General,  afk«r  he  had  ceased  to 
sit  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  ii\e  House. 
The  hon«  and  learned  Member  had  been 


amusing  on  the  present  occasloii,  t>Vtf  as 
was  always  the  case  with  the  hon.  i^nd 
learned  Gentleman,  amusing  at  consider- 
able length.  With  respect  to  the  questif^ 
before  the  House,  he  contended  lh|it  it 
would  be  a  palpable  absurdity  to  decide 
that  the  right  of  voting  for  the  borough  of 
Clitheroe  should  extend  to  the  parish  con- 
taining 84,000  inhabitants.  Another  hon.. 
Gentleman  wished  to  communicate  the 
franchise  only  to  the  parochial  chapel- 
ry, which  was  said  to  contain  three  town- 
ships and  4,000  inhabitants.  He  would 
only  repeat,  that  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
founded  their  measures  upon  documents 
which  were  above  all  suspicion — nan^ely, 
the  population  returns  or  ^821 — and  ^ 
them  they  would  ^bide. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  on  referring  0  the 
returnf ,  he  fot|nd  thaf  the  populati(>p  of 
Clitheroe,  within  the  three  townfAlns,  oon- 
tained  the  requisite  puii|b<Qr  of  inhabitaiitt 
to  save  the  botough  from  dltfip|(i|phiieaMiQt. 
That  argument,  though  (^e  con|ldef«d  it 
unanswered,  was  not  his,  but  the  ar|^nient 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  fVien^- 

Mr.  Cvst  said,  that  the  ptatemtnlii 
which  he  had  made  were  deduct  Awi 
the  official  documents  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Praed  was  not  surprised  at  the  vio- 
lent personal  attacks  of  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman,  when  he  noticed  how  he  w&s 
cheered  on  by  those  around  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  attacking  others, 
had  twice  already  departed  from  oider, 
he  appearing  to  have  no  other  guide  but 
his  own  will  and  pleasure.  The  sqpport- 
ers  of  the  measure  were  bound  to  preserve 
consistency  of  principle  and  argument 
throughout  it ;  but  it  did  not  follow,  that 
all  those  who  were  adverse  to  it  shou)d 
onpose  it  on  one  ground,  and  the  chargf 
of  inconsistency  against  them  was  un-r 
founded.  He  contended,  that  the  par(| 
chial  chapelry  of  Clitheroe  ought  to  be 
taken  as  part  of  the  borough;  apd^  In 
that  case,  it  would  have  the  requisite  pp« 
pulation,  as  the  townships  contained  In 
1821  a  populatio|i  sufficient  iq  entitle  the 
borough  to  retain  its  two  Representatives. 
That  statement  rested  on  offlciftl  author- 
ity, and  he  must  hear  some  atatemei^t 
more  convincing  and  conclufiye  than  he 
had  yet  heard,  before  he  concurred  in  thp 
motion. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  it  fmpeared 
by  the  population  returns,  th^t  die  bofpocii' 
oontainea  no  more  than  '8,218  bbiifaA-- 
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ants ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  absurd 
to  add  to  the  borough  certain  townships 
which  really  had  no  connexion  with  it.  An 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  employed  harsh 
words  against  the  members  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  He  had  endeavour- 
ed, by  some  sort  of  quibble  or  other,  to 
show  that  certain  boroughs  ought  to  have 
been  put  in  the  disfranchising  schedules, 
which  it  was  clear,  from  the  obvious  mean- 
ing of  the  rules  of  the  Bill,  never  could  be 
included.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  think,  by  appealing  to  the 
country,  that  his  arguments  would  be  ap- 
proved of  by  the  people,  but  that  appeal 
would  be  attended  with  a  very  different 
effect  from  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  supposed.  The  country  would 
see  through  his  arguments;  the  country 
would  see,  that  the  Hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's play  upon  words,  and  his  endea- 
vours to  make  distinctions  where  there  was 
really  no  difference,  were  merely  attempts 
to  gain  time.  The  common  sense  of  the 
country  would  distinguish  between  the 
conduct  of  those  who  were  honestly  per- 
sisting in  the  Reform  measure  as  it  ^was 
originally  formed,  and  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding adopted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  that  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  assumed  a  tone  and  a  station  in  that 
House  far  above  what  properly  belonged 
to  him.  He  had  assumed  a  vigour  beyond 
himself;  but  if  the  hon.  Secretary  could 
sustain  that  station,  and  if  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  could  find  success  in  deal- 
ing out  censures  on  those  opposed  to  him, 
then  let  them  do  so.  The  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  addressed  to  him  (Sir  C. 
Wetherell)  rather  free-spoken  terms.  Was 
the  hon.  Secretary  aware  of  the  terms 
which  he  had  used  towards  him  (Sir  C. 
Wetherell)  ?  Perhaps  the  hon.  Secretary 
had  forgotten  them.  ["  Question."]  He 
would  tell  hon.  Members  who  cried  out 
''Question,"  that  he  would  allow  no  man 
to  attack  him  without  making  a  defence. 
The  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  con- 
ceived, had  exhibited  a  want  of  temper  in 
the  discussion,  and  had  put  him  in  mind 
of  Mr.  Burke's  observation,  that  new 
power,  and  in  new  hands,  was  apt  to  be 
abused.  But  he  begged  leave  to  inform 
the  hon.  Secretary,  who  had  lately  become 
one  of  the  Cabinet  Ministers,  that  with 
his  duty  as  Minister  was  not  combined 


censorship  over  the  Members  of  that 
House.  The  House  would  probably  re- 
member, that  the  first  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had,  on  one  occasion,  designated 
a  certain  well-known  Member  of  that 
House  by  the  title  of  Ajax  flagellifor. 
And  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
appeared  now  to  have  taken  that  office 
upon  himself,  but  he  must  tell  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  that  the  desire  to  be  the 
Ajax  Jlagellifor  of  the  House  would  not  en- 
sure him  success,  he  must  also  possess  the 
requisite  strength  and  ability.  The  right 
hon.  Secretary,  who  had  not  answered  one 
of  the  arguments  which  had  been  brought 
forward,  might  possess  a  good  deal  of  the 
disposition  of  ^  Jlagellifor y  but  he  did  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Secretary  was 
much  of  an  Ajax.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  while  the  Bill  was  bemg  discussed, 
the  right  hon.  flagellifor  would  hang  up 
his  whip-cord,  and  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  restrain  his  dull  censures,  for  do 
what  they  might,  they  would  not  prevent 
him  from  discharging  his  duty.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  taunted 
him  with  an  appeal  to  the  people ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  people  would 
taunt  him  for  performing  his  duty.  He 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  had 
been  applied  to  repeatedly  to  follow  the 
course  he  had  done,  and  that  he  would 
appeal  to  the  people  with  as  much  con- 
fidence as  the  noble  Lord  himself.  The 
noble  Lord  also  assumed  a  vigour  beyond 
his  power,  when  he  presumed  to  tell  him 
that  he  brought  forward  cases  for  the  pur- 
pose of  delay.  He  called  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  shew  what  those  cases  were.  He 
had  taken  part  in  cases  brought  forward 
by  others,  but  of  his  own  spontaneous 
motion  he  had  originated  none.  The 
noble  Lord  was  a  candidate  for  democratic 
popularity.  He  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  was 
desirous  to  close  the  fiood-gates  against 
the  democracy  and  jacobinism  which  this 
Bill  encouraged. 

Sir  G.  Murray  said,  that  in  other  places 
the  parish  had  been  added  to  the  borougli, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why,  in  the  present 
case,  the  chapelry  might  not  be  added  to 
Clitheroe.  It  had  the  same  name  as  the 
borough  ;  the  rule  laid  down  ought  to  be 
applied  here,  but  it  was  then  asked,  "  can 
you  make  up  the  population  by  so  doing." 
He  was  of  opinion  they  could.  In  one 
set  of  papers  they  had  the  township  of  the 
chapelry,  and  from  the  census  they  had 
the  population  of  these  townships.    The 
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only  answer  which  had  been  given  was, 
that  the  population  of  the  borough  itself 
was  under  4,000. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  was  unwilling 
to  allude  to  the  discussion  which  had  pre- 
ceded the  observations  made  by  the  gallant 
Officer  (Sir  G.  Murray);  but  he  must 
state  his  opinion,  that  the  estimation  of  the 
talents  of  his  right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stan- 
ley) would  not  depend  on  the  fiat  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  his  hon.  friend  had  lost 
his  temper  ;  and  as  for  strong  language, 
he  believed  that  no  man  made  use  of 
stronger  language  than  the  hoq.  and 
learned  Member  himself.  He  really  thought 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
be  the  last  man  to  object  to  strong  expres- 
sions, if  he  only  recollected  the  language 
which  he  had  employed  previous  to  the 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  rising  to  speak. 
With  respect  to  the  borough  of  Clitheroe, 
it  was  marked  in  the  population  returns  as 
containing  a  certain  amount  of  inhabitants ; 
and  he  did  not  think,  that  the  House  would 
consent  to  add  the  townships  to  the  bo- 
rough, in  order  to  make  up  the  requisite 
number.  It  would  be  against  the  rule 
hitherto  acted  upon  to  include  the  whole 
population  of  the  parish  of  Whalley, 
merely  because  the  borough  was  situated 
in  one  part  of  it.  Northallerton  had  been 
referred  to,  and  though  the  argument 
might  be  good  to  disfranchise  that  place, 
it  certainly  did  not  justify  the  preserva- 
tion of  Clitheroe. 

Mr.  Baring  expressed  his  conviction, 
that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  friends  near  him  to  throw  any  un- 
necessary obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Bill. 
He  certainly  thought,  that  the  whole  of 
this  important  subject  would  be  more  fully 
and  more  fairly  discussed,  and  sooner 
be  brought  to  a  termination,  if  all  per- 
sonalities were  abstained  from  on  both 
sides.  For  himself,  although  he  certainly 
objected  to  the  sweeping  principle  of 
the  measure,  yet,  the  House  having  de- 
cided on  its  adoption,  he  acquiesced,  and 
merely  reserved  his  right  to  sit  judicially 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  the 
cases  which  were  brought  before  theCommit- 
tee  actually  came  within  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  Now  he  must  say,  that  he  thought 
a  case  had  been  made  out  for  allowing 
Clitheroe  to  retain  the  right  of  returning 
two  Members  to  Parliament.  He  was  not 
for  taking  in  the  whole  parish ;  but  he  was 
of  opinion,  that  the  townships  of  which 
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the  chapelry  of  Clitheroe  consisted,  oughl 
to  be  included  in  the  estimate  of  popula- 
tion. It  was  undeniable,  that  the  three 
townships  formed  one  parish. 

Mr.  Praed  wished  to  know,  for  the  be* 
nefit  of  the  discussion  of  future  cases,  or 
what  exact  point  it  was,  that  the  nobU 
author  of  the  Bill  grounded  his  objectior 
to  exclude  Clitheroe  from  the  operation  o 
the  Bill.  Did  the  noble  Lord  reject  th( 
evidence  of  the  population  of  the  thre( 
townships  ?  or  did  he,  admitting  that  evi 
dence,  ground  his  objection  on  the  differ 
ence  between  a  church  and  a  chapel  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  propo 
sition  to  exclude  Clitheroe  from  the  oper 
ation  of  the  Bill  was  founded  on  a  principh 
not  before  advanced  ;  and  that,  if  it  wen 
adopted,  it  would  create  an  injurious  pre- 
cedent. 

Mr.  Praed  complained,  that  the  nobh 
Lord  had  not  answered  his  question,  whicl 
he  begged  leave,  therefore,  to  repeat. 

Lord  Althorp  thought  the  answer  of  hi 
noble  friend  perfectly  satisfactory.  Hi 
noble  friend  had  stated,  that  the  principl 
on  which  it  was  proposed  to  exclud< 
Clitheroe  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
was  a  principle  which  had  not  yet  beei 
acted  upon ;  and  that  the  adoption  of  i 
would  create  a  new  and  injurious  precedent 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  maintained,  that  th( 
principles  of  the  friends  of  the  measur 
involved  confusion  upon  confusion.  The; 
opposed  taking  either  the  parish  in  whicl 
Clitheroe  was  situated,  or  the  townships  o 
which  the  chapelry  was  composed.  If  the; 
thought  the  parish  loo  large,  then  then 
were  the  townships,  which  were  of  a  mon 
limited  extent.  But  the  noble  Lord  wouh 
take  neither,  but  preferred  depriving  th( 
borough  of  one  of  its  Members.  Let  tha 
fact  go  to  the  British  people,  and  let  then 
judge  of  it. 

Mr.  Praed  was  not  satisfied  with  th< 
answer  he  had  received,  for  it  was  an  im 
portant  fact,  that  the  inhabitants  of  th( 
chapelry  paid  their  poor  rates  exclusivel 
to  the  borough. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  was  not  the  prin 
ciple  of  the  Bill  to  take  in  part  of  a  parisl 
to  make  up  the  required  population,  an( 
the  House  must  decide  whether  they  wer 
to  depart  from  this  in  the  present  instance 

Mr.  7.  L  Knight  said,  that  before  theques 
tion  was  put,  the  Committee  would,  per 
haps,  consider  him  entitled,  as  a  persona 
attack  had  been  made  upon  him  by  a  righ 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  make  a  few  observa 
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tions  in  reply.  Great  as  was  his  personal 
respect  for  the  talents  and  private  charac- 
ter of  the  ri«^ht  hon.  Gentleman  in  ques- 
tion, he  couid  justly  add,  that  the  more 
highly  he  valued  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's talents  and  character,  the  more  he 
respected  his  censure.  For  he  knew  well, 
that  the  risrht  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
have  made  a  personal  attack  upon  him, 
unless  he  lacked  argument;  unless  he  felt 
that  there  was  something  in  his  (Mr. 
Knight's)  observations,  the  legitimate 
means  of  answering  which  were  not  at 
hand.  The  higher,  therefore,  his  respect 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  for  his 
station,  the  higher  he  valued  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  talents  and  private  cha- 
racter, the  more  he  valued  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  censure.  But  although  he 
entertained  a  sincere  respect  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  talents  and  private  cha- 
racter, he  entertained  as  sincere  a  detesta- 
tion of  the  principles  of  the  Cabinet  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  belonged. 
Speaking,  therefore,  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  Ministerial  capacity, 
he  would  say  to  him,  with  reference  to 
the  strons:  remarks  in  which  he  had  in- 
dulged  : — 

*' Nor  me  tiia  femda  tcrrent 

Dictn,  ferox:  Dii  rac  terrent,  et  Jupiter  liostis." 

The  Gods  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  political  friends  were  the  Gods  of 
the  Gallery,  and  of  these  he  was  afraid. 

The  question  agreed  to,  and  Cliiheroe 
was  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  clause. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Cockermouth  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule B." 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  there  were  cir- 
cumstances in  the  case  of  Cockermouth 
which  ought  to  exempt  that  borough  from 
disfranchisement.  He  said  this  looking  at 
the  rule  as  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  without  reference  at  all  to  the  pro- 
priety or  the  impropriety  of  that  rule.  By 
the  population  returns  of  1821  it  appeared 
that  in  the  borough  of  Cockermouth  itself 
there  was  a  ympulalion  of  3,790  ;  and,  that 
in  the  pnrish  in  which  the  borou2:h  was 
situated,  there  was  a  population  of  6,037. 
It  appeared,  also,  that  the  number  of  10/. 
houses  exceeded  the  number  required  by 
the  rule  of  his  noble  friend.  Tims,  then, 
the  borough  of  Cockermouth  was  clearly 
entitled  to  return  two  Members  under  the 
rules  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  and  in  confirm- 
ation of  this  he  would  refer  to  the  manner 
in  which  some  other  boroughs  had  been 


treated.  Leominster  had  been  taken 
out  of  schedule  B,  and  was  to  be  allow- 
ed to  send  two  Members  to  that  Hotise. 
By  the  returns  of  1821  it  appeared  that 
the  population  of  the  borough  of  Leo- 
minster was  3,611,  and  that  of  the  trhole 
parish  4,646  ;  therefore  Cockertnouth  had 
the  advantage  over  Leominster.  Accord- 
ing to  the  same  returns,  the  population  of 
the  borough  of  Morpeth,  which  had  been 
taken  out  of  schedule  B,  was  3,415,  and 
that  of  the  whole  parish  4,292.  Again, 
Cockermouth  had  the  advantage  as  com- 
pared with  Morpeth.  Northallerton  had 
also  originally  stood  in  schedule  B,  but  it 
did  not  now  appear  there,  tn  1821  the 
population  of  the  oorough  of  Northallerton, 
by  the  returns,  was  3,326,  atld  that  of  the 
whole  parish  4,431.  In  i\i\i  case  then,  fts 
well  as  in  those  of  Morpeth  and  of  Leo- 
minster, Cockermouth  had  a  cod^idferaMe 
majority  of  inhabitants.  WeSlbury  if^% 
af)othet  bbroiigh  which  had  be^ti  takfeh  but 
of  schedule  B,  and  was  to  havi!  thfe  Aitl 
complement  of  Members.  What  wa»  the 
population  of  Westbury  ?  By  the  tbtii^ns 
of  1821  the  population  df  the  borough 
was  3,117,  and  that  of'  the  i^hole  patlsh 
5,846.  From  these  returns,  then,  it  kould 
appear,  that  Cockermouth  had  a  decided 
advantage  in  population  over  Morpeth, 
I^ominster,  Northallerton, and  Westbury: 
and  it  would  also  be  found  to  have  as  great 
an  advantage  in  point  of  the  number  of 
10/.  houses  it  contained,  as  compared 
with  the  number  of  lOZ.  houses  in  those 
different  places.  If  the  question,  then,  at 
issue  was  simply  as  to  which  of .  these 
boroughs  had  the  best  claim  to  return 
two  Members  to  that  House,  adopting 
the  rules  laid  down  by  his  tioble  friend, 
there  could  be  no  manner  of  ddtibt  as 
to  which  would  have  the  priority.  In 
the  estimation  of  every  rational  man, 
Cockermouth  would  be  considered  to  have 
a  better  claim  than  any  of  the  other  bo- 
roughs he  had  referred  to.  But  there  was 
a  distinction  in  the  cases,  and  thatdlstitic- 
tion  ho  understood  to  be  this — the  parishes 
in  which  Leominster,  Westbury,  Morpeth, 
and  Northallerton  were  situated,  bore  the 
same  names  as  the  boroughs  did,  whereas 
the  parish  in  which  Cockermouth  was 
situated  was  called  Brigham.  That  if9S 
the  only  point,  as  far  as  he  knew,  that 
could  be  urged  ap^ainst  the  borough  of 
Cockermouth.  His  noble  friend  might 
say,  that  the  comparisons  he  had  mdde 
might  furnish  very  good  ftrgatatott  ftur 
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placing  the  fortunate  boroughs  referred  to 
in  schedule  B,  but  they  were  of  no  value 
as  used  for  the  removal  of  Cockefmouth 
from  that  schedule.     Cockermouth   had 
a  population  of  less  than  4,000  persons 
in  1821,  and  therefore  it  fell  within  the 
general    rule   laid    down.     True,   it  did 
so ;  and  if  that  rule  had  been  invariably 
acted  upon,  if  all  boroughs  falling  within 
it  had  met  with   one  common   fate,  there 
would  have  been  no  ground  except  for  a 
general  and  common  objection  ;  but  if  that 
rule  had  been  departed  from,  and  excep- 
tions had  been  made,   then  each  borough 
had  a  right  to  look  to  the  principle  upon 
which  those  exceptions  had  been  justified 
by  the  framers  of  the  Bill.    If  the  measure 
was  to  be  at  all  in  accordance  with  reason 
or  common  sense,  this  was  evidently    the 
course  that  ought  to  be  followed.     He  had 
understood   that,  in  order  to  avoid  any 
charge  of  partiality  or  undue  favour,  his 
noble  friend  had  determined  on  adhering 
to  the  population  returns  of  1821,  and  if 
in   those   returns  the   population  of  any 
borough  was  mixed  up  and  blended  with 
the  population  of  the  parish,  such  borough 
was  to  have  the  benefit  of  such  return. 
Iti  consequence  of  this  arrangement  it  was, 
that  Calne  was  to  continue  to  send  two 
Members  to  that  House.     Now  he  begged 
to  say,  that  the  population  returns  of  1 821 , 
as    applying    to    Leominster,     Morpeth, 
Northallerton,  and  Westbury,  did  in  every 
instance  distinguish  the  population  of  the 
borouffh  from  the  population  of  the  parish. 
It  could  not,  therefore,  be  upon  the  ground 
that  the  population  of  the  parish  was  re- 
turned distinct  from  the  population  of  the 
borough  that  Cockermouth  was  placed  in 
schedule  B.     That  clearly  could  not  be  the 
reason,  for  if  it  were,   then  Leominster, 
Morpeth,    Northallerton,    and  Westbury 
must  be  placed  also  in  schedule  B.     No, 
the  ground  must  have  been,  that  the  parish 
and  the  borough,  the  acknowledged  capital 
ofthe  parish,  had  different  names;  Cocker- 
mouth was  the  name  of  the  borough,  and 
Brigham  the  name  of  the  parish.     Now 
he  did  not  wish  to   use    hard    words  or 
to  call  hard  names,  but  really  there  was 
something  so  extraordinarily  absurd  in  this 
distinction  that  he  scarcely  knew  how  to 
speak  of  it.     One  rule  laid  down  by  the 
House  was,  that  a  borough,  including  the 

Earish,  to  be  entitled  to  return  two  Mem- 
ers  to  that  House,  should  have  a  popula- 
tion of  4,000  persons,  and  that  population 
h6    had  shewn    Cockermouth    to    have. 


Another  rule  laid  down  by  the  House  was, 
that  a  borough,  to  be  entitled  to  return 
two  Members,  should  contain  above  300 
lOZ.  houses.  That  rule  the  borough  of 
Cockermouth  complied  with  ;  it  had  above 
300  10/.  houses.  And  in  the  third  place, 
the  parish  and  borough  of  Cockermouth 
were  in  a  thriving  condition.  In  Cocker- 
mouth there  were  no  signs  of  decay  ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  the  population  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  above  5,000.  If,  then, 
the  franchise  was  to  be  given  to  things,  and 
not  to  names,  Cockermouth  had  a  better 
claim  to  it  than  Leominster,  Morpeth, 
Northallerton,  and  Westbury.  This  was 
the  fact,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  such  a  proceeding  could  be  de- 
fended. Sure  he  was,  that  reason  would 
be  but  of  little  assistance  to  the  advocates 
of  this  Bill ;  and  really  it  appeared  to  him. 
that  when  this  measure  came  to  be  con- 
sidered in  days  more  propitious  to  reason 
than  these  dog-days  were,  the  condemn- 
ation of  the  Bill  would  be  unequivocal 
Upon  the  propriety  of  the  rule  laid  down 
he  would  not  then  say  any  thing,  howevei 
badly  he  might  think  of  it.  At  that  mo- 
ment it  was  the  duty  of  the  Coihmittee  tc 
endeavour  to  make  the  details  of  the  Bill 
consistent  with  the  rule  adopted.  He  hac 
done  his  duty  ;  he  had  laid  the  facts  o: 
the  case  before  the  Committee ;  and  al 
though  from  what  had  passed  he  had  litth 
expectation  that  they  would  be  much  at 
tended  to,  that  was  not  a  consideratioi 
which  would  have  justified  him  in  with 
holding  them. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  case  o 
Cockermouth  was  the  counterpart  of  tha 
which  had  just  gone  before  it.  Minister 
decided  against  the  borough,  upon  thi 
principle  of  a  defective  population.  Thi 
parish  of  Brigham,  in  which  the  borougl 
was  situated,  was  a  distinct  community 
The  borough  contained  a  population  o 
only  3,790  persons,  and,  of  course,  wa 
not  exempted  from  a  place  in  schedule  B 

Sir  C.  Wether  ell  contended,  that  thi 
portion  of  the  parish  in  which  the  bo 
rough  stood  was,  in  fact,  united  with  thi 
other  portion  which  Ministers  excluded 
although  the  two  divisions  of  what  he  ar 
gued  to  be  one  parish  went  by  differen 
names.  He  thought,  accordingly,  tha 
Ministers  ought  to  show  the  same  favour  t 
Cockermouth  which  had  been  voluntaril 
extended  to  other  boroughs.  The  return 
were  not  made  with  any  knowledge  of  th 
uses  they  were  to  be  put  to,  and  probabl 
R2 
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the  exact  population  of  the  various  bo- 
roughs was  not  correctly  given.  It  was  hard, 
therefore,  that  they  should  take  such  re- 
turns as  iheir  guide.  If  it  were  shown,  that 
taxes  and  population  had  increased  since 
18*21,  it  was  treated  as  of  no  importance 
in  the  arbitrary  distinctions  laid  down,  and 
which  were  as  arbitrarily  broken  through 
by  the  framers  of  the  Bill.  This  was  one 
case  which  although  it  went  for  nothing  in 
that  House,  would  tell  for  something 
elsewhere. 

Mr.  Lowther  said,  after  the  decisions 
which  had  been  come  to  in  the  cases  of 
other  boroughs,  it  was  of  no  use  to  speak 
for  Cockermouth. 

Mr.  Herries  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
the  case  of  Cockermouth  was  to  be  decided 
on  the  same  grounds  as  Clitheroe.  In  the 
latter  case  it  was  urged  in  reply  to  the 
proposition  of  throwing  the  borough  open 
to  the  parish,  that  it  contained  a  very  large 
and  peculiar  population,  and  on  that  ac- 
count Clitheroe  was  continued  in  schedule 
B.  It  was  not  until  after  repeated  inquiries 
that  it  was  understood,  that  when  bo- 
roughs and  parishes  bore  the  same  name, 
the  population  of  both  would  be  taken  as 
one.  In  the  case  of  Clitheroe  it  was  as- 
serted, that  if  the  chapelry  w^re  admitted 
they  must  also  admit  two  or  three  other 
townships.  This  was  an  additional  reason 
for  including  Clitheroe  in  schedule  B.  The 
present  question  was  altogether  different, 
for  Cockermouth  had  not  the  same  name 
as  the  parish  in  which  it  stood.  This  was 
the  first  case  to  be  decided  on  that  prin- 
ciple. No  arguments  had  been  used,  or 
reasons  given,  why  the  borough  of  Cocker- 
mouth had  not  as  good  a  right  to  continue 
to  return  two  Representatives  as  Bucking- 
ham, the  claim  of  which  had  been  allowed, 
but  the  mere  dictation  and  arbitrary  will 
of  those  who  had  admitted  boroughs  where 
their  names,  and  those  of  the  parish  where 
they  were  situated,  were  the  same.  He 
should,  therefore,  in  principle,  vote  that 
Cockermouth  be  excluded  from  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  the  country  might  be 
desirous  and  anxious  for  Reform,  but  it 
was  impossible  the  country  could  wish 
injustice  to  be  committed.  Cockermouth 
was  part  of  the  parish  of  Brigham,  and  they 
were  one  and  the  same  parish.  There  was 
apart  of  Westminster  called  the  Savoy,  but 
for  all  purposes  of  population  and  juris- 
diction it  was  included  in  Westminster. 
The  distinction,  therefore,    made  in  this 


case  was  unjust.  Cockermouth  was  a 
thriving  place  ;  by  the  present  census,  it 
had  5,000  inhabitants,  although  it  con- 
tained less  than  4,000  in  1821.  To  leave 
Cockermouth  in  schedule  B,  would  be  act- 
ing partially.  The  case  was,  in  fact,  more 
strong  than  that  of  Saltash,  for  which 
Ministers  had  voted  the  other  evening; 
and  in  all  respects  similar  to  that  of  Hors- 
ham. 

Lord  Althorp  contended,  that  strict 
justice  had  been  done,  and  denied  the 
similarity.  For  Cockermouth  was  a  sepe- 
rate  vicarage,  and  had  a  separate  church. 
The  parish  church  of  Brigham  was  four 
miles  from  Cockermouth.  They  bad  se- 
parate rates  and  assessments  for  the  di- 
visions. Brigham  parish  was  extensive, 
and  divided  into  four  townships,  one  of 
which  was  called  Cockermouth,  and  was 
recognized  as  the  borough.  The  case  was 
altogether  different  from  Saltash,  where 
there  was  only  one  church  and  parish. 

Mr.  Croker  could  shew,  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  mistaken,  for  the  population  re- 
turns united  Cockermouth  and  Brigbam 
in  the  same  way,  and  by  the  same  words, 
that  other  parishes  had  been  specified 
which  had  been  allowed  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  parish  population.  The 
return  was  thus  made  "  the  borough  of 
Cockermouth  contains  3,790  inhabitants, 
but  the  whole  parish  of  Brigham  contains 
6,700."  The  case  was  precisely  similar  to 
that  of  Horsham,  for  in  a  note  to  that  parish 
it  was  said,  it  was  divided  into  three  parts, 
one  being  the  borough,  the  other  two  out- 
parts,  and  because  the  whole  parish  con- 
tained 5,000  inhabitants,  it  was  to  return 
two  Members.  The  noble  Lord  might 
easily  draw  a  line  where  others  could 
make  no  distinction,  but  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  two  cases  were  precisely 
similar.  As  the  parish  of  Brigham,  in 
which  Cockermouth  stood,  would  alone 
furnish  a  sufficient  population,  he  must 
ask,  whether  a  pistinction  was  to  be  made 
between  Cockermout  and  Calne,  because 
the  parish  had  a  different  name,  or  whe- 
ther they  were  both  to  be  treated  alike, 
since  the  returns  from  both  were  made 
in  a  precisely  similar  manner  ? 

Mr.  Blamire  said,  the  parish  of  Brig- 
ham was  very  large,  and  contained  thirteen 
townships,  of  which  Cockermouth  was  one. 
It  included  four  parochial  chapelries,  of 
which  Cockermouth  also  was  one.  It  was 
said,  the  town  contained  4,000  inhabitants, 
but  the  returns  only  gave  3,790.     The 
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riniits  of  the  borough  were  well  defined 
and  understood,  and  however  anxious  the 
inhabitants  might  be  for  its  removal  from 
this  schedule,  they  did  not  pretend  that,  its 
limits  were  co-extensive  with  the  townships. 
He  therefore  thought  Cockermouth  could 
make  no  claim  to  exception  from  schedule 
B.  He  must,  at  the  same  time,  bear  witness 
to  the  respectability  of  the  constituency  that 
would  be  there  created  under  the  operation 
of  the  Reform  Bill.  He  knew  no  place 
more  deserving  of  two  Members,  if  re- 
spectability and  independence  were  to  de- 
cide the  question  ;  but  he  thought  Minis- 
ters were  bound  to  adhere  to  the  principle 
they  had  laid  down. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  from  the  statements 
he  had  heard,  he  thought  it  but  fair  to 
state,  that  the  case  of  the  borough,  as  he 
had  conceived  it  was  much  weakened. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  inform  the  hon. 
member  for  Cumberland,  that  all  he  had 
said  bore  precisely  on  the  case  of  Horsham, 
which  was  divided  into  three  parts,  one  of 
which  only  comprised  the  borough.  He, 
therefore,  was  in  favour*  of  Cockermouth 
retaining  its  two  Representatives,  as  under 
the  same  circumstances,  Horsham  had  been 
allowed  to  retain  its  two. 

Mr.  Attwood  considered  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  to  be 
in  favour  of  the  borough.  They  could  not 
consider  this  case  without  reference  to 
other  places  similarly  circumstanced. 
Morpeth  had  been  removed  from  schedule 
B,  without  any  discussion,  at  the  sole  dic- 
tation of  Government.  That  borough 
had  only  about  3,200  inhabitants  by  the 
returns  of  1821,  while  Cockermouth  had 
3,790,  and  was  then  and  now  a  more  im- 
portant place  than  Morpeth.  In  going 
into  the  evidence,  it  was  found,  that  Mor- 
peth was  the  name  of  the  parish,  and  it 
had  several  townships,  and  including  some 
of  these,  they  continued  the  franchise  to 
the  borough.  Brighamwas  a  parish  much 
larger  and  more  important  than  Morpeth, 
and  yet  because  the  borough  situated 
within  it  was  called  Cockermouth,  it  was 
to  be  partially  disfranchised.  The  dis- 
tinction was  only  in  the  name,  and  was 
most  absurd.  A  similar  absurdity,  or  a 
similar  partiality,  existed  in  taking  the 
population  returns  of  the  two  parishes. 
They  had  taken  townships  not  at  all  con- 
nected with  the  borough  of  Morpeth,  and 
yet,  after  that  proceeding,  the  population  of 
Morpeth  amounted  to  only  4,290  persons. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  hon.  Member 


was  mistaken,  and  had  been  proved  so  the 
other  night,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
population  of  Morpeth  had  been  made  up, 
The  population  bordering  upon  the  town 
was  4,292,  and  all  contained  in  the  same 
parish.  If  the  distant  townships  had  been 
included,  the  population  of  Morpeth  would 
have  amounted  to  5,280. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  real  question  before  the 
Committee  was,  what  ought  to  be  done 
with  Cockermouth.  It  was  perfectly  im- 
material how  Horsham  or  Morpeth  had 
been  disposed  jof.  The  ground  on  which 
he  should  vote  was  the  population  ol 
the  borough,  for  there  the  constituency 
must  be  found.  Schedule  B  was  not  closed, 
and  if  any  motion  was  made  to  insert  an]| 
other  boroughs  therein,  he  should  be  readj 
to  examine  that  question  on  its  own  merits 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  should  cer- 
tainly spare  the  time  of  the  Committee 
as  he  thought  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
them  after  what  had  occurred  last  night 
in  the  case  of  Chippenham,  when  it  wai 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  every  man  ir 
the  House— ["  No,  no .'"]  He  felt  it  rathei 
extraordinary  that  he  should  be  interruptec 
in  the  middle  of  a  sentence,  when  itcouic 
not  be  known  to  hon.  Members  what  he  hac 
to  say.  What  he  intended  to  have  said  was 
that  it  was  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  ever] 
Member  of  that  House,  that  no  dependence 
could  be  placed  on  the  returns  of  1821 
It  was  proved  with  regard  to  one  point 
that  106  houses  of  that  place  had  beet 
left  out  of  the  returns,  and  yet  the  Com- 
mittee had  refused  to  hear  any  evidenc< 
as  to  how  that  error  had  arisen.  His  de 
termination  was  taken,  not  to  trouble  th< 
Committee  with  any  details  concerning 
schedule  B,  for  he  now  despaired,  whateve; 
case  should  be  made  out,  of  the  Committee 
doing  any  thing  but  condemning  all  th( 
boroughs  in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  Hunt  objected  altogether  to  thii 
schedule ;  the  whole  of  the  boroughs  in  i' 
he  thought  ought  to  be  disfranchised.  I 
was  a  well-known  fact,  that  perjury  was  s( 
commonly  practised  in  the  small  boroughs 
that  witnesses  were  frequently  selectee 
from  such  places  in  order  to  give  fals< 
evidence  at  Sessions  and  Assizes. 

Mr.  -Banw^r  believed,  that  greater  an( 
more  extensive  perjury  was  committed 
in  proportion  as  places  had  large  bodie: 
of  constituents.  That  was  proved  in  th< 
case  of  Liverpool.  He  had  been  surprise( 
at  the  laoguago  of  the  hon ,  member  for  Kirk 
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cud  bright,  who  had  declared,  that  similar 
cases  were  not  to  be  judged  of  on  the  same 
principles,  and  that  the  House  was  not  to 
be  guided  by  precedents. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  had  mentioned 
Horsham  and  Morpeth,  because  they  had 
not  been  brought  before  the  House,  but 
had  been  decided  by  Ministers,  and  it  was 
a  waste  of  time,  therefore,  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  allude  to  them, 

Mr.  Baring  recommended  the  (com- 
mittee to  abide  by  the  advice  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  not  attend  to  the  decision 
of  Ministers. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  as  Liverpool  had  been  al- 
luded to,he  would  maintain  that  itwould  be 
a  gross  robbery  to  disfranchise  these  places, 
and  allow  Liverpool  to  continue  to  return 
Members. 

The  Committee  divided.  For  the  Motion 
233  ;  Against  it  1.51— Majority  82. 

The  next  question  was,  **  that  Dorches- 
ter stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Lord  Ashleij  said,  that  before  the  ques- 
tion was  put,  he  wished  to  state  u  few 
facts,  after  which  he  should  leave  the 
question  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 
He  should  wish  to  know  on  what  princi- 
ple the  noble  liOrd  proceeded,  whether  on 
that  of  property,  or  population  ?  If  he  pro- 
ceeded on  that  of  population  alone,  then  it 
must  be  admitted,  that  Dorchester  was  not 
entitled  to  be  excepted.  It  had,  it  was 
true,  only  a  population  of  about  2.743, 
but  it  had  500  voters.  Moreover,  it 
was  entitled  to  some  consideration  as  it 
was  a  county-town  ;  and,  besides  this, 
though  its  population  was  small,  it  was 
of  a  very  thriving  kind.  As  a  proof  of 
this,  he  might  mention,  that  there  were 
no  less  than  333  houses  of  above  10/.  a 
year  rent  in  the  town.  He  wished  to 
know,  then,  on  wliat  principle  it  was,  that 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  put  the  bo- 
rouGfh  of  Dorchester  into  schedule  B  (  In 
some  instances  the  noble  Lord  took  popu- 
lation, in  others  he  took  property,  as  the 
standard.  If  he  were  to  disfranchise  this 
borough,  even  partially,  as  now  proposed, 
he  would  be  excluding  the  consideration 
of  property,  und  going  solely  upon  the 
principle  of  population,  for  the  borough 
itself  possessed  thirty-three  above  the 
mystic  number  of  10/.  houses  required 
by  the  noble  Lord.  Fordington  was 
a  part  of  Dorchester,  as  much  as  the 
parish  v.hich  had  been  formerly  alluded 
to  was  a  part  of  the  borough  of  Wood- 
stock.    It  was,  in  fact,  impossible  to  dis- 


tinguish between  them.     If  they  were  al- 
lowed to  be  united,  then,  both  in  respect 
of  population  and  of  property,  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  bound  to  let  Dorchester  re- 
tain its  two  Members,  for  the  two  places, 
takdi  together,  possessed,  as  it  appeared 
by  the  returns  of  1821,  a  pppulatioa  of 
above  4,000.     It  was  true,  that  Fording- 
ton was  not  within  the  limits  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Dorchester;  but  then  it  was  so 
closely  adjoining  to  it,  that,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this   Bill,  they   might   well   be 
united  together.     Why  might  not  Ford- 
ington be  added  to  Dorchester,    as  Fal- 
mouth had  been   added  to  Peoryn,  and 
Walmer  to   Deal  ?     Both    these    places 
were  at  a  greater  distance  from  the  towns 
to  which  they  had  been  united,  than  was 
Fordington  from  the  borough  of  Dorches- 
ter. In  fact,  Fordington  was  as  much  part 
of  Dorchester,  as  Marylebone  was  part  of 
London.     He  ought  also  to  mention,  with 
respect  to  the  cronduct  of  the  bur^sses  gf 
Dorchester,  that  they  had  never  returned 
a  stranger  who  came  among  them  recom- 
mended by  his  purse  alone,  but  had  al- 
ways returned  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  county  by  the  large  possessions  they 
held  in  it.     He  was  sure  that  the  borough 
was,   in    no    degree,    a    nomination  bo- 
rough. There  was  no  one  of  property  in  the 
borough  suHiciently  predominant  to  com- 
mand the  return  of  any  Member  for  the 
borough.     No  one  could  corpmand  such 
an  influence  ;  for  the  principal  population 
of  the  borou^jh  were  persons  ot  property, 
and  many  of  them  resided  on  their  own 
property.     The  conduct  of  the  constitu- 
ency of  that  borough  never  had  been  such 
as  to  justify  the  Government  in  placing  it 
in  schedule  B.     He  had  been  connected 
with  the  borough  for  so  many  years,  that 
lie  should  not  do  justice  to  his  feelings  if 
he  did  not  say  what  he  knew  in  the  favour 
of  his  constituents.    He  had  spoken  to  bis 
father  on  the  subject,  and  his  fatlier  as- 
serted on  his  honour,  that  during  two  elec- 
tions, in  which  there  had  been  a  strong 
opposition,  he  had  never  given  anything 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  borough  for  their 
votes.     He  himself  had  sat  in  two  Parlia- 
ments as  the  Representative  of  that  bo- 
rough, and  he  was  anxious  to  declare,  that 
he  never  had  been  asked  for  a  favour  by 
those  who  returned  him,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  that  he  never  had  had  it  in  his 
power  to  confer  a  favour  on  any  one  of 
his  constituents.     He  felt  bound  to  speak 
thus  of  constituents  &om  whpm  he  wa9 
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now  abou^  to  be  separated ;  and  be  did  I  and  populous.    That,  however,  was  not 


assure  the  Committee,  that  in  his  con- 
science he  believed  the  electors  of  Dor- 
chester tQ  be  free  from  any  imputation  of 
corruption*  As  compared  with  six  other 
boroughs  that  were  allowed  to  retain  two 
Members  each,  the  names  of  ivhichi  bo- 
roughs he  would  not  mention,  lest  it 
mig^bt  appear  invidious,  Dorches^ter  con- 
tained a  far  greater  number  of  10/.  houses 
than  either  of  them.  In  fact,  Dorchester 
contained  sixty  more  10/.  houses  than  the 
highest  of  tho^e  six  boroughs.  United, 
therefore,  with  Fordington,  it  would  af- 
ford at  once  the  recjuisite  amount  of  po- 
Culation,  and  the  requisite  number  of  10/. 
ouses  to  entitle  it  still  to  retoin  its  two 
Members ;  and  feeling,  as  he  did,  proud  of 
the  honour  which  the  electors  of  Dorchester 
bad  conferred  upon  him,  and  of  which  he 
was  now  to  be  deprived,  he  would  assert, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  it  was 
out  of  the  power  of  his  Majesty's  Min- 
isters, or  any  other  set  of  men,  to  create 
a  more  excellent  constituency  than  that 
which  Dorchester  now  boasted-     As  this 

Erobably  was  the  last  Parliament  in  which 
e  should  sit  for  that  place,  he  deemed  it 
right  to  make  this  statement  in  favour  of 
his  constituents. 

lx)rd  Altharp  said,  the  noble  Lord  was 
the  last  man  in  that  House  to  whom  he 
would  attribute  any  corrupt  or  improper 
election  proceeding.  The  noble  Lord  had 
observed,  that  he  considered  himself  on 
this  occasion  as  taking  leave  of  his  con- 
stituents. He  did  not,  however,  think  that 
such  was  the  case,  because  the  noble 
Lord's  character  always  stood  so  high, 
that  it  would  induce  any  body  of  constitu- 
ents with  whom  he  might  happen  to  be 
connected,  still  to  give  him  tneir  honest 
support.  The  noble  Lord  admitted  that, 
takmg  the  rule  of  population,  there  was 
no  case  for  Dorchester.  **But,"  observed 
the  noble  Lord,  "  you  ought,  with  respect 
to  this  borough^  to  adopt  the  mixed  prin- 
ciple of  population  and  property,  which 
you  have  laid  down  in  other  instances." 
What  Ministers,  however,  had  stated  was, 
that  they  would  adopt  population  as  the 
basis  upon  which  Members  were  to  be  re- 
turned to  Parliament,  but  that,  when  they 
found  the  constituency  defective,  they 
would  then  look  to  property  as  an  essen- 
tial point.  Deal  and  Walmer  had  been 
attached  to  Sandwich,  and  Falmouth  to 
Penryn,  upon  this  very  principle,  the 
towns  thus  joined  being  Urge,  wealthy, 


the  case  with  reference  to  Fordington. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  this  was  not  a 
nomination  borough.  That  might  be  so. 
He  knew  that  some  of  the  boroughs  which 
this  Bill  would  affect  were  not  nomination 
boroughs  ;  but  Ministers  hoped,  that  th< 
aherations  now  proposed,  as  they  would 
prevent  inconsiderable  places  from  send- 
ing Members  to  Parliament,  would  ef 
fectually  put  a  stop  to  that  system  out  oi 
which  nomination  boroughs  had  grown 
Upon  these  grounds  he  could  not  consent 
to  remove  Dorchester  from  schedule  B. 

Mr.  R,  Williams  supported  the  propo- 
sition for  taking  Dorchester  out  of  sche- 
dule B.  He  had  represented  that  borougV 
for  twenty-five  years,  and  he  could  de- 
cidedly say,  that  it  was  not  a  nominatioi 
borough.  He  had  been  elected  by  th( 
free  votes  of  the  burgesses,  although,  whei 
he  first  started  as  a  candidate,  he  did  noi 
own  a  single  house  in  the  town.  The  elec 
tors  at  present  amounted  to  above  500 
and  they  were  free  and  independent.  Un- 
der this  Bill  they  would  only  amount  U 
about  300.  If  any  thing  could,  therefore 
make  Dorchester  a  corrupt  borough,  thi 
Bill  would  do  it. 

Sir  G.  Warrender  said,  that  the  bo 
rough  which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre 
sent  (Honiton)  was  the  only  other  placi 
in  schedule  B  that  had  the  number  of  10/ 
houses  (exceeding  300)  which  the  nobh 
Lord  had  laid  down  as  the  rule,  I 
appeared  that  Dorchester  had  333  10/ 
houses,  and  500  electors,  while  the  bo 
rough  which  he  represented  had  550  resi 
dent  electors,  and  upwards  of  300  10/ 
houses.  So  that,  in  these  two  instances 
there  was  a  suBicient  constituency  with 
out  going  elsewhere  to  look  for  one.  Un 
der  the  new  plan,  several  boroughs,  th( 
names  of  which  he  did  not  wish  to  men 
tion,  would  still  send  two  Members  to  Par 
liaraent,  though  they  did  not  contain  s( 
many  10/.  houses  as  Dorchester  and  Ho 
niton.  In  one  of  them  the  number  of  10/ 
houses  was  227,  in  another  225,  a  thirc 
225,  a  fourth  208,  and  Sandwich  525 
With  respect  to  this  last  place,  it  woulc 
become,  under  this  Bill,  a  very  snug  no 
mination  borough,  in  the  hands  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. This  he  could  state  positivelv 
on  his  own  knowledge  of  the  borough 
which  he  had  represented  in  two  Parlia 
ments.  All  these  boroughs  to  which  hi 
had  referred  would,  in  fact,  be  nothing  bu 
nomination  boroughs.    And  most  assur 


495      Parliamentanj  Reform—     { COMMONS }         BiUfor  England-- 


496 


cdly,  if  he  were  returned  for  Honiton  in  a 
Reformed  Parliament,  he  would  attack 
those  nomination  boroughs.  A  most  ar- 
bitrary and  unjust  rule  had  been  adopted 
by  the  Government  in  framing  this  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  mean  to  impute  im- 
proper motives  to  them,  but  certainly  the 
course  they  pursued  would  have  the  ef- 
fect of  creating  a  great  number  of  nomina- 
tion boroughs.  This  schedule  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  the  death  of  the  Bill.  He 
admitted,  that  the  majority  of  the  public 
were  with  the  noble  Lord  ;  but  when  they 
proceeded  to  disfranchise  5,000  or  6,000 
electors,  against  whom  no  complaint  was 
made,  and  when  the  result  was  only  to 
create  nomination  boroughs,  to  what  con- 
clusion would  the  country  come,  when  it 
ultimately  began  to  reason  on  this  sub- 
ject? He  did  not  impute  improper  mo- 
tives to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  nor  to 
any  other  hon.  Member,  but  he  must  still 
say,  that  this  Bill  would  have  the  effect 
of  transferring  the  nomination  boroughs 
from  one  family  to  another.  This  was  the 
case  particularly  with  Amersham — and,  as 
far  as  he  could  form  an  opinion,  he  be- 
lieved the  electors  would  sooner  be  dis- 
franchised altogether.  There  were  so 
many  anomalies  in  schedule  B,  that  he  be- 
lieved it  would  at  last  be  the  death  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  well  known,  that  he  had  not 
given  any  factious  opposition  to  Ministers, 
and  even  that  he  had  abstained  from  pro- 
posing his  intended  amendment  at  an 
early  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  this  he  did  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  all  unnecessary  de- 
lay; but  he  could  not  hear  of  the  dis- 
franchisement of  Dorcjiester,  which  so 
nearly  resembled  the  case  of  Honiton,  for 
which  he  was  the  sitting  Member,  without 
entering  his  protest  against  it.  He  must 
also  object  to  that  plan  by  which  a  rov- 
ing commission  was  to  be  sent  through 
the  several  counties,  for  the  purpose  of 
subdividing  them  at  pleasure.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  reconsider  this  case, 
and  withdraw  Dorchester  from  the  sche- 
dule. 

Mr.  G.  Bankes  said,  the  House  could 
not  very  well  spare  two  such  intelligent 
Members  as  now  represented  Dorchester. 
One  of  them  (Mr.  Williams),  who  had  been 
connected  with  that  place  for  twenty-five 
years,  proved  that  it  was  not  a  nomina- 
tion borough.  He  was  not  the  owner  of  a 
single  house  in  the  town,  but  he  was 
elected  on  account  of  the  high  character 
and   reputation  which  he  bore   in  the 


county,  where  he  was  well  known.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  express- 
ed a  wish  that  the  noble  Lord  (Ashley) 
should  be  again  returned  for  Dorchester ; 
but  surely  that  noble  person  could  have  no 
reason  for  desiring  that  the  other  Member 
should  be  excluded.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  Ministers,  in  the  whole  of  their  pro- 
ceedings, were  mending  the  Constitution 
with  one  hand,  while  they  were  making 
holes  in  it  with  the  other.  He  did  not 
understand  why  Sandwich  and  Penryn 
were  suffered  to  remain,  while  places  of  at 
least  as  much  importance  were  wholly  or 
partially  disfranchised »  except  that,  in 
these  cases,  Ministers  were  acting  on  a 
conservative  principle,  and  sparing  certain 
boroughs  to  which  they  or  their  friends 
might  have  access.  He  was  the  more 
especially  inclined  to  believe  that  this  was 
the  case,  because  the  noble  Paymaster 
seemed  to  have  put  forth  his  feelers  on  this 
point,  when  he  said,  that  after  the  Bill 
was  passed,  it  would  be  for  the  House  to 
consider,  if  they  thought  fit,  whether  any 
alteration  should  be  made  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  those  who  had  ac- 
cepted of  oflBce  should  take  their  seats  in 
that  House.  Fordington  ought  to  be 
joined  to  Dorchester,  as  Deal  and  Walmer 
were  coupled  with  Sandwich,  and  Fal- 
mouth with  Penryn.  The  rights  of  indi- 
viduals should  not  be  sacrificed  to  mere 
technicalities ;  and  he  could  see  no  reason 
why,  in  several  instances.  Ministers  had 
adhered  to  ecclesiastical  divisions  in  ad- 
ministering civil  affairs.  When  the  At- 
torney General  carried  them  back  to  the 
days  of  purity,  to  the  time  of  Alfred,  he 
ought  to  have  recollected,  that  this  coun- 
try then  had  divisions  of  hundreds  and 
tithings  with  respect  to  civil  matters,  while 
the  division  of  parishes  related  solely  to 
ecclesiastical  affairs.  Dorchester  had  been 
rightly  described  as  the  county-town  of  a 
flourishing  district,  and  certainly  it  ought 
not  to  be  partially  disfranchised  as  it 
possessed  a  proper  constituency. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought,  that  there  were 
very  good  reasons  for  giving  to  the  bo- 
rough of  Dorchester  the  advantage  of  its 
connection  with  Fordington.  The  two 
phces  were  one  continuous  town.  Al- 
though Fordington  was  not  in  theboroughy 
yet  it  constituted  a  part  of  the  town ; 
and  according  to  the  principle  by  which 
Ministers  had  been  guided,  there  appeared 
good  ground  for  constituting  an  exception 
in  favour  of  Dorchester.    Snt  supposing 
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that  were  not  the  case,  then  he  admitted 
that  the  populalion  of  Dorchester  was  not 
sufficient  to  exempt  it  from  the  line  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but  in  making 
that  admission,  he  clearly  proved  the  ab- 
surdity of  that  line,  because  a  borough 
was  about  to  be  disfranchised  which  it  was 
admitted  was  most  perfect.  He  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  he 
considered  a  more  important  principle. 
The  constituency  of  Dorchester  consisted 
of  every  inhabitant  householder  who  con- 
tributed to  the  local  charges.  These  in 
number  amounted  to  500;  but  the  new 
rule  would  deprive  the  town  of  200  of 
these,  and  would  confine  the  constituency 
to  300  votes.  It  might  be  said,  that  he 
was  stating  this  for  the  purpose  of  exciting 
dissatisfaction  amongst  those  who  would 
be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill ;  but  he  wish- 
ed explicitly  to  declare,  that  he  would 
never  ally  himself  with  those  whose  object 
was  to  excite  dissatisfaction  amongst  any 
class  whatever.  He  must  say,  however, 
that  it  was  a  fatal  error  in  this  Bill,  that 
when  the  opportunity  offered  of  maintain- 
ing the  connection  between  the  wealthy 
class  of  voters,  and  that  class  which  was 
above  pauperism,  but  below  the  line  of 
being  lOZ.  householders,  they  neglected  it, 
and  thus  lost  the  fair  opportunity  of  soft- 
ening the  harshness  of  the  arbitrary  line 
which  they  had  laid  down.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have,  in  this  instance,  given 
the  franchise  to  all  those  who  were  above 
pauperism.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  by 
this  that  the  people  had  the  right  to  the 
elective  franchise,  for  all  they  had  a  right 
to  was  to  be  well  governed ;  but,  by  refus- 
ing the  franchise  under  such  circum- 
stances, they  were  diminishing  the  chance 
that  this  arrangement  would  be  final.  It 
might  be  alleged  that  these  poorer  house- 
holders would  be  more  open  to  bribery; 
but  he  could  truly  say,  that,  as  far  as  his 
experience  went,  they  were  not  in  the 
least  more  open  to  bribery  than  the  voters 
for  residences  of  lOZ.  value.  The  House 
had  only  to  look  at  Liverpool  to  be  con- 
vinced of  that  fact.  He  did  not  mean  to 
contend  for  the  indiscriminate  admission 
of  all  the  class  of  voters  to  whom  he  al- 
luded, for  he  was  aware  that  in  manufac- 
turing districts  the  franchise  to  10/.  house- 
holders would  be  almost  equivalent  to 
Universal  Suffrage.  The  very  ground, 
therefore,  on  which  he  would  refuse  the 
franchise  to  householders  under  10/.  in  a 
manufacturing  town,  would  be  the  same  as 


that  on  which  he  would  desire  to  continue 
it  to  Dorchester.  The  rule  laid  down  o 
10/.  qualifications  would  admit  in  on< 
place  a  lower  class  of  voters  than  could  be 
found  in  the  51,  houses  of  the  other.  Hen 
there  was  a  case  in  which  Ministers  might 
with  perfect  safety,  have  permitted  50C 
householders  to  preserve  their  franchise 
and,  so  far  from  disfranchising  the  bo< 
rough,  he  thought  that  they  ought  to  hav< 
seized  the  opportunity  of  continuing  to  i 
its  present  privileges  as  soon  as  they  dis- 
covered that  they  could  do  so  withoui 
violating  their  own  arbitrary  rule. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  said,  that  the  discus- 
sion  of  that  evening  was  a  proof  that  an] 
concession,  no  matter  how  fair  and  just 
only  led  to  demands  for  farther  conces- 
sions, which  had  nothing  of  fairness  oi 
justice  in  them ;  and  he  was  convinced 
that  if  what  had  been  asked,  with  regarc 
to  Appleby,  had  been  granted,  instead  oi 
being,  as  it  had  been,  most  justly  anc 
righteously  refused,  there  would  not  have 
been  a  single  borough  in  schedule  A,  witl 
regard  to  which  similar  claims  would  not 
have  been  put  forward,  and  there  woulc 
not  have  been  a  single  borough  retain- 
ed in  schedule  B.  He  could  not  hel[ 
congratulating  the  hon.  member  for  Corfc 
Castle  (Mr.  G.  Bankes)  upon  his  constitu- 
tional  fears,  lest,  by  any  alteration  in  the 
existing  law,  Members,  on  accepting 
office,  should  not  necessarily  be  sent  bacli 
to  their  constituents ;  and  that  so  great, 
popular,  and  constitutional  a  control,  ovei 
the  appointment  of  a  Ministry,  should  hi 
lost.  But  where  did  the  hon.  Membei 
find  that  control  under  the  present  system  ] 
Did  not  the  hon.  Member  recollect,  thai 
when  a  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  was  re- 
jected by  his  constituents  at  Oxford,  he  took 
refuge  in  the  small  borough  of  Westbury^ 
[*^  hear*' from  the  Opposition,']  If  the  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  be  good  en  ough  to  listen  ^ 
they  would  find  his  argument  was  not  a1 
all  favourable  to  their  views  upon  this  sub- 
ject [renewed  cries  of  "  hear**  from  the 
Opposition.]  Let  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
cheer  what  he  was  about  to  say  now. 
Could  it  make  any  difference — with  regard 
to  this  supposed  popular  control — whethei 
a  Minister  sat  in  that  House  ex'officioy  oi 
whether  a  Minister  were  turned  over  to  the 
patron  of  a  nomination  borough,  to  be  re- 
turned by  such  patron  ?  Did  the  hon. 
member  for  Corfe  Castle  mean  to  say,  that 
a  man  was  sent  back  to  his  constituents, 
and  that  a  popular  check  and  control  wert 
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ejusrcmd,  when  that  man,  having  vacated 
his  seat  for  one  plf^ce,  was  returned  for 
Westbury,  or  any  siipilar  borough  ?  With 
regard  to  th^  oaie  npw  before  them,  the 
population  of  Dorchesteri  it  was  admitted, 
did  not  Gom^  up  to  the  line  which  had 
b^en  laid  down  ;  and  a^  Ministers  niust  by 
thi9  time  have  seen,  th^t  one  concession 
would  pnly  have  the  effect  of  provoking 
demands  for  another,  he  did  trust,  that 
they  would  adhere  rigidly  to  that  line, 
both  in  the  ca^e  of  this,  and  of  every  other 
borough. 

Lord  Ashley  said,  that  Dorchester,  in- 
cluding the  liberty  of  Fordington,  con- 
tained 4,018  inhabitants,  and  they  were  so 
clof^ly  united  that  a  stranger  would  sup- 
pose them  to  be  one  town. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  the  hon. Gentleman  who 
addressed  the  Committee  last  but  one,  had 
laboured  to  prove  that  Dorchester  in  1821 
did  not  contain  4,000   inhabitants.      If, 
however,  that  fact  could  be   made  out, 
th^y  were  euiitied  to  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Member,  and  that  of  his  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Kirkcudbright.  The  whole 
country  would   see,  that  the  borough  of 
Dorchester,  having  a  constituency  of  500 
electors,  was  to  be  cut  down  to  300  ;  con- 
sequently such  a  measure  could  not  be 
considered  the  best  means  of  giving  the 
people  better  Representatives.     It  was  a 
serious  thing  to  take  away  the   elective 
franchise  from  the  poorer  classes.     The 
Bill  did  the  reverse  of  what  it  should  do. 
It  gave  Universal   Suflrage  in  the  large 
manufacturing  towns,  and  curtailed  the 
right  of  voting  in   small   rowns.     With 
respect  to  the  borough  of  Dorchester,  he 
could  only  say  if  Major  Cartwright  had 
brought  forth  the  extraordinary  measure 
it  might  not  have  been  considered  so  won- 
derful, but  that  Ministers  should  lay  down 
a  plan  to  disfranchise  the  gicat  county 
.    towns  of  England,  such  as  Dorchester, 
J    Guildford,  and  Appleby,  was  beyond  any 
thing  visionary  in  the  most  visionary  en- 
]    thusiast.     An  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
j   they  had    been   spoiled    by   concession. 
I   That  was  certainly  an  extraordinary  doc- 
^   trine.    Some  few  Gentlemen  were  to  alter 
the  Constitution  of  England,  and  a  large 
I  portion  of  the  Commons  of  England  were 
I  not  to  say  they  were  wrong.  If  they  called 
^  for  alteration  of  an  extravagant  plan,  they 
^  were  to  be  told,  "  Oh,  no  ;  wc  will  make 
no  concession."   When  the  people  of  Eng- 
^  land  recovered  their  reason,  and  found  the 
I  Minifters  disfranchising  their  county  townsi 


they  would,  as  they  ought,  protest  agaiq»t 
the  whole  proceeding. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  it  w{^ 
extremely  difficult  for  Gentlemen  on  bid 
side  of  the  I{ou«e  to  know  by  what  course 
they  could  give  satisfaction  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  If  they  made  speeches 
in  reply  as  long  as  those  which  provoked 
them,  it  was  quite  clear,  that  they  should 
be  playing  the  game  of  their  adversaries  by 
that  delay.  If  they  did  answer,  tliey  were 
overpowered  by  loud  vollie^  of  interrup- 
tion from  that  well-bred  House,  poured  m 
upon  them  in  the  middle  of  their  speeches, 
wilfully  mis-stating  their  arguments,  and 
preventing  them  from  stating  their  own 
conclusions.  He  had  hoped  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Knaresborougb, 
had  exploded  this  irrational  practice. 
But,  on  the  contrary,  in  the  course  of  that 
very  evening,  when  a  new  Member  and  a 
young  man  (iVlr.  J.  Stanley),  had  brought 
forward  observations  delivered  upon  the 
question,  strictly  confined  to  the  point, 
he  was  stopped,  in  the  midst  of  them,  by 
cheers  and  shouts  of  ridicule.  Similar 
treatment  was  received  last  night  by  a 
noble  Lord  :  and  it  proceeded  from  the 
friends  of  order,  and  abhorrers  of  all  mob 
proceedings — from  a  House  of  Commons, 
which  piqued  itself  upon  politeness  and 
good  breeding,  and  regretted  nothing  so 
much  in  its  own  dissolution,  as  the  sup- 
posed coarseness  and  vulgarity  of  its  re- 
formed successor.  This  mode  of  dealing 
with  arguments,  before  they  were  even 
uttered,  created  no  small  difficulty  on 
those,  who  had  to  carry  on  the  controversy 
before  such  arbiters.  Another  mode  of 
treating  the  arguments  from  that  (the  Mi- 
nisterial) side  of  the  House  was,  by  reply- 
ing, **  Oh!  that's  no  answer  at  all."  Now 
such  answers  happened  to  be  the  best 
they  could  give,  shortly,  indeed,  ex- 
pressed, and  not  in  that  plausible  and 
solemn  manner,  nor  ut  that  wearisome 
length,  with  which,  on  the  other  side,  one 
and  the  same  string  of  arguments  against 
the  Bill  were  so  constantly  repeated  upon 
every  one  of  its  details.  If  the  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  side  did  give  an  answer, 
they  were  told,  that  it  was  no  answer  at  all ; 
and,  if  they  gave  no  answer,  then  it  was 
said  that  they  had  none  to  give.  The 
Gentlemen  opposite  might  continue  to 
pursue  this  course  if  they  pleased;  but 
then  they  must  allow  him  and  his  hon. 
friends  to  choose  whether  they  would  speak 
under  such  circumstance!  or  remain  siUnt. 
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Tho  present  questiop  related  to  placing 
Dorchester  ia  schedule  B;   and  a  new 
horror  was    started    in  the  face  of  that 
proceeding.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last,  had  exclaimed,  in  agony  and 
astonishment,  ''Good God!  youareaboHt 
to  disfranchise  a  county  town. '  This^how- 
ever>  was  a  mistake ;  they  were  gqipg  to 
do  no  such  thing.    They  were  merely  going 
to  deprive  ^  county  town  of  one  Member, 
and  they  were  going  to  do  this  because 
the  return  of  one  Member  was  as  much  as 
its  fair  share  in  the  general  Representation 
of  the  country,     out  suppose  they  had 
been  going  to  disfranchise  a  county  town, 
where    had    the    hon.   Gentleman    (Mr. 
Baring)  found,  in  his  constitutional  read- 
ing, that  there  was  any  pecessary  con- 
nexion   between    Representation    and  a 
county  town  f  Chelmsford,  which  was  the 
county  town  of  Essex,  returned  no  Mem- 
bers ;  Mansfield  was  the  county  town  of 
Nottinghamshire,     and    it    returned    oo 
Members ;  the  sgime  was  true  of  other 
county  towns,  and  he  bad  never  heard,  that 
they  were   the   worse  for  not  returning 
Members,  any  more  than  he  had  ever  heard 
that  Wilton  was  the  more  respectable  be- 
cause it  did  return  Members.  They  had  been 
told,  too,  th^t  they  were  sitting  now  upon  a 
judicial  inquiry.    This  he  denied.    No  fal- 
lacy could  be  greater.  They  were  carrying 
on  a  great  work  of  expediency  in  their  legis- 
lative capacity;  not  inquiring,  as  in  a  court 
of  justice,  whether  this  town  or  that  was 
guilty  of  the  crime  of  falling  short  of  a 
^iven  number  of  inhabitants.     However, 
if  it  were  so,  then  let  them  see  how  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  acted*  in  their 
judicial  capacity.     An  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
G.  Warrender)  opposite  had  told  themi 
that  he  entreated  a  fair,   calm,  and  dis- 
passionate consideration   of  the  case   of 
Dorchester ;  and  why  ?     Because  the  case 
of  Dorchester  was  the  same  as  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Baronet's  own  borough.     This 
was  the  cpnduct  of  a  disinterested  judge ; 
who,  if  they  were  sitting  upon  a  judicial 
inquiry,  would  undoubtedly  be  banished 
from  the  bench.     He  could  not  feel,  how- 
ever, that  the  cases  were  so  precisely  similar. 
Was  Honitoo  always  pure  ?  Had  the  elect- 
ors never  been  bribed  ?  Were  they  above  all 
suspicion  of  taking  bribes  ?    He  believed 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  say  yes  ?  And 
now  what  was  the  question  at  present  be- 
fore the  Committee?     It  was  this:  there 
bad  been  laid  dowQ  a  certain  line,  and 
it  wa«  admittedi  that  Porcb^ster  was  below 


that  line.  The  question,  theo,  fvas — whe- 
ther it  should  lose  one  of  its  Mim)>ers  ? 
It  was  contended  that  it  ought  jkoi  to  Ipse 
one  of  its  Members,  because,  by  addiog  tp 
the  population  of  Dorchester  the  pppiy)a- 
tion  of  a  neighbouring  town,  a  popuia^m 
of  4,018,  would  be  produced.  That  jSf 
Dorchester  aud  somethipg  else  a^nount  tp 
4,000 ;  ergo,  Dorchester  PMght  not  tp  be 
scheduled.  The  popuUtiou  of  Dorchester 
was  below  the  rule  laid  down,  andi  even 
if  Fordingtop  were  added,  it  would  only 
exceed  the  number  of  4,000  by  eighteen, 
and  a  small  number  of  these  a  rural 
population.  The  borough  w^s  placed 
m  schedule  P,  and  it  was  for  those 
who  were  desirous  of  rempving  it  from 
thence,  to  prove,  that  its  population  was 
such  as  to  Uke  it  out  of  th«  rule  which 
governed  the  Representation  under  the  Bill; 
but  they  themselves  prove  tha  contrary. 
An  argument  had  been  used  by  tba  rigbt 
hon.  member  for  Tam worth  last  avenJQf, 
which  seemed  calculated  to  jnAM^PPe  this 
discussion.  The  norther^  half  of  England 
waB  to  obtain,  by  the  Bill,  ipany  mpra  R^- 
present^tiyei  than  the  south  would  pbtain- 
But  in  drawipg  bis  arbitrary  Hd^i  did  it 
never  strike  tbi^  hpn,  Member,  tb^Lt  the 
southern  counties  were  still  more  out  of 
proportion  under  the  prei0nt  system  ? 
Dorsetshire  returned  twenty  Members; 
Cornwall  forty-two ;  and  Wiltshire  thjrty- 
four;  making  nearly  100  Members  from 
three  counties.  The  Representation  of  Wilt- 
shire alone,  exceeded  that  of  Lincolnshire, 
Lancashire,  and  Cumberland,  while  Wilt- 
shire and  Cornwall  together  returned  wore 
Members  than  Yorkshire,  Lanpashire*  Der*- 
bysbire,  Lincolnshire.  Leicestershire,  and 
Cheshire  put  together,  even  if  spme  others 
were  added  to  them.  It  was  from  those 
parts,  so  over-represented,  that  the  Repre- 
sentation was  to  be  tftken  away  by  this 
Bill,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  it  to  pl§oes 
the  Representation  of  which  was  insuffi- 
cient. The  north  gained  more,  becaasathe 
south  had  already  too  much ;  its  oyeir  Hd- 
presentation  was  the  very  evil  to  be  rffii)a- 
died ;  and  the  remedy  was  called  unequal 
and  vicious  in  its  principle  I  When  u^ay 
were  reproached  with  adhering  to  their  liof , 
he  must  say,  that  all  the  difficultie«  arose 
from  quitting  it.  In  common  consistency, 
therefore,  they  were  bpund  to  adhere  to 
the  line,  and  between  that  opurse,  and  the 
utter  abandonment  of  the  line,  be  cpuld 
perceive  no  mode  of  proceeding  wbv^ 

would  not  lead  to  the  mort  flii<;liiiUiif  i 
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perhaps  the  most  conflictiDg,  results. 
He  fully  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  John  Stanley)  near  him,  that 
one  concession  only  led  to  demands  for 
another.  All  the  diflBculties  now  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill  might  be  attributed  to  the 
concessions  made  by  Ministers,  not  in  the 
House,  but  out  of  doors,  In  the  case  of 
Tamworth,  Aldborough,  Truro,  and  other 
places.  He  hoped,  however,  they  would 
be  driven  into  no  further  concessions  by 
that  House,  constituted  as  it  was.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  opposite 
had,  in  speaking  of  this  line,  permitted 
himself  to  use  the  word  "  absurdity  ;"  to 
speak  of  the  absurdity  of  the  line,  which 
absurdity,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  consisted  in  their  reducing  the 
constituency  of  Dorchester  from  500  to 
300.  But,  in  the  first  place,  the  line  did 
no  such  thing,  for  all  existing  rights  were 
preserved  during  the  lifetime  of  those  en- 
titled to  those  rights,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  many  years  before  this  reduction 
took  place,  if  ever  it  took  place  at  all. 
Then,  again,  the  line  was  an  absurd  one, 
because  il^passed  over  a  particular  class  of 
voters :  but,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 
must  not  every  line  do  the  same  ?  must 
not  some  persons  always  be  excluded,  what- 
ever arrangement  might  be  made,  if  that 
arrangement  stopped  short  of  Universal 
Suffrage?  Nay,  even  Universal  Suffrage 
must  exclude  some,  for  the.  hon.  member 
for  Preston  defined  it  to  be  the  right  of  all 
persons,  who  had  attained  the  age  of 
twenty-one ;  but  might  not  the  young  gen- 
tlemen of  twenty  and  a  half  adopt  the  ar- 
gument of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
say  that  they  were  heartlessly  and  arbi- 
trarily used  by  the  law  ?  Might  not  those 
young  gentlemen,  who  wanted  so  little  of 
the  legal  age,  who  came  so  near  to  what 
they  might  think  the  absurd  legal  line — 
might  not  one  of  these  say,  as  the  friends 
of  the  borough  of  Dorchester  said,  "  How 
hard  is  my  case ;  I  am  stronger  and  taller 
than  my  brother,  who  is  twenty-one ;  I 
earn  more  money  than  he  does  ;  I  know 
more  than  he  does ;  I  am  in  a  more  flou- 
rishing condition  than  he  is ;  and  yet, 
because  I  am  six  months  younger,  I  am 
not  to  be  allowed  a  vote,  though  he  has 
one.*'  The  argument  of  such  a  gentle- 
man would  be  quite  as  good  as  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  Dorchester,  and  he  would 
have  just  as  much  show  of  reasoning  in 
calling  the  law  heartless,  arbitrary,  and 
nbsurdy  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  in 


applying  those  epithets  to  the  line  which 
excluded  Dorchester  from  returning  two 
Members  to  Parliament.  In  a  wond,  the 
direct  consequence  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's argument  was,  that  the  suffrage 
should  be  universal;  for  if  a  line  were 
drawn  short  of  that,  there  would  always 
be  a  large  number  of  discontented  persons, 
who  would  come  near  the  line,  and  whose 
claims,  therefore,  to  the  suffrage  would, 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  mode  of  rea- 
soning, be  just  and  equitable  claims.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded 
by  regretting  that  hon.  Members  had  not 
confined  their  observations  to  the  case  be-> 
fore  the  Committee,  and  deferred  the  dis- 
cussion into  which  they  had  embarked 
until  they  came  to  the  10/.  clause. 

Sir  G,  Warrender,  in  explanation,  al- 
luded to  the  assertion  that  he  had  decided 
against  Dorchester,  with  reference  to  his 
own  borough  of  Honiton.  He  had  said, 
the  borough  of  Honiton  was  the  only  bo- 
rough in  the  class  which  could  be  com- 
pared with  Dorchester,  but  he  had  no  in- 
tention to  prejudge  the  case  of  Honiton. 
He  certainly  concurred  in  the  praise  be- 
stowed on  the  noble  Lord,  but  the  learned 
Attorney  General  had  attacked  his  con- 
stituents. He  wished  to  ask  the  learned 
Attorney  General,  where  he  had  acquired 
the  art  of  censuring  persons  before  they 
were  convicted  of  an  offence  ?  He  would 
tell  the  Attorney  General  that  his  constitu- 
ents were  as  pure  as  those  of  Nottingham. 
He  had  been  returned  as  independent 
as  a  man  could  be,  and  he  repelled  with 
disdain  the  accusations  which  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  thrown  out  against  his 
constituents.  He  could  understand  that  a 
desire  prevailed  to  get  rid  of  close  boroughs, 
but  the  measure  before  the  House  would  not 
effect  that  purpose/  Were  the  boroughs 
in  schedule  B,  nomination  boroughs  ?  No. 
His  Majesty's  Government  had  destroyed 
the  landmarks  of  the  Constitution.  They 
would  drive  the  vessel  of  State  into  un- 
known and  tempestuous  seas.  The  mea- 
sure was  pregnant  with  danger.  Whilst 
the  Ministers  were  looking  with  compla- 
cency to  the  result  of  their  Bill,  the 
Statesmen  of  other  countries  were  looking 
for  the  wreck  of  the  Government  here, 
where  the  libertes  of  mankind  had  been 
long  preserved,  and  where  freedom  had  ex- 
cited the  admiration  of  the  world. 

Lord  John  Russell  complained,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  his  argument 
against  the  borough  of  Dorchester,  had 
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brought  under  discussion  a  clause  ivhich 
was  not  regularly  before  the  Committee. 
He  would  not  then  discuss  whether  scot 
and  lot  payers  ought  to  retain  their  rights 
for  ever.     He  only  rose  to  beg  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  get  upon  the  quicksands  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  others 
would   drive   them.     The   only   question 
then  was,  whether  Dorchester  should  re- 
turn one  Member  or  two.     Every  thing  he 
had  seen  induced  him  to  keep  as  near  the 
line  they  had  drawn   as  possible.     They 
should  confine  themselves  to  the  question. 
Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  the  speech 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  just  addressed 
to' the  House,  had  but  one  fault,  which  was, 
that  it  should  have  been  addressed  to  his 
Majesty's  Attorney  General,  who  certainly 
had  studiously  avoided  the  case  of  Dor- 
chester, contenting  himself  with  lecturing 
them  on  manners  and  graces.     Mirabile 
dictu !  the  Attorney  General  had  turned 
Master  of  Ceremonies  to  the  House  of 
Commons.     Instead  of  looking  to  their 
side  of  the  House  to  blame  them  for  inter- 
ruption, the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  taketi  a  glance  behind  him. 
Would  the  Attorney  General  say,  he  had 
not  on  his  side  a  majority  of  interruption  ? 
He  was  astonished  to  find  the  gprave  At- 
torney General  becoming  the  tutor  of  Gen- 
tlemen, and  professor  of  graces  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     The  learned  Attorney-Ge- 
neral had  said,  they  were  not  sitting  to  do 
justice  to  the  boroughs,  and  at  the  moment 
that  argument  was  urged,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  complained  of  inter- 
ruption.    Was  it  not  enough  to  call  forth 
the  exclamation  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
interrupted  him  when  the  King's  Attorney- 
General  told  them,  when  they  were  dealing 
with  the  rights  of  thousands  of  persons 
now  living,  and  disposing  of  the  rights  of 
yet  unborn  generations,  that  those  rights 
were  not  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  princi- 
ples of  justice,  and  when  the  grave  Attor- 
ney General,  instead  of  proving  the  jus- 
tice and  propriety  of  so  dealing  with  the 
people,  took  it  upon  himself  to  lecture 
the  House  on  politeness — was  not  that 
enough  to  excite  merriment,  and  provoke 
interruption?     He  saw  the  friends  of  the 
learned  Attorney  General  at  the  time  look 
round,  and  express  by  gestures  that  he  had 
gone  too  far.     He  never  had  heard  the 
Attorney  General  attempt  to  grapple  with 
the  arguments  against  the  Bill.     There 
was  the  case  of  'Kruro,  which  must  be  an 
attractive  case,  opposed  to  a  lawyer,  be- 


cause it  was  a  case  in  point — it  was  a  pre- 
cedent, and  lawyers  liked  to  deal  with 
precedents,  yet  it  had  been  left  wholly 
untouched.  It  was  a  proof,  that  the  At- 
torney General  could  not  grapple  with  the 
case.  It  was  said,  that  Dorchester 
amounted  to  4,018  inhabitants,  and  the 
Attorney  General,  unable  to  grapple  with 
that  fact,  made  light  of  it.  •'  After  all," 
said  the  Attorney  General,  **  it  exceeded 
the  amount  required  by  no  more  than  the 
paltry  sum  of  eighteen."  When  a  line  of 
strict  justice  had  been  drawn,  the  learned 
Attorney  General  made  light  of  passing 
that  line  by  eighteen. 

The  Attorney  General, — I  did.no t  say  it 
was  the  paltry  number  of  eighteen ;  I  said, 
hypothetically,  if  it  had  been  eighteen. 

Mr.  Croker  could  not  see  much  differ- 
ence. The  Attorney  General  had  made 
light  of  the  excess,  because  it  was  no  more 
than  eighteen,  and  it  could  not  alter  the 
impression  upon  the  Attorney  General's 
mind,  although  it  was  expressed  hypothe- 
tically. Dorchester  was  an  ancient  town, 
comprehending  three  small  parishes.  The 
borough,  like  Truro,  was  within  narrow 
limits,  and  the  rest  of  the  town  was  added 
in  the  way  of  suburb.  Fordington  was  a 
liberty,  and  bore  the  same  relation  to  Dor- 
chester, as  the  liberty  of  Rye,  and  of 
other  places,  did  to  the  borough.  The  po- 
pulation of  Fordington,  was  1,941,  which, 
added  to  that  of  the  borough,  would  bring 
the  whole  up  to  4,600.  It  would  be  no 
more  than  fair  to  treat  this  borough  as 
Truro  had  been  treated. 

Mr.  Hunt  must  differ  in  one  point  from 
the  Attorney  General.  By  the  Act  of 
Settlement,  placeholders  had  no  right  to 
sit  in  that  House.  Major  Cartwright's 
hair,  it  was  said,  would  stand  on  end, 
if  he  saw  this  Bill.  He  denied  it,  in  the 
first  place,  because  he  had  no  hair.  Major 
Cartwright  did  not  wish  to  disfranchise 
any  class,  but  to  extend  the  franchise  to 
all  who  were  unjustly  excluded  from  it. 
When  he  saw  that  the  rotten,  dirty  little 
borough  of  Calne  was  to  have  two  Mem* 
bers,  he  felt  surprised  that  Dorchester  was 
to  have  only  one.  It  was  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  a  most  respectable  county- 
town.  He  had  no  doubt,  that  if  they  left 
it  in  schedule  B,  it  would  raise  a  question 
in  the  country  as  to  the  justice  of  their 
proceedings. 

The  House  divided.  Ayes  279 ;  Noes 
193_Majority  86. 
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List  of  the  Ayes. 
Aebesos,  Viscount         Duncombe,  T.  S. 


Adam,  Admiral  C. 
Allhorp,  Viscount 
Anson,  Hon.  G. 
Astley,SirJ.D. 
Atberley,  Arthur 
BaiHie,  James  Evan 
Bainbridge,  £.  T. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Bamett,  C.  J« 
Bayntun,  S.  A. 
Belfast,  Eatl  of 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Bernaly  R. 
Biddulph,  R.  M. 
Blankney,  W. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,  W. 
filount,  E. 
Blunt,  Sir  R.  C. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 


Dundas,  Hn.  Sir  R.  L. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
Dunda^  Hon.Tliomas 
Easthope,  J. 
Ellice,  E. 
Ellis,  Wynn 
Etwall,  R.  jun. 
Evans,  \V. 
Evans,  W.  B. 
Evans,  De  Lacy 
Ewart,  W. 
Fortescue,  General 
Ferguson,  R.  C. 
Fitlgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
Fitiroy,  Lord  J. 
Foley,  Hon/r.  H. 
Foley,  J.H.H. 
Folkes,  Sir  \V. 
Fordwich,  Viscount 
Fox,  Lieut-Col. 
French,  A. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 


BouTerie,  Hon^  D.  P.    Gisborne,  T. 
BottTerie^  P.  P.  Graham,  Sir  J. 


Boyle,  Lord 
Brabazon,  Lord 
Brayen,  T. 
Brougham,  W, 
Brougham,  James 
Browne,  J. 
Browne,  D. 
Brownlow,  C. 
Buller,  J.  W. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Bunbury,  Sir  H.  E. 
Bardett,  Sir  F. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Barrel!,  Sir  C.  M. 
Byng,  George 
Callaghan,  D. 
Calley,  T. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 


Graham,  SirS. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  R. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  C. 
Grattan,  James 
Greene,  T.  G. 
Gumey,  R.  H. 
Handley,  W.  F. 
HarcourtjG.  G.V. 
Harty,  Sir  R. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawkins,  H. 
Heathcote,  Sir  G. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Hey  wood,  E. 
Hill,  Lord  G.  A. 
Hobhouse,  J.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Home,  Sir  W. 


Cavendish,  lx)rd  G.  A.    Hort,  Sir  W. 
.Cavendish,  H.  F.  C.        Hoskins,  K. 
Cavendish,  C.  C. 


Cavendish,  W. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  A. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Cockerell,  Sir  C. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Cradock,  S. 
Crampton,  P. 
Creevey,  T. 
Currie,  J. 
Corteis,  H.  B. 
bavies,T.  11.  H. 
bawson,  A. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Denman,  Sit  T. 
Dixon,  J. 
Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  R. 
Howick,  Lord 
Hudson,  T. 
Hughes,  W.  H. 
Hughes,  Colonel 
Hughes,  W.  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Hunt,H. 
Ingilby,  Sir  W. 
Innes,  Sir  H. 
James,  W. 
Jeffery,  Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Jephson,  C. 
Jerningham,  H.  V. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnston,  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 


Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kennedy,  T.  F. 
Killeen,  Lord 
King,  Hon.  R. 
King,  E.  B. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knight,  R. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 
Lambert,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Langton,  W.  Gore 
Lawley,  F. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  A* 
Lennox^  Lord  W. 
Lennox,  Lord  J.  G. 
Lester,  B.  L. 
Littleton,  £.  J. 
Lloyd,  Sir  E.  P. 
Loch,  James 
Lumley,  J.  S. 
Lnshington,  Dr. 
Maberly,  W.  L. 
Macauley,  T.  B. 
Macdonald,  Sir  J. 
Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S. 
Mackintosh,  Sir  J. 
Macnamara,  W.  N. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marryatt,  J. 
Marshall,  W, 
Martin,  John 
Mayhew,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  John 
Mills,  John 
Milton,  Lord 
Moreton,  Hon.  H.  G. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morison,  J. 
Mostyn,  E.  M.  L. 
Mullins,  F.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Newark,  Lord 
Noel,  Sir  G.  N. 
Norton,  C.F. 
Nowell,  A. 
Nugent^  Lord 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Offley,  F.C. 
0'Grady,Hon.S. 
0'Neil,Hon.J.B.  R. 
Ord,  W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Ossory^  Earl  of 
Paget,  Sir  C. 
Paset,  T. 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Pelham,  Hon.  C.  A. 
Pendarvis,  E.  W.  W. 
Pcnlease,  J.  S. 


Penrhyn,  E. 
Perrin,  L. 
Petit,  L.  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Phillips,  G.  R. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  B.  W. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Powell,  W.  E. 
Power,  R. 
Poyntx,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Rice,  Right  Hon.  T.  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  O. 
Robinson,  O.  H. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Robs,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell^  John 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Ssndfbrd,  R.  A. 
Sebright,  Sir  John 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Skipwith,  Sir  O. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  Vernon 
Spencer,  Hon.  F. 
Stanhope,  R.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  Hon.  £•  G  .S. 
Stanley,  J. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S. 
Stephenson,  H.  F. 
Strickland,  O. 
Strutt,  E. 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 
Stuart,    Lord    P.    J. 

H.  C. 
Stuart,  E. 
Talbot,  C.R.M. 
Tavistock,  Marquis  of 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thomson,  P.  B. 
Thomson,  Right  Hon. 

C.P. 
Throckmorton  R.  G. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  Robert 
Townshend,  Lord  F^ 
Trowbridge,  Sir  C. 
Trail,  O. 
Tynte,  C.  K. 
Tyrell,  C. 

Venablesj  Alderman 
Vere,  J.  H. 
Vernon,  O.H. 
Villien,T.H. 
VltMent^  Sir  F. 
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Waithman,  Aldennan 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Warburton,  H. 
Warre,J.  A. 
Wason,  R. 
Watson,  Hon.  R. 
Webb,E. 
Weyland,  Major 
White,  H. 
White,  S 
Wilks,  John 


Williains,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  U. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
W' ood.  Alderman 
Wood,  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,W.B. 
Wroltesley,  Sir  J.  B. 

TELLER. 

Duncannon,  Viscount. 


Paired  off  in  favour. 


Lopez,  Sir  R.  F. 
Maule,  Hon.  W.  R. 
Morrison,  John 
Newport,  Sir  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  D. 
Oxmantown,  Lord 
Parnell,  Sir  H.  B.  6, 
Portman,  £.B. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rider,  T. 
Rl]mbold,C.£. 
I^UneyiR.  A. 
Tufton,  Hon.  Henry 
Waterpark^  Lord 
Western,  C.  C. 
Westenra,  Hon.  H. 
Whitbread,  W.  H. 
Winnington,SirT.E. 
Bart. 


Belgrave,  Viscount 
Blayney,  Hon.  C.  D. 
Briscoe,  J.  L 
Bulwer,  H.  Lylton 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Coke,  T.  W. 
Dundas,  C. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Ferguson,  R. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Foster,  J. 
Godson,  Ri 
Grosvenor,  Hon.  K. 
Herot),  Sir  R. 
Hill,  Lord  Arthur 
Howard,  H. 
Hutchinson,  J.  H. 
Jerrayn,  Earl  of 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Loch,  John 

Tbe  question  "  that  Droitwich   stand 
part  of  the  schedule"  was  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Evesham 
stand  part  of  the  schedule." 

Mr.  Hudson  said,  he  felt  it  necessary,  as 
one  of  the  Members,  to  put  the  Committee 
in  possession  of  some  of  the  facts  with  re- 
gard to  the  borough.  The  population,  in 
1821,  was  3,487.  It  now  contained  4,000 
inhabitants,  and  paid  1,296/.  lis.  per 
year  assessed  taxes.  There  were  847  in- 
habited houses  in  the  town,  of  which  299 
were  upwards  of  the  value  of  10/.  per 
year.  There  were  123  resident  freemen,  and 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  it  woilld 
have  about  420  electors,  with  such  a  con- 
stituency, respectable  and  independent, 
as  he  could  bear  witness,  it  could  not  be 
considered  an  inconsiderable  place,  and  it 
was  much  superior  to  many  boroughs 
which  would  continue  to  return  two  Mem-  i 
bers.  After  the  determination,  however,  | 
which  the  Committfee  had  come  to  in  other 
instances,  it  would  be  of  no  avail  to  offer 
further  observations,  but  he  hoped,  at  some 
subsequent  stage  of  the  Bill,  the  state  of 
these  boroughs  would  be  feconsidered. 

Question   carried,   and   Evesham  was 
plated  in  the  schedule. 


On  the  question,  "  that  Great  Grimsby 
stand  part  of  the  schedule," 

Mr.  Shelley  said,  that  he  had  intended 
to  say  a  few  words ;  but  at  that  hour  of  the 
night,  he  would  merely  observe,  that  al- 
though ,  bv  the  returns  of  1 82 1 ,  the  borough 
had  less  than  4,000  inhabitants,  it  was  not 
a  nomination  borough,  nor  a  decayed  bo- 
rough, but  a  highly  thriving  and  prospeN 
ous  place. 

Captain  Harris  denied,  that  the  borongh 
of  Great  Grimsby  was  a  rotten  botouffh. 
He  would  not  consent  to  disfranchise  that 
borough,  nor,  indeed,  any  borough  either 
in  schedule  A  or  in  schedule  B,  unless  he 
was  convinced  that  the  Members  of  that 
House  were  inconvenient  in  their  numbers. 
Great  Grimsby  was  an  ancient  boH)t]gh, 
and  had  a  right  to  victual  the  fle^t  ifi  tiMe 
of  war.  It  had  excavated  a  large  baMh  at 
a  very  considerable  cltpebs^.  H^  bfttl  not 
heafdf  atiy  borough  defended  liA  ft  Uinfltt^ 
manner  [laughter].  He  wtm\A  tM  be 
put  down  by  laughter.  It  in^tts  ft  bdrt 
which  had  yielded  in  Custdm-htniM  dnti^ 
from  the  6th  of  June,  1830,  to  the  Sih  of 
June,  1831,  30,597/.  155.  4d.  When  M 
told  the  hon.  Committee,  thai  it  hftd 
doubled  its  poptilation  in  the  interval  be- 
tween 1811  and  1821,  and  that  it  had  in- 
creased more  than  1,000  sdbls  in  the 
interval  between  1821  and  1831,  hfe 
thought  that  he  had  laid  strong  grounds 
for  not  disfranchising  this  botdugh.  He 
would  venture  to  prophesy,  that  it  would 
double  its  population  in  the  interval  be- 
tween 1831  and  1841.  With  these  ob- 
servations he  would  leave  the  borough  bf 
Grimsby  in  the  hands  of  the  Comrhittee. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  could  not  let  this  bo- 
rough go  into  the  merciless  hands  of  the 
Committee,  without  bearing  his  testimony 
to  its  respectability  and  independence. 
He  called  on  the  hon.  members  for  Wirt** 
ham  and  Bletchingly,  who  had  formerly 
represented  this  borbugh,  to  state  ilrhethe^ 
they  had  not  repeatedly  addressed  the 
electors  of  Grimsby  as  free  atid  iride-* 
pendent  electors.  At  present  Grimsby 
was  any  thing  but  a  nomination  boH>ugh, 
but  if  it  were  only  to  return  one  Member, 
a  great  Whig  Lord  in  that  neigh botirhood* 
who  possessed  100  acres  where  other  gen- 
tlemen of  the  district  only  possessed  a 
rood,  would  undoubtedly  becotne  its  tia^ 
tron,  and  it  would  sink  into  the  tlondition 
of  a  nomination  boit)ligh^  which  hlthMe 
it  had  never  been.  He  Would  jditi  Hit 
hon.  and  pliant  friend,  the  membltf  At 
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the  borough,  in  dividing  the  Committee 
against  its  disfranchisement,  even  though 
they  should  be  the  only  persons  who 
thought  it  should  not  be  disfranchised. 

Mr.  A.  Trevor  rose  to  enter  his  solemn 
and  decided  protest  against  this  universal 
devastation  of  boroughs.  He  could  not 
believe,  that  such  a  system  was  agreeable 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people.  That  they 
should  take  population  as  the  test  of  dis- 
franchisement, and  decide  without  hearing 
evidence,  seemed  to  him  monstrous  injus- 
tice. No  such  sweeping  measure  of  Re- 
form had  been  called  for.  He  would  con- 
cur in  any  motion  for  removing  great 
Grimsby  from  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  thought  the  ulterior 
consequences  of  thus  dealing  with  corpo- 
rations and  boroughs,  would  be  very  im- 
portant. He  hoped  the  members  for  the 
City  of  London  would  exert  themselves, 
and  prevent  the  rights  of  other  corpo- 
rationsy  and  ultimately  of  their  consti- 
tuents which  had  existed  before  the  Con- 
quest, from  being  trampled  upon.  The 
course  of  spoliation  which  the  House  was 
pursuing  would  terminate  in  the  ruin  of 
the  Constitution. 

Sir  /.  M.  Doyle :  If  we  go  on  in  this 
way  from  night  to  night  during  this  hot 
weather,  some  of  us  making,  and  others  of 
us  listening,  to  speeches,  which  have  been 
repeated  over  and  over  again,  and  almost 
without  variation,  during  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  I  am  sure  that  it  will  ter- 
minate in  the  ruin  of  all  our  constitutions. 

The  question  was  carried,  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Great  Grimsby  stand  part  of 
schedule  B. 

The  Chairman  was  going  to  put  the 
question  on  the  next  borough,  when  se ve- 
nd Members  called  out  **  adjourn.*' 

Lord  Althorp  proposed,  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  proceed  that  evening  as  far 
as  Guildford.  If  any  Gentlemen  were  in- 
clined to  object  to  proceeding  farther,  he 
certainly  would  not  persist  in  his  proposi- 
tion. He  thought,  however,  that  they 
might  proceed  to  take  one  or  two  boroughs, 
to  which  no  opposition  was  expected,  and 
that  afterwards  the  Chairman  might  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  to- 
morrow. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question  of  ad- 
journment. 

Colonel  Davies  immediately  rose  to 
oppose  the  adjournment  at  that  hour. 
Tiiough  he  knew  that  the  Gentlemen  op- 
posite would  disclaim  all    disposition  to 


delay  unnecessarily  the  progress  of  this 
Bill,  still  he  must  say,  that  if  they  persist- 
ed in  pursuing  the  same  career  that  night, 
which  they  had  pursued  previously,  he 
should  give  but  very  little  credit  to  their 
disclaimer.  He  must  also  tell  the  mem- 
bers of  his  Majesty's  Government,  that  if 
they  allowed  themselves  to  be  beaten 
every  night  on  this  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, and  if  they  allowed  gentlemen  hold- 
ing situations  under  them,  to  make  long 
speeches  in  reply  to  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced  and  refuted  till  they  had 
become  as  rotten  as  the  boroughs  which 
they  were  used  to  defend,  they  must  not 
expect  to  escape  the  censure  of  the  coun- 
try. He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  there  was 
too  great  a  disposition  to  speechify  on  this 
Bill,  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  The 
country  felt  this,  and  was  desirous  to  see 
more  of  action  and  less  oratory  on  the 
part  of  the  Ministers.  He  was  not  to  be 
put  down  by  clambur — ^he  was  as  inde- 
pendent as  any  Member  in  the  House,  and 
possessed,  what  many  of  them  did  not, 
— a  large  constituency.  He  therefore 
claimed,  in  their  name  and  in  his  own, 
the  right  to  be  heard  on  this  subject.  He 
would  tell  Ministers  fairly,  that  if  they 
did  not  wish  to  be  considered  as  parties 
to  the  delay  of  which  the  country  was 
hourly  complaining,  and  that  if  they  did 
not  wish  to  be  denounced  as  lukewarm 
advocates  of  Reform,  they  must  adopt  a 
very  different  system  towards  the  Opposi- 
tion from  that  which  they  had  hitherto 
pursued. 

Mr.  Croker  felt  himself  bound  in  fair- 
ness to  the  noble  Lord  to  state,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  conducted  himself  on  this 
occasion  with  that  propriety  of  demeanor 
to  his  opponents  which  distinguished  him 
upon  all  occasions.  He  thought  that  they 
ought  not  to  proceed  further  that  night, 
as  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  break 
through  the  arrangement  which  they  had 
all  tacitly  agreed  to.  Besides,  he  knew 
that  several  friends  of  his,  who  wished  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion,  had  gone  away, 
relying  that  the  arrangement  to  which  he 
had  alluded  would  be  faithfully  observed 
by  both  parties. 

Lord  Porchester  protested  against  the 
violent  language  used  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  member  for  Worcester,  and  said, 
that  such  dictation  as  he  had  ventured  to 
employ  ought  not  to  be  permitted  for  an 
instant. 

Mr.  Pusey  would  have  yielded  to  the 
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suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  would 
have  proceeded  with  the  schedule  as  far 
as  Guildford,  had  it  not  been  for  an  ob- 
servation which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  member  for  Worcester.  That 
hon.  Member  had  rebuked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  allowing  the  King's 
Attorney  General  to  make  a  speech  of 
more  than  half  an  hour's  length  in  reply 
to  the  arguments  of  those  who  had  gone 
before  him.  Was  that  rebuke  calculated 
to  promote  or  to  stifle  free  discussion  ? 

Sir  R.  Inglis  called  upon  the  hon.  and 
gallant  member  for  Worcester  to  state 
whether  the  allusion  which  he  (Colonel 
Davies)  had  just  made  to  Members  under 
Government  delivering  long  speeches,  was 
not  intended  to  apply  to  the  King's  At- 
torney General  ? 

Colonel  Davies :  What  is  it  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  whether  I  did  mean  the  King's 
Attorney-general  or  not?  I  protest  against 
his  right  to  put  such  a  question,  either  to 
me  or  to  any  other  Member.  If  I  did 
mean  the  Attorney  General,  I  did ;  if  I 
did  not»  what  right  has  he  to  ask  me 
whom  I  did  mean  ? 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  member  for  Worcester  had 
charged  him  and  his  friends  with  causing 
unnecessary  delay.  Now  he  charged  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  with  unneces- 
sary haste.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber might  rest  assured  that  the  country 
would  blame  him,  if  he  attempted  to  put 
down  the  anti-reformers  at  the  very  mo- 
ment that  they  were  preparing  to  justify 
themselves  against  the  attacks  that  had 
been  made  upon  them.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  should  lecture  from  that 
time  to  Christmas,  he  would  not  make 
him  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  follow  his  advice, 
especially  whilst  he  (Colonel  Davies)  was 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  benches. 

The  Chairman  was  ordered  to  report 
progress,  the  House  resumed. — The  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again  the  next  day. 

Breach  OP  Privilege.]  The  Speaker 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  case 
of  an  individual,  in  custody  for  committing 
a  breach  of  privilege,  which  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied,  was  entirely  uninten- 
tional. Before  the  division  took  place 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  and  when 
strangers  were  ordered  to  withdraw,  this 
gentleman,  who  had  been  sitting  under  the 
gallery,  seeing  a  rush  occasioned  by  Mem- 
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bers  entering  the  House,  presumed  that 
the  division  was  over,  and  so  got  into  the 
House,  and  was  present  during  the  divi- 
sion. That  was  the  true  state  of  thecase, 
and  he  presumed,  therefore,  that  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House  would  be  in  favour  of 
this  individual  being  immediately  dis- 
charged. 

Lord  Althorp  was  persuaded,  that  the 
House  would  coincide  with  him  in  think- 
ing that  the  recommendation  which  had 
fallen  from  the  Chair  was  a  proper  one. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  House  being  of 
that  opinion,  he  would  give  the  necessary 
directions  to  discharge  the  Gentleman.* 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  Julg  29 y  1831. 

MiiruTM.3    Queen's  Dower  Bill ;  Committed. 

PeCitioiu  preiented.  By  the  Marquis  of  Lanbdown,  from 
Catholic  Clergy  and  Laity  of  Carrick-on-Suir ;  of  Catholic 
Inhabitants  of  Kenmare  and  Oreenagh,  for  alteraUon  of 
the  Grants  for  Education  (Ireland) ;  Arom  the  Inhabitants 
of  Tralee,  against  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  Society ; 
and  flrom  the  disfranchised  40«.  Freeholders  of  Ballriggao, 
tar  a  restoration  of  the  Elective  Frandiise.  By  the  Eari 
of  CARX.I8LK,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Brigham*  Grey- 
southen,  and  ESaglesfieldt  for  a  revision  of  the  Criminal 
Laws ;  and  tram  the  Inhalntants  of  Dewsbury,  to  intio- 
duce  Poor  Laws  into  Ireland. 

Beloic  Negotiations.]  The  Mar- 
quis of  Londonderry,  seeing  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  Administration  in  his 
place,  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  some 
questions  relative  to  the  papers  which  he 
bad  last  night  laid  on  the  Table.  Their 
Lordships  would  observe,  that  the  Proto- 
col was  dated  the  17th  of  April  last,  and 
that  the  communication  of  that  Protocol 
to  the  French  government,  by  the  letter 
addressed  to  Prince  Talleyrand,  was  dated 
on  the  14th  of  July,  about  three  months 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  Protocol. 
Now,  one  of  the  questions  which  he  wished 
to  ask  of  the  noble  Earl  was,  whether  any 
communication  of  the  Protocol  had  been 
made  to  the  French  government  before 
the  letter  of  the  14th  of  July  ?  This  was 
a  question   of  considerable  importance; 

♦  The  Gentleman  referred  to  in  the  text, 
whose  name,  it  appears,  was  Seymour,  had  been 
sitting  under  the  gallery,  in  the  place  allotted  to 
strangers,  and  upon  a  division  taking  place,  he 
followed  the  Members  who  were  going  up  to 
one  of  the  side  galleries.  He  was  soon  pointed 
out  as  being  a  *'  stranger,''  and  consigned  to 
the  custody  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms,  in  which 
he  remained  till  liberated  at  the  close  of  tlie 
debat«r 
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because,  if  a  previous  communication  had 
been  made,  there  might  have  been  some  an- 
swer given  to  it ;  and  he  wished  to  know, 
whether  any  such  answer  had  been  pven  ? 
Then,  with  respect  to  the  communication 
of  the  14th  of  July,  he  wished  to  know, 
whether  any  answer  had  been  given  to  it  ? 
The  concluding  words  were — "  The  under- 
signed see  no  objection  to  giving  the  same 
publicity  to  the  Protocol  as  may  be  given 
to  the  other  acts  of  the  negotiations  which 
have  taken  place  since  the  month  of  No- 
vember, 1830,  on  the  affairs  of  Belgium." 
These  words  seemed  to  imply  that  some 
previous  communication  had  been  made 
to  the  French  government,  and  that  an 
answer  had  been  returned  containing  some- 
thing about  the  publicity  to  be  given  to 
the  Protocol.  But  if  there  had  been  no 
such  previous  communication  and  answer, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  any  answer 
had  been  given  by  the  French  government 
to  the  letter?  He  also  wished  to  know 
from  the  noble  Earl,  whether  the  commu- 
nication to  the  French  government  was 
voluntarily  made,  or  whether  it  was  made 
in  consequence  of  a  demand  of  the  French 
government?  He  hoped,  that  the  noble 
Earl  would,  in  courtesy,  favour  him  with 
an  answer  to  these  questions. 

Earl  Grey  did  not  know,  whether  the 
answers  which  he  could  give  to  the  noble 
Marquis's  questions  would  be  satisfactory 
to  him  or  not.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  any  communication  of 
the  Protocol  had  been  made  to  the  French 
government  previous  to  the  letter  of  the 
14th  of  July,  his  answer  was,  that  no 
formal  communication  in  writing,  such  as 
could  be  presented  to  that  House,  had 
been  previously  made,  although  there  had 
been  a  verbal  communication.  As  to  the 
question  whether  the  French  government 
had  given  any  answer  to  the  communi- 
cation, his  answer  was,  that  no  formal  an- 
swer in  writing,  such  as  could  be  laid 
before  the  House,  had  been  given. 

Augmentation  of  Small  Livings.] 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  rose,  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
the  Augmentation  of  the  Incomes  of  small 
Church  Livings.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was,  to  extend  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of 
Charles  2nd,  entitled,  "  An  Act  for  con- 
firming and  perpetuating  Augmentations 
made  by  Ecclesiastical  Persons  to  small 
Vicarages  and  Curacies,  and  for  other 
Purposes."'  That  Act  had  been  passed  with 


a  view  similar  to  that  which  he  contem* 
plated,  but  it  had  not  gone  far  etidugh 
towards  effecting  its  object.     It  was  not 
his  intention,  at  present,  to  enter  at  large 
on  the  suhjfct  of  appropriations  or  impro- 
priations, but  those  who  wished  to  msJce 
themselves  fully  acquainted  with  it,  might 
consult  a  letter  which  had  been  written  to 
Mr.  Percival  by  Lord  Harrowby,  which 
had  been  recently  reprinted,  and  in  which 
the  subject  was  treated  in  a  full,  clear,  and 
lucid  manner.     He  would  only  observe, 
that  great  abuses  had  prevailed,  as  to  ap- 
propriations, from  the  time  of  the  Conquest 
to  that  of  the  Reformation,  and  that,  in- 
stead of  being  remedied  at  the  Reforma- 
tion, they  had  been  cdtifirroed  arid  perpe- 
tuated.    This  state  of  things  cobtitided 
during  the  reign  of  Elislabeth.     On  the 
accession  of  Jame^,  many  attempts  had 
been  made  to  correct  thes^  abdtfef ,  and  Ai 
the  Restoration  an  excellent  opportunity 
was  presented  for  that  purpose,  had  it  bteb 
takcti  advantage  of.     The  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  the  Bishop  of  London  6f 
that  time,  had  been  distinguished  for  th6ir 
exertions  to  get  a  portioti  of  the  revenue 
of  the  Church  applied  to  the  augmetitatioti 
of  small  livings,  but  they  had  not  been 
very  successful.    In  the  reign  of  Charlds 
2nd,  an  Act  was  passed  to  enable  impro- 
priators to  apply  part  of  their  tithes  to  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings ;  and  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  was,  to  extend  its  pro- 
visions, and  to  allow  Collegiate  Bodies, 
and  Hospitals,  and  Spiritual  Corporations, 
to  apply  a  portion  of  their  ecclesiastical 
revenues  to   the  augmentation   of  sniall 
rectories,  vicarages,  and  curacies ;  and  it 
was  proposed,  that  the  incumbents  of  the 
richer  livings  should  be  empowered,  with 
the  consent  of  the  bishop  and  patron,  to 
assign  part  of  the  tithes  of  their  livings  to 
the  augmentation  of  stnall  livings,  such 
assignments  to  be  binding  on  the  succes- 
sors.    He  knew,  that  if  the  Bill  should 
pass,  there  were  incumbents  of  rich  HvlAgs 
.  who  were  prepared  to  assign  a  portion  of 
their  tithes  in  tliis  way,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, warranted  in  ftaying,  that  this  mea- 
sure would  do  a  great  deal  of  good.     The 
;  condition  of  the  clergy  would  thus  be  im- 
I  proved,  without  any  violent  revolution  of 
I  property.     But  in  order  to  have  the  pfo- 
I  visions  of  this  Bill  carried  into  execution 
I  in  the  safest  and  most  elYicient  mattner,  he 
had  taken  steps  towards  instituting  att  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  Chutch  pfOpertyi 
The  BillwasnonewmeaiuraOfhii.   ithad 
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been  propo&ed  some  years  before  among  a 
series  of  Bills  which  prepared  for  the 
improvement  of  the  state  of  the  Church. 
He  had  the  satisfaction  to  state,  that  he 
had  received  encouragement  and  support 
in  effecting  his  object  of  improving  the 
condition  of  the  Church  from  two  succes- 
sive Administrations.  Both  the  noble 
Duke  opposite  and  the  noble  Earl  who 
succeeded,  had  been  equally  well  disposed 
to  make  such  improvements  in  the  Church 
as  should  be  sanctioned  by  the  heads  of 
it.  And  he  had  to  thank  both  the  noble 
Duke  and  his  successor  for  their  kindness 
and  courtesy.  In  conclusion,  he  had  to 
observe,  that  this  was  no  concession  to 
unreasonable  clamour,  but  only  an  im- 
provement which  was  really  called  for,  and 
might  be  safely  carried  into  effect. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  had,  as  was  his 
duty,  examined  the  provisions  of  the  Bill» 
and  had  only  to  express  his  high  satisfac- 
tion with  the  Bili«  and  his  IhAnkt  to  the 
most  reverend  t'relatefor  his  valuable  and 
judicious  improvements.  It  was  not  stit*- 
prising  that  men  should  have  different 
views  on  the  subject  of  tithes,  and  that  a 
most  reverend  Prelate  and  a  noble  and 
learned  friend  of  his  (Lord  £ldon)had  dif- 
fered about  the  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Com- 
position Bill.  But,  on  this  Bill,  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  difference  of  opinion  in 
any  quarter.  It  was  not  very  long  ago, 
since  there  were  livings  in  the  Church,of  an 
income  so  low  as  5/.,  or  61. y  or  8/.  a-year. 
That  state  of  things  had  been  since  altered 
for  the  better ;  but  he  believed,  that  there 
were  still  from  800  to  1,000  livings  of  not 
more  than  60/.  a-year.  This  was  really 
no  more  than  was  often  given  as  wages 
to  a  menial  servant.  There  were  many 
of  their  Lordships  who  had  menial  servants 
to  whom  they  paid  60/.,  and  some  to 
whom,  with  board  wages,  they  paid  80/. 
Now,  it  was  not  fitting,  that  men  of  edu- 
cation, important  members  of  society,  and 
sotnetimes  men  of  great  parts,  should  be 
placed,  as  to  income,  on  the  footing  of 
menial  servants.  It  was,  therefore,  highly 
desirable,  by  all  reasonable  and  fair  means, 
to  promote  the  equalization  of  Church 
livings,  and  this  measure  was  calculated 
to  promote  that  object.  He  knew  of  se- 
veral persons  who  were  prepared  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  pr»»ing  of  this  Bill  to 
contribute  to  the  augmentation  of  small 
livings,  and  therefbre  it  would  be  of  great 
utility.  The  disparity  of  livings  was  an 
6vn  ftotn  which  the  Chlirch  in  the  north- 


em  part  of  the  island  was  entirely  exempt. 
In  the  Church  of  Scotland,  there  was  no 
living  of  a  less  income  than  150/.  a-year, 
and  the  average  might  be  taken  at  200/. 
a-year.  It  was  highly  desirable,  that  here, 
where  the  whole  revenue  of  the  Chiireh 
was  so  much  larger,  the  incomes  of  the 
smaller  livings  should  be  considerably  aug- 
mented. He  concluded  by  again  thanking 
the  most  reverend  Prelate  for  the  atten- 
tion which  he  had  paid  to  this  subject, 
and  for  his  valuable  and  judicious  im- 
provements. 

The  Bishop  of  London  expressed  his 
high  satisfaction  at  the  prospect  of  having 
an  inquiry  instituted  into  the  state  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church.  The  Church  had 
no  cause  to  fear  a  full  investigation  into 
the  state  of  its  revenue,  and  if  it  had  any 
cause  to  fear,  that  would  be  a  reason  for  in- 
quiry. The  inquiry  would  be  highly  be- 
neficial, as  it  would  lead  to  just  and  correct 
views  of  the  real  state  of  the  Church  reve- 
nue, instead  of  those  views  which  were 
founded  only  on  the  most  unjust  and 
exaggerated  statements  which  were  often 
put  forth  on  thii  subject — statements 
which,  though  frequently  rebutted,  still 
continued  to  be  repeated,  and  could  never 
be  put  down  but  by  a  thorough  inquiry, 
such  as  that  which  it  was  now  proposed  to 
institute.  He  believed,  that  it  would  turn 
out,  that  the  Church  property  did  not 
amount  to  one-third  of  that  sum  which  it 
was  represented  to  be.  Another  advan- 
tage of  this  inquiry  would  be,  that  it  would 
serve  as  the  groundwork  of  the  improved 
distribution  of  the  Church  revenues.  De- 
fects were  apt  to  creep  into  all  institutions, 
and  these,  from  time  to  time,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  remedy.  When  it  should  once 
be  fairly  seen  what  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  really  were,  he  believed,  that  there 
would  be  no  desire,  on  the  part  of  any 
reasonable  man,  to  encroach  on  them. 
The  people  had  a  right  to  look  to  the  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  the  Church, 
and  to  call  for  that  improvement  in  any 
way  which  did  not  infringe  on  the  great 
principles  on  which  the  Church  was  con- 
stituted. There  would  be  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  carrying  into  effect  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  as  there  were  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  carrying  into  execution  al- 
most all  great  and  complicated  plans,but  it 
would  be  of  great  assistance  and  advan- 
tage,that  every  thing  to  be  done  would  be 
based  on  the  result  of  this  inquiry.  The 
inquiry  would  afford  the  means  of  giving 
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efficiency  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
which  might,  therefore,  be  considered  as 
well  calculated  to  answer  its  great  purpose. 
He  would  not,  at  present,  trouble  their 
Lordships  by  any  explanation  of  his  own 
notionson  the  state  of  the  Church  property, 
since  the  matter  would  be  so  much  better 
elucidated  by  the  intended  inquiry.  He 
aUo  was  persuaded,  that  the  incumbents 
of  the  richer  livings  would  not  be  back- 
ward to  promote  the  objects  of  this  Bill, 
although  it  would  not  be  proper  to  be  too 
sanguine  as  to  the  assistance  to  be  derived 
from  this,  since  there  were  few  livings  so 
rich  as  they  were  generally  supposed  to 
be;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  the  more 
desirable,  that  every  exertion  should  be 
made  to  have  the  small  livings  augmeoted 
by  the  other  methods.  On  the  whole,  he 
thought,  that  the  country  had  reason  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  measures  now  in  pro- 
gress for  the  improvement  of  the  Church, 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 


appeared — Ayes  80;  Noes  100 — Majority 
20. 

A  new  Committee  was  ballotted  for. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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MIHCTH.)    BiLli  tnought  In.    Sj  Mr.  SpiiiNa  Rm,  ft 
nlilDff  13,eil!,10IU.  by  EnhequR  Btlb  for  1811.     B 

PMlUoni  pnudUd.    Agalnil  iht  use  nF  Malum  In  Dittt 


Aatley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Benett,  John 
Blount,  K, 
Bodkin,  J.. I. 
Bradshaw,  R.  H. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Brownlow,  Charles 
Browne,  John 
Browne,  Dominick 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Burdelt,  Sir  F. 
Burke,  Sir  John 
Callashan,  D. 
Calcrafl,  Granby 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Chapman,  Colonel 
Chichester,  Colonel 
Coote,  SirC.  H. 
Crampton,  P.  C. 
Cumming,  SiiWm. 
Dawson,  Alexander 
Denison,  W,  J. 
Dovie,  SirJ.M. 
Ellice,  E. 
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"Tamil  nffton,  of  Scotch  D 


Huh.  Htmuc*,  fmn  Rnidcnti  of  Suabuip,  iguml 
RcJbrm  Id  PtrUuneuE, 

DuBi.iv  Election.]  In  consequence 
of  Mr.  White,  who  voted  at  the  Dublin 
Election,  having  been  chosen  by  ballot  as 
one  of  the  Committee  to  try  the  Election 
Petition,  a  fresh  ballot  vas  on  Thursday 
ordered  for  this  day ;  previous  to  which 
however,  a  long  debate  took  place,  as  t( 
whether  the  first  ballot  was  vitiated  by 
the  above  hon.  Member  being  one  of 
»  umber, 

Mr.  O'ConnclI  moved,  that  the  eleven 
Members  drawn  yesterday  for  trying  thi 
Dublin  Election  Petition  be  called  in  and 
Bwom.  On  this  Motion  a  long  discussion 
ensued,  during;  which  strangers  were  ex- 
cluded.   A  division  took  place,  when  there 


List  of  Ike  Ayes. 

Lennox,  Lord  W. 
Lennox,  Lord  <i. 
Littleton,  E. 
Maedonald,  Sir  J. 
Macnamara,  William      > 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Maule,  Hon.  W. 
Sri  angles,  J. 
Mil  ion.  Lord 
Norton,  Charles  F. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Ferrall,  M. 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  General 
Famell,  Sir  Henry 
Polhill,  Captain 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ratliven,  £. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Sbeil,  R.  L. 
Smith,  Vernon 
Stanley,  Lord 
Strrnl,  E. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Torrens,  Colonel 
Tufton,Hon.  H. 
Veoables,  Alderman 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Weyland,  Major 
Warburton,  H. 
White,  Samuel 
Whitmore,Wm.  W. 
Wesienra,  Hon.H. 
Wilk),J. 
Wi>od,  Alderman 
Wood,  John 


Evans,  De  Lacy 

Ewari,  W. 

Fiuroy,  Lord  Charles 

Forbes,  Sir  C. 

Fox,  Colonel. 

Hon,  Sir  William 

Hudson,  John 

Hume,  Joseph 

Hum,  IL 

Johnston,  Andrew 

Kemp,  T.  R, 

Kennedy,  Thomas  F. 

Killeen,  Lord 

Lambert,  Henry 

I-ane,  Fox,  Colonel 

Leader,  N.  P.  U'Uonneil,  Uaniel. 

Public  Impatiekcb — Phoqeess  or 
Reform.]  Mr.  ff.  L.  Bulwer  presented  a 
Petition  from  Coventry,  complaining  of 
the  slow  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
said,  that  he  felt  much  satisfaction  in  pre- 
senting the  petition,  because  it  proved  the 
incorrectness  of  the  assertions  which  had 
been  made  by  some  hon.  Members,  that 
the  people  out  of  doors  ceased  to  feel  any 
deep  interest  with  regard  to  the  Reform 
Bill.  The  petition  was  brought  up  and 
read.  It  complained  of  the  improper  and 
shameful  obstructions  being  opposed  to 
the  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill  by  a  mi- 
nority of  the  House,  and  prayed  that  some 
means  might  be  adopted  to  hasten  the 
passing  of  the  Bill. 

The  Speaker  said,    that  the  petition 
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could  not  be  received,  because  its  terms 
were  not  respectful  towards  the  House ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  doing 
his  duty,  if  he  persisted  in  presenting  it 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  H.  L,  Bulwer  would  immediately 
bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Speaker,  as  the 
language  of  the  petition  was  considered  by 
him  disrespectful,  and  withdraw  it.  The 
petition  had  been  placed  in  his  hands, 
because  the  petitioners  were  desirous  of 
preventing  delay  in  passing  the  Bill  to 
which  it  referred. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  was  not  aware  of 
any  unfair  obstructions  thrown  in  the  way 
of  passing  the  Bill  in  that  House.  The 
petition  itself,  indeed,  was  an  obstruction, 
as  it  occupied  their  time. 

The  Speaker  wished  to  stand  fair  with 
the  hon.  Member,  who  had  a  right  to  ex- 
press his  opinion  as  to  the  course  he  desir- 
ed to  pursue,  and  to  say  he  agreed  with 
the  prayer  of  any  petition  he  presented ; 
but  that  was  not  quite  sufficient;  it  was 
also  his  duty  to  ascertain  that  the  petition 
was  decently  worded,  which  was  not  the 
case  at  present. 

Mr.  H.  L,  Bulwer  had  not  attended  to 
its  peculiar  wording,  but  had  merely  stated 
its  object. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Business  of  the  House — The  Civic 
Feast.]  Lord  Althorp,  in  rising  to  move 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Re- 
form Bill,  stated,  that  it  was  considered 
desirable,  for  reasons  with  which  he  be- 
lieved all  the  Members  of  the  House  were 
acquainted,  that  the  House  should  not  sit 
on  Monday.  But,  as  the  important  ques- 
tion of  the  Reform  Bill  was  in  the  course 
of  discussion,  Ministers  did  not  think  that 
they  ought  to  adjourn  the  House  for  so  long 
a  period,  as  from  Friday  to  Tuesday ;  and 
they  therefore  proposed,  as  there  would 
be  a  royal  Commission  to-morrow  at 
twelve  o'clock,  to  form  a  House  at  that 
hour,  and  proceed  with  the  Reform  Bill 
until  six  o'clock.  His  Lordship  then  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  C  W.  Wynn  said,  that  though  it 
would  be,  doubtless,  very  agreeable  to  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  partake  of  the  hos- 
pitality of  the  city  of  London  on  Monday 
next,  yet  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
in  the  House  to  put  parties  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  proceedings  of  the  Carnar- 
yoDy  the  Colerainei  the  Dublin,  and  the 


Great  Grimsby  Election  Committees  to 
great  expense  by  sitting  to-morrow.  If 
the  House  met  to-morrow  at  twelve 
o'clock,  it  was  quite  plain,  that  no  busi- 
ness could  be  done  by  the  Election  Com- 
mittees. He  thought,  that  it  would  have 
been  nothing  but  justice  to  have  given  a 
longer  notice  to  the  parties  who  had  re- 
tained counsel,  and  who  were  obliged  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  witnesses,  that  the 
House  would  sit  to-morrow.  The  Reform 
Bill  was  not  of  such  importance  as  to  ren- 
der it  imperative  on  the  House  to  proceed 
with  it  de  die  in  diem,  because  it  seemed 
that  the  Reform  Question  must  give  way, 
in  order  to  allow  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  dine  in  the  city  on  Monday ;  but  yet  it 
was  so  important,  that  the  House  was  to 
be  called  upon  to  sit  to-morrow,  a  course 
of  proceeding  fraught  with  all  the  inconve- 
niences which  he  had  mentioned,  in  order 
to  make  up  for  the  time  lost  by  his  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  in  attending  a  civic  festival. 

Mr.  Dixon  informed  the  House,  that 
no  inconvenience  would  result,  as  far  as 
the  Coleraine  Election  Committee  was 
concerned,  from  the  House  sitting  to- 
morrow, because  that  Committee  had  al- 
ready determined  to  meet  at  ten  o'clock, 
and  to  rise  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Sir  G,  Warrender  had  no  wish  to  im- 
pede the  Reform  Bill  unnecessarily ;  but 
he  thought,  that  Ministers  had  better  give 
way  on  this  point,  for  he  was  sure  that 
they  would  lose  more  time  by  debating  the 
proposition,  than  they  would  gain  by  car- 
rying it.  He  requested  to  have  a  holyday 
to-morrow,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  House  ought  to  allow  some  leisure  to 
the  Speaker. 

Lord  /.  Russell  did  not  think,  that  the 
circumstances  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Wynn),  formed  any 
objection  to  proceeding  with  a  measure  of 
so  much  importance  as  the  Reform  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
Ministers  were  unwilling  to  give  up  goingto 
dine  in  the  city  on  Monday,  notwithstanding 
the  importance  of  that  Bill ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  forget,  that  the 
Reform  Question  never  came  under  dis- 
cussion on  a  Monday.  He  considered  it 
of  so  much  importance  to  proceed  with 
the  Reform  Bill,  that  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  do  right  by  meeting  to- 
morrow morning.  He  admitted,  that 
some  inconvenience  would  arise  from  the 
interruption  of  the  proceedings  of  Elec- 
tion Committees ;  but  he  considered  the 
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delay  of  the  Reform  Bill  the  greater  evil 
of  the  two. 

Mr.  C  W,  Wyyin  said,  all  he  proposed 
ivaSjthat  the  Government  should  give  up  to 
their  duty,  those  more  agreeable  engage- 
ments which  they  had  formed  elsewhere. 

Mr.  Hume  recommended  the  noble 
Lord  to  do  as  he  would  be  done  by.  He 
was  as  anxious  as  any  body  to  promote 
the  success  of  the  Reform  Bill,  but  he 
could  not  avoid  recollecting  how  much 
the  labours  of  the  Election  Committees 
would  be  retarded  by  the  meeting  of  the 
House  on  Saturday.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Wynn)  had  attempted  to  cast 
a  slur  on  those  who  proposed  to  partake 
of  the  public  breakfast  (not  dinner)  in 
the  city  on  Monday  next.  Now  he  was 
one  of  those  who  intended  to  go ;  and  he 
believed  it  was  the  general  opinion  of 
others  in  the  same  circumstances, that  they 
went  there  as  a  mark  of  respect  to  the 
Sovereign,  and  not  for  the  sake  of  what 
they  would  get  in  the  way  of  refreshment ; 
for  many  of  them  had  ordered  a  dinner  at 
home  when  the  business  was  concluded. 
He  believed,  too,  that  the  Committee  look- 
ed on  the  presence  of  the  Speaker  of  that 
House,  and  the  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the 
ceremony,  and  to  do  honour  to  his  Ma- 
jesty. 

Mr.  C  W,  Wynn  repeated,  that  he 
merely  wished  the  Government  to  do  its 
duty,  rather  than  subject  the  petitioners 
on  elections  to  unnecessaryexper.se. 

Mr.  Alderman  Vcnables  said,  that  the 
Committee  had  extended  their  invitations  to 
all  the  number  which  could  be  accommo- 
dated ;  and  he  hoped  that  no  soreness 
was  felt  on  account  of  unavoidable  omis- 
sions. 

Sir  C.  Wcthcrell  recommended  the 
noble  Lord  to  abandon  his  intentions  with 
resp(ict  to  Saturday,  and  to  sit  one  hour 
earlier  each  day  of  the  ensuing  week. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  had  heard  the  Minis- 
ters were  anxious  to  be  in  the  citv,  be- 
cause  a  Common  Hall  had  been  convened, 
and  they  anticipated  being  opportunely  in 
the  way,  to  receive  some  Representation 
from  that  august  body,  upon  the  impro- 
per conduct  of  his  side  of  the  House,  in 
its  attempts  to  discuss  at  length,  and  so 
delay,  the  favourite  measure  of  Reform. 

Lord  Althorp  denied  all  design  of  that 
kind.  He  knew  there  was  to  be  a  meet- 
ing, but  he  did  not  know  on  what  day, 
and   he  believed  some  of  his  colleagues 


had  never  heard  a  word  on  the  subject. 
He  was  afraid  he  could  not  s^ee  to  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
the  Members  thought  they  sat  long 
enough  each  day  already ;  and  he  con- 
ceived, that  on  an  occasion  when  bis  Ma- 
jesty went  in  state  to  the  City  of  London, 
it  was  the  duty  of  his  Ministers  to  accom- 
pany him,  so  that  it  was  not  convenient 
that  they  should  sit  on  Monday. 

Lord  Milton  conceived,  that  the  House 
should  meet  to-morrow,  but  at  two  instead 
of  twelve  o'clock. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  that  the  progress 
of  the  Reform  Bill  would  not  be  retarded 
by  the  House  not  meeting  either  to-mpr* 
row  or  on  Monday,  because,  if  the  Hou^e 
were  to  sit  on  Monday,  the  Estimates, 
and  not  the  Reform  Bill,  would,  accord- 
ing to  the  arrangement  which  had  been 
agreed  on,  be  the  subject  of  discussion. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  said,  if  they  met  at 
noon  to-morrow,  the  Election  Committees 
must  adjourn,  and  the  parties  would  thus 
be  injured. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  there  were 
many  professional  men  in  the  House,  who 
were  not  the  least  efficient  memb^jrs  of  a 
Committee  which  was  to  make  such  im- 
portant changes.  And  as  they  had  also 
nnpovtant  duties  to  perform  elsewhere, 
it  would  not  be  convenient  for  them  to 
attend,  and  thov  could  not  sacrifice  the 
interest  of  their  clients.  Other  Gentlemen 
had  made  arrangements  to  go  out  of  town 
to-morrow,  and  were  those  engagements 
to  give  way  to  the  noble  Lord's  conveni- 
ence, or  was  the  Reform  Bill  to  be  hur- 
ried through  in  their  absence  ? 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  think,  that  pro- 
tracting the  time  for  the  sitting  of  the 
I  House  would  be  of  public  advantage.    He 
'  thought  he  offered  a  fair  compromise,  when 
he  proposed  to  sit  from  two  to  eight  o'clock 
to-morrow. 

Sir  Charles  Wethercll  said,  this  arrange- 
ment would  interfere  with  the  previous 
arrangements  of  hon.  Members.  It  was 
proposed  last  week  they  should  sit  on 
Saturday,  but  he  understood  it  was  only 
for  the  reception  of  petitions ;  he,  there- 
fore, wished  they  should  agree  to  sit  to- 
morrow week  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Reform  Bill. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  the  Reform 
Bill  would  lose  nothing  by  the  House  not 
sitting  on  Monday,  because  other  business 
was  transacted  on  that  day.  He  also  ob* 
jected  to  the  proposed  arrangementi  be* 
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csifi^e  th^  pAQtion  w^a  brought  for^fard 
without  notice, 

Sir  John  Sebright  uever  understood 
Moudf^y  w^9  to  be  entirely  devoted  to 
Supplier,  4i)d  th9t  the  Reform  Sill  w^a  not 
to  qe  discussed  on  that  d?iy»  if  there  was 
time.  The  sitting  on  Saturday  was  ne- 
cessary, because  hon.  Gentleuien  repeated 
the  lanie  arguments  so  frequently  that 
time  wa?  wasted.  His  patience  was  wholly 
exhausted*  listening  to  their  repetitions. 
He  had  no  objection  to  listen  to  new 
r^^sons  againsit  the  nieasure,  if  they  could 
be.  adduced.  He  agreed  to  the  propriety 
pf  meeting  to-morrQW,  and  most  certainly 
would  attend. 

Mr.  Wran^kam  protested  against  the 
injustice  of  the  course  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  pursue.  The  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  would  to-morrow  be 
crowded  with  official  persons  and  Mem- 
bers at  the  command  of  Ministers,  whilst, 
on  the  Opposition  *ide  of  the  Hquse,  there 
would,  iu,  all  nxobahility,  be  a  very  thin 
s^ttendance.  He  sincerely  believed,  that 
he  cQu)d  mal^e  out  such  a  ca^e  in  favour 
of  Sudbury  as  would  induce,  ^^ioisters  to 
take  it  oMt  of  schedule  B.  If  the  House 
should  proceed  with  the  Bill  to-moyrow, 
he  would  coi^tend,  that  his  constituents 
had  not  had  fair  notice  of  trial. 

Mr.  pringje  would  recommend,  that 
to-moxrow  should  be  wholly  occupied  by 
petitions ;  they  could,  by  that  means,  have 
a  longer  time  to  discuss  the  Bill  on  Tues- 

Ml,  Spring  liice  said,  the  Committees 
sitting  on  election  petitions  had  been 
alluded  to  as  being  unable  to  take  their 
places,  but,  by  tl^e  arrangements  made, 
they  wouki  \>»  able  to  attend  at  two 
o*clock. 

Mr.  Croker  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  would  put 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  to  great  inconve- 
nience. They  hsid  generally  appointed 
Saturday  to  transact  their  own  affairs,  and 
it  wa;$  not  fair,  withoat  notice,  to  interfere 
with  their  arrangements. 

Mr.  Sodge$  said«  it  was  not  right,  at 
eight  o'clo/ck  in  the  evening,  to  propose 
to  depart  from  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  made  with  respect  to  the  Bill. 
He  had  intended  to  go  mto  the  country, 
but  must,  in  this  case,  put  his  journey  off. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvvan  said,  it  was  under- 
stood they  were  to  devote  four  days  in  the 
W£ek  to  the  consideration  of  the  Reform 
BiU.  1^  bujt,  by  the  propoaisd  arsangement, 


they  would  devote  6ve  days.  If  this  was 
pressed,  some  Members  would  be  driven 
to  the  unpleasant  alternative  of  moving 
an  adjournment  when  the  Committee  was 
to  be  gone  into. 

Mr.  G.  Dawson  said,  some  Gentle- 
men had  paired  off  having  understood 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  brought  on  to- 
morrow ;  others  had  left  town  until  Mon« 
day ;  it  would  be  unfair,  therefore,  to 
proceed  in  their  absence. 

Sir  John  Walsh  asked,  as  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  proceed  with  the  Reform 
Bill  to-morrow,  did  he  intend  to  proceed 
with  the  Committee  of  Supply  on  Tues- 
day ? 

liord  Althorp  intended  to  propose  they 
should  go  on  with  the  Reform  Bill  on 
that  day. 

Sir  C.  Wetkerell  said,  that  if  any  Mem- 
ber would  move  an  amendment,  he  would 
second  it. 

The  Speaker-  put  the  question,  that  the 
House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  he  wished  to 
know  what  the  noble  Lord  meant  to  do 
on  the  subject. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  at  two  o'clock 
to-morrow  he  would  move  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, he  would  propose,  that  the  House 
should  not  sit  later  to-night  tlian  twelve 
o'clock. 

Colonel  Lindsay  said,  that  a  certain 
degree  of  repose  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  enable  Members  to  bear  the  fatigue  to 
which  they  were  subjected.  He  would 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the 
question. 

Mr.  BrisQoe  complained  that  the  time 
of  the  House  was  wasted  in  useless  discus- 
sion ;  they  had  already  been  three  hours 
employed  in  this  way. 

Mr.  Praed  thought,  that  the  objection 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Sudbury  had 
urged  against  the  course  proposed  by 
Ministers  was  cogent  and  insuperable. 
If  it  should  appear  from  the  state  of  the 
House  to-morrow  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  case  of  Sudbury  to  be  impartially 
considered,  he  would  resort  to  every  legi- 
timate means  in  his  power  to  prevent  the 
Committee  from  coming  to  a  decision  on 
that  case. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  any  Member 
might  take  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon  the  qufistioni  when  thie  Chairman  of 
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the  Committee    should   report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  /.  Z.  Knight  was  of  opinion,  that  it 
would  be  acting  unfairly  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  to-morrow,  because  doubtless  many 
professional  and  mercantile  men  had  fixed 
upon  that  day  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness, upon  the  faith  of  the  understanding 
to  which  the  House  had  come,  that  the 
Bill  should  not  be  discussed  on  Saturday. 
Mr.  D,  W,  Harvey  said,  that  Members 
whose  professional  avocations  interfered 
with  their  duties  in  that  House  should 
vacate  their  seats. 

Sir  G.  Murray  was  not  actuated  by  any 
desire  to  delay  the  business  of  the  House. 
His  objection  to  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment was,  that  he  never  heard  of  it  until 
the  moment  the  noble  Lord  rose.  If  it 
had  not  been  the  Reform  Bill,  but  any 
other  measure  which  had  been  in  progress, 
he  should  have  considered  the  course  pro- 
posed as  equally  objectionable. 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  that  he  would,  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  move,  as  an 
amendment  to  the  motion,  "  That  the 
House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  to  consider  further 
of  the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England) 
Bill ;"  that  **  all  the  words  after  the  word 
*  that'  be  left  out,"  for  the  purpose  of 
inserting  ''  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  to  Tuesday  next."  The  matter 
would  thus  be  fairly  brought  to  issue,  and 
the  time  of  the  House  and  the  strength  of 
hon.  Members  would  be  saved.  He  was 
sorry  that  two  hours,  which  might  have 
been  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill,  had  been  spent  in  trashy  and  useless 
debate. 

The  question  having  been  put. 
Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  suggest  to  his  hon.  friend  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  the  motion  of 
adjournment  to  Tuesday,  as  Saturday  was 
the  day  on  which  it  was  appointed  to  give 
the  Royal  Assent  by  Commission  to  the 
Queen's  Dower  Bill,  and  an  adjournment 
over  that  day  would  have  the  appearance 
of  disrespect.  Whatever  party  feeling 
might  exist  in  that  House,  there  was  but 
one  feeling,  and  that  a  feeling  of  the 
highest  respect,  towards  the  exalted  indi- 
vidual to  whom  he  alluded  ;  and  he  was 
convinced  that  his  hon.  friend  would  be 
the  last  man  to  persevere  in  any  course 
which  was  liable  to  the  objection  just 
mentioned.  He  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  had 
intended  to  go  into  the  county  of  Kent 


on  Saturday,  and  he  knew  that  there  were 
several  Members  who  were  anxious  to 
leave  town  at  the  same  time,  but  he  could 
not,  therefore,  support  the  amendment. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  thought  it  would 
be  advisable  to  adjourn  till  Tuesday,  and 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  coincide  in 
the  suggestion. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  the  House 
ought  to  sit  on  Saturday,  if  it  were  only 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  to  the  public 
that  they  sat  every  day.  The  public 
would  doubtless  hear  of  the  delay  which 
had  already  taken  place  that  evening,  un- 
necessarily and  vexatiously  protracted  as 
it  had  been.  They  were  aware  of  the 
general  delay  which  had  taken  place,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  strongly  respond  to 
the  appeal  of  the  advocates  of  the  Bill  in 
that  House.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  pub- 
lic, if  the  important  business  of  the  House 
was  improperly  delayed,  to  knock  at  its 
doors,  and  call,  by  petitions,  for  the  con- 
summation of  the  measure.  A  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  sacrifice 
which  he  was  willing  to  make  by  not 
going  into  the  county  of  Kent  on  Satur- 
day ;  but  what  a  sacrifice  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Sister  Kingdom  making,  with- 
out muttering  a  complaint,  by  leaving 
their  professions  and  avocations  for  months. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  would,  by  all  means, 
persevere  in  his  motion. 

Mr.  /.  Z.  Knight  said,  that  his  observa- 
tions did  not  apply  to  the  personal  con- 
venience of  professional  individuals ;  but 
he  had  argued,  and  he  would  still  argue, 
that  the  public  were  interested  in  the 
engagements  of  professional  men. 

Mr.  Praed  declared,  that  he  should 
feel  himself  called  upon  to  vote  for  an 
adjournment  to-morrow,  if  it  were  proposed 
to  disfranchise  any  borough  which  should 
appear  likely  to  escape  on  farther  examina- 
tion. He  was  aware  that  it  was  unusual 
to  persist  in  such  a  course,  but  cases 
might  arise  in  which  it  was  necessary  to 
adopt  it. 

Lord  Stormont  knew  several  Members 
who  were  interested  in  the  boroughs  which 
were  likely  to  come  before  the  House  to- 
morrow, and  who  had  left  town  under  the 
impression  that  no  business  would  be  done. 
Two  days  in  a  week  was  not  too  much  to 
allow  them  ;  he,  therefore,  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  alter  his  arrangements. 

Mr.  Attwood  withdrew  his  amendment, 
declaring  that,  when  the  Chairaiaa  moted' 


•  I*  .,  •  , 

6^       Partiamentary  Reform —       {July  29}  BUI  for  'England. 


to  report  progress,  he  would  move,  that 
he  should  ask  leave  to  sit  again  on  Tues- 
day. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England  —  Committee  —  Twelfth 
Day.]  The  House  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee — Mr.  Bernal  in  the  Chair. 

The  question  was,  "  That  the  borough 
of  East  Griustead  stand  part  of  schedule 
B." 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  was  not  one  of  the 
party  who  had  been  trained  to  cry  out 
'*  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but 
the  Bill ;"  he,  therefore,  protested  against 
the  unconstitutional  course  now  attempted 
(o  be  adopted  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
in  unsettling  all  our  ancient  institutions. 
He  was  acquainted  with  East  Grinstead, 
and  could  assert,  that  no  people  in  the 
British  empire  were  better  entitled  to  have 
the  elective  franchise  than  the  voters  of 
that  place,  and  it  would  be  most  unjust 
to  deprive  them  of  their  privileges. 

Question  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  **  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Guildford  stand  part  of  schedule 
B." 

Mt,  Denison  said,  he  was  not  opposed 
to  the  Reform  Bill,  as  the  House  well 
knew,  but  was,  in  fact,  an  ardent  friend  to 
its  principle,  notwithstanding  the  obser- 
vations which  he  should  feel  it  necessary 
to  make  on  this  particular  case.  He  had 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  noble  Pay- 
master of  the  Forces,  would  have  acceded 
to  the  request  contained  in  a  memorial 
which  had  been  presented  to  them  by  the 
Corporation  of  Guildford  on  this  subject ; 
but  as  they  had  refused  to  accede  to  the  re- 
presentations which  were  contained  in  that 
memorial,  it  devolved  upon  him,  as  an  im- 
perative duty,  to  lay  the  facts  before  the 
Committee,  and  that  duty  he  would  per- 
form with  as  much  brevity  as  possible.  In 
the  short  statement  which  he  meant  to 
make,  he  should  say  nothing  whatever 
about  the  boroughs  that  were  already  dis- 
franchised. He  would  only  endeavour  to 
make  out  such  a  case  against  depriv- 
ing the  town  of  Guildford  of  one  of  its 
Representatives,  as  would,  he  hoped, 
ensure  him  the  support  of  the  Committee. 
In  so  doing,  he  would  not  advert  to  the 
population  of  1831,  but  would  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  census  of  1821.  He 
believed,  however,  that  in  the  latter  census 
a  mistake;  and  a  very  great  mistake,  had 
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been  committed ;  and  he  would  read  to  the 
House  a  memorial  addressed  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  by  theMayor  and  Alder- 
men of  Guildford  on  this  subject.  The  me- 
morial set  forth,  that  if  the  population  of  all 
the  parishes  which  the  said  town  comprised 
in  1 82 1  had  been  enumerated,  it  would 
have  appeared  that  the  total  amount  of  po- 
pulation at  that  time  was  4,212  persons, 
although  the  return  made  it  only  3,161, 
There  were  three  parishes  in  Guildford — 
that  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  that  of  St.  Mary, 
and  that  of  St.  Nicholas ;  and  Guildford, 
including  these  parishes,  but  excluding 
the  rural  population,  extending  two  miles 
in  the  environs  of  the  towns,  had,  in  1821, 
a  population  of  4,212.  It  was  also  to  be 
observed,  that  the  Guildford  Magistrates 
had  jurisdiction  over  the  neighbouring 
parish  of  Stoke.  Their  jurisdiction  ex- 
tended, not  only  over  the  three  parishes  in 
Guildford,  but  also  over  the  large  parish 
of  Stoke,  and  had  extended  over  that  since 
the  reign  of  James  2nd.  As  to  the  num- 
ber of  lOZ.  houses  and  upwards,  they  were 
thus  enumerated : — In  those  parts  of  the 
parishes  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  of  St.  Mary, 
and  of  St.  Nicholas,  within  the  limits  oi 
the  borough,  there  were  213 : — in  the  vil- 
lages adjoining  the  limits  of  the  borough, 
but  not  in  the  town,  there  were  thirty- 
seven  : — in  Spital-street  and  Chertsey- 
street,  sixty-seven ;  which  gave  a  return  ol 
315  houses  of  lOZ.  a-year  and  upwards 
Having  thus  stated  the  population  o: 
1821 — having  pointed  out  the  number  oj 
10/.  houses  that  Guildford  contained — 
and  also  having  shown,  that  the  parish  ol 
Stoke  was  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Magistrates  of  Guildford,  he  flattered  him- 
self that  he  had  made  out  a  case,  so  far  ac 
these  points  were  concerned.  The  taxa- 
tion amounted,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Ni- 
cholas, to  1,960/.,  which  exceeded  the 
amount  of  taxation  paid  by  any  borough  ic 
schedule  B.  The  town  had  returned  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament  from  the  23rd  ol 
Edward  1st,  and  the  right  of  election  wac 
in  the  freeholders  and  the  freemen  resi- 
dent. Almost  the  whole  town  consbted 
of  freeholds;  five-sixths  of  the  electors 
were  freeholders,  and  one-sixth  freemen, 
There  was  not,  he  believed,  a  purer  elect- 
ive body  in  the  kingdom.  It  was  not  an 
obscure  and  distant  village;  it  was  the 
county-town  of  Surrey;  and,  as  many 
hon.-  Members,  and  as  all  who  ever  tra- 
velled that  road  must  know,  it  was  highly 
respectable  for  buildings,  we^tb,  industryi 
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an4  population.  It  WQS  remarkaj^le  also 
for  the  qea\ity  of  the  sce^iery  and  the  fer- 
tility pf  the  soil  arqupd  it,  and  was  daily 
a^vlncipg  in  prosperity.  H^  ^^s  sorry  to 
h^ar  Iii^  {ion.  and  learned  friend,  the  At- 
torney Genera],  speaking  as  he  did  the 
other  night  of  countj-towps.  It  djd  not, 
perhap^i  become  a  person  so  humble  and 
insignificant  as  himself,  to  pffer  an  opinion 
OQ  ^'nything  tf^at  mi&;ht  have  fallen  from  a 
person  of  (lis  high  station  and  eminent 
talents,  bvit  \ip^°  ^hat  ocqasjou  he  thought 

**  Hp  IfiAftfd  his  lig(it  cour^r  o'er  the  boundi  of 
spi^ce.*' 

He  would  appeal  to  every  hon.  Member 
"wl^O  hear(]l  him,  whether  they  did  not  re- 
gard with  something  like  affectipn  the 
covinty-town  so  often  visited  in  early  life, 
the  scene  of  so  many  pleasures,  and  of 
joyous  intercourse  with  friends  and  ac- 
quaintance. He  regretted  that  his  two 
npble  friends  below  him  did  not  take  this 
circumsts^nce  into  consideration.  They 
Dught  to  be  the  last  to  do  anything  which 
had  a  tendency  to  demolish  the  county- 
towns.  In  coriclusion,  the  hon.  Member 
thanked  the  Committee  for  its  attention. 
He  threw  hirnself  on  its  justice,  and  would 
cheerfully  abide  by  its  decision,  whatever 
it  might  be. 

jWr.  Mangles  took  the  same  view  of  the 
subject  with  the  hon.  member  for  Surrey. 
After  A^hat  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  friend, 
it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  trouble 
:he  Committee  at  any  length.  He 
merely  wished  to  call  its  attention  to 
;he  petition  presented  to  the  House,  from 
;he  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  other  inhabit- 
mts  of  Guildford,  a  fortnight  before.  The 
3et\tion  referred  the  House  to  the  census 
;aken  in  the  year  1821,  by  which  it  ap- 
3eared  that  the  population  of  the  parishes 
>f  St.  Mary,  St.  Nicholas,  ai^d  the  Holy 
Trinity,  within  the  borough,  then  amount- 
ed to  3,161  ;  and  that  the  parishes  of  the 
Holy  Trinity  and  St.  Nicholas,  particu- 
.arly  the  latter,  extended  to  a  considcr- 
ible  distance  beyond  the  limits  of  the  bo- 
-qugh.  The  petitioners  added,  that  **  They 
>ei\eve  that  such  population,  added  to 
;hat  within  the  borough,  would  have  made 
in  aggregate  number  of  4,000  ;  the  peti- 
:ioneirs  aTso  take  leave  to  state,  that  the 
Dopulous  part  of  the  parish  of  Stoke  next 
3uildford,  forms,  to  all  appearance,  a  part 
jf  the  town  of  Guildford,  the  boundary  lines 
^f  the  said  parish  of  Stoke  being  occupied 
>y  bouses  which  stand  partly  in  the  parish 
)f  the  Hoi  J  Tn^ity>  Guildford,  and  partly 


in  iiitqke ;  and  that  the  petitioners  beljeva 
that  such  hoi4ses  in  Stpke,  whjqh  in)- 
mediately  adjoin  the  town  of  Guildford, 
contained,  in  1821,  a  population  of  up- 
wards of  600,  and  was  coinpris^d  in  the 
number  1,120,  returned  by  the  census  of 
1821,  as  the  popqlc^tion  of  the  parish  of 
Stoke."  They  stated,  that  the  parish  of 
Stoke  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Corporation  of  Guildford,  and  that  a  great 
number  of  the  owners  of  property  in  the 
town  have  also  property  in  Stoke;  and 
that  the  persons  who  live  in  Stoke,  gene- 
rally have  property  in  the  borough  of 
Guildford.  They  also  stated,  "That 
there  are  now  about  twenty  respectable 
hoi^ses  built  on  a  tract  pf  land  which  is 
extra-parochial,  but  subject  to  the  towii 
jurisdiction  (being  the  site  of  a  priory  or 
religious  house),  although  the  same  land 
is  n^ar  the  centre  of  the  town  of  Guild- 
ford, and  such  houses  have  not  yet  been 
comprised  in  any  census  or  population 
returns ;  that  the  petitioners  can  with 
pride  and  satisfaction  refer  the  House  to 
the  fact,  that  an  uncorrupt  freedoip  of 
election  has  always  been  preserved  in  the 
borough  of  Guildford,  which  has  returned 
Members  ever  since  the  23rd  y^ar  of  the 
reign  of  King  Edward  1st,  the  constituency 
being  confined  to  freemen,  and  freeholders 
resident  in  the  borough,  and  paying  scot 
and  lot,  and  the  whole  of  the  property  in 
the  borough  being  freehold  :  that  the  peti- 
tioners can  with  pride  also  state,  that  the 
town  of  Guildford  is  largely  increasingy 
both  in  population  and  in  wealth,  apd  the 
commerce  which  is  carried  on  in  the  town, 
is  scarcely  to  be  equalled  by  any  town  of 
the  same  extent  in  the  empire."  In  con- 
clusion, the  petitioners  humbly  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  "  That 
Guildford,  bieing  the  county-town  of  a 
county  which  comprises  a  part  of  the  me- 
tropolis, and  the  population  of  which  doe& 
not  fall  far  short,  at  the  present  time,  of 
half  a  million,  is  fairly  entitled  to  reta^iu 
its  ancient  privilege  of  returnipg  two 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  aajd  th^y 
also  submit,  that  eleven  Members  for  the 
county  of  Surrey  will  not  be  an  undue  pro- 
portion, compared  with  tlie  other  coimtie^ 
of  England."  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  a  case  had  been  made 
out  which  would  warrant  the  Comn).itte& 
in  continuino;  to  this  flourishing  and.  in- 
creasing town^  its  present  right  of  sending 
two  Members  to  Parliament. 
Mr.  Norton  did  not  wish  to  tako  upthci 
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time  of  the  Coromittee,  but  he  had  a  duty 
to  perform  to  his  constituents,  which  he 
could  not  neglect.  He  had  been  long  and 
well  acquainted  with  the  borough  of 
Guildford,  and  could  bear  testimony  to 
the  respectability,  the  independence,  and 
purity  of  the  electors.  If  all  other  bo- 
roughs were  like  this,  there  would  be  no 
occasion  for  disfranchisement.  In  place 
of  becoming  a  victim,  it  was  worthy  of 
being  made  a  model.  Here  it  would  be 
unnecessary  to  go  far  into  any  adjoining 
rural  district  to  secure  the  required  amount 
of  population  or  10/.  houses.  All  were  to 
be  found  in  the  borough  itself,  and  the 
parishes  immediately  adjoining  and  form- 
ing part  of  the  town. 

Mr.  Best  said,  a  large  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  parish  of  the  Holy  Trinity 
was  not  included  in  the  census  of  1821. 
'Vhe  population  and  number  of  10/.  houses, 
if  fairly  taken  in  1821,  would  have  been 
quite  sufficient  to  bring  it  within  the  line. 
He  fully  concurred  in  all  that  had  been 
said  of  the  purity  and  independence  of  the 
electors.  No  person  who  represented  it 
since  he  knew  the  place,  ever  paid  a  shil- 
ling to  an  elector.  It  was  no  nomination 
borough,  and  had  always  been  represented 
by  honourable  and  indc])cndent  men.  He 
had  no  personal  interest  in  offering  these 
few  words  in  its  defence ;  they  were  drawn 
from  him  only  by  a  sense  of  justice. 

Lord  /.  Kussell  was  sensible,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Surrey  had  done  no 
more  than  his  duty  in  bringing  forward 
this  case ;  but  let  him  remind  the  hon. 
Member,  that  ad  mitt  in":,  as  the  Govern- 
ment did,  the  respectubility  and  wealth  of 
the  town,  and  all  those  other  circumstan- 
ces which  the  hon.  Member  had  alleged  as 
entitling  it  to  a  favourable  consideration, 
— let  him  remind  the  hon.  Member  tliat, 
admitting  all  this,  they  were  not  about  to 
disfranchise  the  town,  but  only  to  deprive 
it  of  one  Member,  and  that,  too,  on  the 
ground  that  the  population,  however  re- 
spectable, did  not  amount  to  that  number 
which  had  been  fixed  as  the  minimum  of 
population  which  oui^ht  to  return  two 
Members.  Upon  this  principle  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  had  proceeded 
with  regard  to  other  boroughs  which  were 
as  equally  favourably  circumstanced  as 
Guildford  ;  and,  after  a  careful  consider- 
ation of  this  case,  the  Government  had 
found,  that  thev  could  not  remove  the  bo- 
ioug:h  from  schedule  B,  without  doing 
great  injustice  to  other  boroughs,  or  esta- 


blishing some  other  rule,  whic)|,  if  they 
should  do,  still  tjiat  other  rule,  whatever 
it  might  be,  woulci  not  protect  the  Hqus^ 
from  claims  of  exception  similar  to  those 
which  were  made  under  the  present  rule. 
Now,  as  he  understood  the  circumstAnces 
of  this  case,  the  to^l  population  of  the 
town  was  3,723.  This  was  all  that  could 
be  made  out.  It  was  said,  however,  that 
tlicre  was  another  parish,  adjacent  to  the 
town,  which  contained  s^  population  ol 
489 ;  but  he  did  not  see,  either  in  the 
memorial  or  the  petition,  any  attempt  to 
prove  that  the  whole  of  these  489,  or  that 
any  great  part  of  them,  were  within  the 
town.  Unless  this  were  proved,  he  could 
see  no  reason  why  Guildford  should  be 
made  an  exception  to  that  rule  whiph  had 
been  adhered  to  in  the  case  of  other  bo* 
roughs.  He  had  considered  the  subject 
attentively,  and  he  could  not  perceive  how 
these  3,723  could  be  made  4,000  by  any 
addition  of  population  resident  withm  the 
town. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  not- 
withstanding the  audacity  of  the  Press  ia 
attacking  by  name,  and  charging  him  with 
opposing  delay  to  the  progress  of  the  Re- 
form Bill — notwithstanding  the  petitions 
with  which  the  House  were  threatened, 
and  which  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
thought  proper  to  recommend — notwith- 
standing all  such  intimidations,  he  should 
fearlessly  persevere,  and  continue  to  point 
out  the  anomalies  of  the  Bill.  Though  he 
had  been  thus  pointed  at  by  name,  he 
should  again  say,  that  he  meant  inflexibl;y 
to  adhere  to  the  course  which  his  sense  of 
duty  had  prescribed  to  him.  Before  he 
adverted  to  the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
he  wished  to  allude  to  an  observation  of 
an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  talked 
of  the  flippancy  of  Members  in  delivering 
orations  which  could  answer  no  other  end 
than  that  of  procrastinating  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.  He  wished  it  to  be  recollected 
that  such  speeches  were  only  delivered  on 
the  other  side ;  or,  if  his  name  was  to  be 
traduced  either  in  that  House,  or  bv  thai 
!  great  moral  instrument,  the  public  rress, 
for  no  other  reason  than  making  long 
speeches,  he  thought  his  hon.  and  leam* 
j  ed  friend,  the  Attorney  General,  ought  to 
i  share  the  same  fate,  and  he  was  not  quite 
sure  but  that  the  observation  to  which  he 
had  alluded  as  coming  from  the  hoix^  Gft.^- 
tlcmau  opwi%\Vft ,  vi^'^  tgl^'^tX  x^^^x  Sss^  ^ 
Attorney  GeweiA  >^'w\  lot  \i\xw«3^* 
^VialViaA)de&ii  wMl  ^W\m\XL^^^^^ 
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would  not  even  condescend  to  give  an 
answer  [" oA,  oh**'\     Did  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  called  out  **  oh,"  mean  thereby 
to  intimate  that  they  were  prepared  to 
maintain  the  ascendancy  of  the   Press  ? 
[**  Question**^  He  should  think,  that  that 
incognito  outcrier  who  exclaimed  "  ques- 
tion," had  not  yet  been  denounced  by  the 
Press,  and  when  the  Gentleman  was  so 
denounced,  perhaps  he  would  not  call  out 
:"  question,  question,"  but  "  privilege,  pri- 
.vilege."     It  was  now   admitted    on    all 
hands,  that  the  returns  upon  which   the 
schedules  in  the  Bill  were  founded,  were 
Jn  many  instances  erroneous,  and  yet,  when 
-he  or  any  other  hon.  Member  pointed  out 
jthose  inaccuracies,  they  were  instantly  as- 
|Sailed  with  charges  of  unnecessary  delay. 
jHe  was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  member  for 
jSurrey  acting  independently  of  the  Go- 
|Ternment,  and  bearing  honourable  testi- 
(inony  to  the  character  of  the  inhabitants 
iof  Guildford;  he  was  glad   to  see  that 
pion.  Gentleman  setting  an  example  of  in- 
|dependence,  and  shewing  that  he  was  not 
(at  the  beck  of  the  Treasury.     Such  con- 
jduct  he  was  glad  to  hold  up  for  imitation 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester,  who 
pad  joined  in  that  senseless  cry  about  de- 
lay, as  if  the  Bill  was  perfect,  and  admit- 
Jted  of  no  improvement.  When  it  was  stated 
jLhe  parishes  adjoining  to  Guildford   did 
,not  form  a  part  of  the  borough,  it  was 
right  on  his  part  to  state,  that  he  had  a 
^opy  of  the  charter,  and  in  that  document, 
jurisdiction  over  these  parishes  had  been 
distinctly  given  to  the  borough.  He  could 
^ot  admit  as  valid  the  argument  that,  be- 
cause  Appleby   had   been   disfranchised, 
therefore  ought  Guildford  to  be  deprived 
of  her  privileges.     The  case  of  Appleby 
Was,  he  thought,  one  of  great  hardship, 
)ind  so  was  that  of  Bridport;  but  the  case 
pf  Guildford   was  much    stronger    than 
pither.  The  excuse  in  the  case  of  Bridport 
A^as,  that  a  river  separated  the  town  from 
jhe  parish.     What  would  the  Committee 
^hink  when  he   told  them,  that   a  lady 
-night  walk  across  through   this  stream 
^miscalled   a  river)  without  wetting  her 
^hoes  ?     This  great  river  was,  in  point  of  i 
.'act,   nothing  wider  than  a  gutter;  but,  I 
according  to  the  impression  sought  to  be  \ 
^onveyed  by  the  Reformers,  one  would  ; 
4uppose'  it  was  another  Vistula.    Unfor- 
l^unately  for  their  cause,  however,  in  the 
present  instance,  there  was  no  Vistula  at  i 
^uildford ;  nor  was  the  case  analogous  to  ^ 
hat  of  Chippenham.    The  testimony  ad- 1 


duced  respecting  Guildford  called  at  least 
for  inquiry,  which  he  felt  confident  would 
shew,  that  in  point  of  property  and  po- 
pulation, it  was  fairly  entitled  to  its  usual 
share  in  the  Representation ;  but  even  if 
it  had  not  the  prescribed  number  of  inha- 
bitants, still  he  should  feel  serious  alarm, 
and  he  was  sure  the  county  of  Surrey 
would  feel  dissatisfaction,  at  finding  the 
county- town  as  it  were  dismantled.  This 
was  the  case  in  Westmoreland,  Hunting- 
don, and  Dorset,  and  now  they  came  to 
the  work  of  demolition  in  Surrey,  in  all  of 
which  the  county-towns  were  to  be  razed 
like  the  fortresses  in  Belgium.  But  though 
the  razure  of  the  fortresses  might  be  po- 
pular there,  the  flippant,  easy,  unwarrant- 
able razure  of  county-towns  in  England 
by  the  Reformers,  would  disgust  iand 
alarm  all  the  thinking  people  of  this  coun- 
try. Though  Mons  might  be  razed,  though 
Tournay  might  be  razed — [cries  of*^  OA."] 
Gentlemen  need  not  be  alarmed,  he  was 
not  going  to  mix  up  foreign  and  domestic 
politics ;  but  this  he  would  say,  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  propriety  or  the  impro- 
priety of  razing  the  fortresses  of  Belgium, 
yet  it  was  intolerable  and  tyrannical  that 
such  towns  as  Dorchester  and  Guildford, 
should  be  subjected  to  the  military  razure 
and  proscription  of  the  Cabinet.  In  all 
these  proceedings  there  had  been  no  re- 
gard paid  to  established  rights,  nor  any 
fixed  principle  adhered  to  in  performing 
the  work  of  destruction.  The  principles 
of  Ministers  were  random  principles,  or 
rather  no  principles  at  all.  It  was  a  pro- 
scription that  was  intolerable,  and  ought 
not  to  be  tolerated.  When  Ministers  had 
been  told,  that  some  of  the  cases  included 
in  the  schedules  were  ones  which,  upon 
their  own  rule,  ought  not  to  be  disfran- 
chised, the  answer  was  always,  "  Point  out 
the  particular  case,  and  the  error  shall  be 
rectified."  Then  when  he  and  other  hon. 
Members  brought  under  consideration  the 
case  of  one  borough,  the  answer  again 
was,  "  This  is  not  the  proper  time;  or  this 
is  not  the  proper  case, "  and  so  had  they 
gone  on,  night  after  night,  again  and 
again ;  but  the  occasion  or  the  time  had 
never  arrived,  nor  did  he  think  it  ever 
would.  He  wished  to  know  when  the 
time  would  arrive  at  which  the  Ministers 
would  receive,  as  they  had  promised  to  re- 
ceive, before  the  House  went  into  Commit- 
tee, information  respecting  those  boroughs 
which  had  been  improperly  put  into  the 
schedules.    He  wished  to  niow  this  from- 
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the  noble  Lord  (Lord  AhhoipX  though 
he  thought  he  could  make  a  pretty  good 
guess  at  what  the  nature  of  that  time  was. 
He  thought  that  in  reading  Dr.  Clarke's 
Homer  that  morning,  he  had  found  out 
this  time.  Dr.  Clarke  was,  as  many  Gen- 
tlemen were  aware,  very  nice  and  parti- 
cular in  his  divisions  of  time,  and  among 
those  divisions  he  had  one  tense  which  he 
called  the  paulo-post-fuiurum.  Now  this 
time — this  Greek  time — this  time  so  re- 
mote as  to  be  a  little  removed  even  from 
the  future — this  was  the  time,  he  had  no 
doubt,  which  the  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
fixed  for  the  reception  of  the  evidence  and 
information  to  which  he  alluded.  That 
was  a  division  of  time  that  the  learned 
Doctor  said,  looked  a  litlle  beyond  the 
horizon  of  futurity  ;  in  his  opinion,  the 
Ministerial  adoption  of  that  division  did 
not  peep  an  inch  above  the  horizon.  The 
Ministers  said,  they  would  not  hear  evi« 
dence  on  these  boroughs ;  the  Press  said 
they  ought  not  to  hear  speeches :  between 
them  both,  therefore,  no  information  was 
to  be  given,  and  yet  both  agreed  that 
the  boroughs  were  to  be  dbftanchised. 
He  trusted,  that  the  Committee  would  pay 
proper  respect  to  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Surrey,  than  whom  a 
man  of  higher  honour  or  greater  inde- 
pendence was  not  to  be  found,  and  who 
had  laid  before  them  a  case  in  favour  of 
this  borough,  on  which  they  ought  to 
pause  before  they  proceeded  to  its  dis- 
franchisement. But  inquiry,  it  seemed, 
was  never  to  be  given,  but  at  a  future 
time,  a  time  indeed  so  future,  that  he 
feared  the  supporters  of  this  borough's 
franchise  would  never  find  it  arrive.^ 

An  Hon,  Member  could  not  conceive  a 
stronger  case  than  Guildford:  the  Old 
Manor  House,  in  the  parish  of  Stoke,  was 
within  the  limits  of  the  borough,  and  the 
whole  formed  but  one  town.  Between 
this  Manor  House,  the  borough  limits,  and 
the  part  of  Artington  which  was  clearly 
withm  the  town,  there  was  a  population  of 
552  and  489,  which,  adcied  to  the  popula- 
tion of  the  town,  made  the  whole  m  1821 
amount  to  4,212.  He  felt  bound,  therefore, 
to  vote  against  the  disfranchisement  of 
Guildford. 

Sir  J.  Scarlett  expressed  a  hope  that, 
upon  further  consideration,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  agree  to  take  this  bo- 
rough out  of  the  sdhedule.  Of  the  town 
and  its  inhabitants  a  long  residence  in 
;beir  yicinity^  ^Qttbled  Jiim  to  $peak  with 
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confidence,  and  he  felt  hMfm  in  hei 
able  to  add  his  testimony,  ana  join  in  t 
panegyric  bestowed  upon  the  |         by  t 
hon.  member  for  Surrey,    If  a        n 
for  his  opinion  as  to  the  fitn       < 
towns  to  send  Members  to  Par 
should  have  no  hesitation  in  poini 
Guildford  as  a  model  for  the  :       w 
kingdom.     It  contained  within  u  all  um 
elements  of  good  constituency.     Then 
were  to  be  found  wealth,    intelligence, 
and  independence.    The  neighbourhood 
abounded  in  men  of  independent  circum- 
stances.   It  was  a  county  and  i      kel 
town,  possessed  a  large  com  trade,  ana  s 
increasing  in  wealth  and  business.     If  tnt 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Surrey  were  taken 
on  this  subject,  he  was  sure  they  would  be 
in  favour  of  giving  Guildford  two  Mei 
bers ;  and  he  was  sure  that  great  mort 
cation  would  be  felt  throughout  the  a 
ty,  when  it  was  known  that       town  ^ 
to  be  even  partially  disfirac    i     d«    Fn 
his  own  experience  he  couia         , 
purer  state  of  Representation        noi  ex 
ra  any  part  of  the  country,     j 
men  of  the  town  were  r      sc         ana  ui« 
dependent,  for  most  ot  v     *m  ii  was  no< 
necessary,  in  order  to  live  mdependently 
to  continue  in  business.    He  could  ) 
the  House,  that  such  a  thing  as  brn     i 
was  not  known  there,  and  he  felt  co 
fident  that  no  power  of  money  would  i 
duce  the  electors  to  gi%'e  votes  that 
not  accord  with  their  own  opinio 
feelings.     Under  these  circumstani       i 
still  hoped,  that  the  noble  Lord  wouia  ex< 
elude  this  borough  from  the  schedule 
He  was  free  to  acknowledge,  that  what  v 
strictly  called  the  borough,  did  not  con< 
tain  the  required  number  of  inhabitants 
but  then  those  parts  of  St.  Nicholas,  ai 
Holy  Trinity,  and  Stoke,  which  had  beei 
spoken  of,  were  essentially  part  of  t 
town ;  and  the  population  of  those  \ 
added  to  that  of  the  borough,  wo       at 
it  within  the  rule  which  saved  ou       oo' 
roughs.    It  was  also  to  be  reoo 
that  there  were  twenty  houses  in  xne  uo> 
rough  which  were  not  iticluded  in  the  re 
turns  of  1821.  There  was  also  the  outskir 
of  Artington,  with  a  populatbn  of  489  per^ 
sons,  which  ought  to  be  included  in  thi 
population  of  the  borough.     Altogether 
within  a  circuit  of  less  than  half  a  mill 
from  the  centre  of  the  town,  there  e] 
ed  a  population  of  upwards  of  4,000,  ai 
in  common  justice,  therefore,  and  in  ae 
qordance  wttbr  the  line  laid  down  iiy  iMm 
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Bill  Itself,  he  contended  that  Guildford 
ihould  be  taken  out  of  this  schedule. 
This  case,  he  thought,  almost  in  every  re- 
spect resembled  that  of  Truro,  which  was 
saved,  atid  he  ho  bed  to  see  the  same  jus- 
tice done  to  Guildford. 

Lord  Althorp  thought  the  case  before 
the  Committee  was  precisely  similar  to 
that  of  Dorchester,  which  had  been  dis- 
posed of  the  day  before,  and  he  saw  no 
reason  why  a  distinction  should  be  made 
'  in  favour  of  Guildford.    The  question  was, 

•  not  whether  the  addition  of  some  parts  of 
adjoining  parishes  would  entitle  this  place 
to  have  two  Members,  but  whether  it  was 

'  consistent  with  a  great  principle  of  the 
I  Reform  Bill,  and  whether  it  was  such  a 

•  town  as,  compared  with  other  great  towns 
J  id  England,  deserved  to  have  a  double 
i  share  in  the  Representation  of  the  country. 
I  As  to  what  had  been  said  about  inquiry, 
■  he  thought  it  was  wholly  unnecessary  in 
( this  case,  as  there  was  not  any  the  slight- 

i^st  dispute  about  the  facts  stated ;  so  that, 
the  facts  being  admitted,  a  decision  might 
(he  had  without  the  inconvenience  and  de- 
'lay  of  inquiry.  He  did  not  think  the 
'place  entitled,  according  to  the  principle 
uaid  down  in  the  Bill,  to  have  more  than 
i^^one  Representative,  and  therefore  he  would 
not  consent  to  have  it  removed  out  of  the 
^8Chedu]e. 

f  Sir  James  Scarlett  wished  to  remind 
I'the  Committee,  that  in  this  case  there 
l>Woald  be  no  necessity  for  hunting  about 
^for  a  rural  population.  There  could  be 
^no  question  but  that  the  addition  of  the 
^adjoining  houses  would  give  Guildford  the 
^required  amount  of  population. 
;  Mr.  Pearse  thought,  the  hon.  member 
';for  Surrey  had  made  out  such  a  clear 
^oase  for  the  borough,  that  he  should  vote 
^for  its  being  removed  from  schedule  B, 
?and  allowed  to  continue  to  return  two  Re- 
^presentatives. 

f  Mr.  Denison  wished  again  to  remind  the 
.'Committee,  that  the  question  before  them 
^lay  in  a  small  compass.  It  was  on  all 
^sides  agreed  that  the  population  of  the 
-parishes  of  St.  Mary,  the  Holy  Trinity  and 
^8t.  Nicholas,  all  within  the  limits  of  the 
^borough,  amounted  to  3,161  that  in  Stoke, 
-there  were  562,  and  in  other  parts  of  the 
^parishes  named  4H9  which  would  make  the 
^town  population  above  the  required  num- 
?ber.  There  would  also  be  a  greater  num- 
-berof  I OZ.  houses  than  was  required  by 
^.the  Bill. 
\    Sir  E.  Siigden  felt  great  pleasure  in  ob- 


serving, that  whenever  any  of  the  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  felt  it  necessary  in  their 
own  particular  cases  to  defend  any  of  the 
condemned  boroughs,  they  always  employ- 
ed the  arguments  used  on  his  side  of  the 
House  in  opposition  to  disfranchisement. 
This  was  the  case  that  evening  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Surrey,  who  did  himself 
great  credit  in  opposing  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  so  respectable  a  constituency  as 
that  of  Guildford.  This,  however,  made 
no  great  difference  to  him  (Sir  E.  Sugden), 
as  the  arguments  were  equally  good  from 
whatever  quarter  they  might  be  delivered. 
It  did  appear  to  him  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  in 
error  when  he  compared  the  case  of  Dor- 
chester to  that  of  Guildford.  It  was  true, 
he  thought  the  former  place  had  been 
hardly  dealt  with,  but  then  there  were 
features  in  the  present  case  which  made  it 
a  still  greater  injustice  to  deprive  this 
place  of  one  of  its  Members.  Bridport,  too, 
had  been  decided  on  other  grounds ;  but 
Guildford  combined  all  those  advantages 
which  had  been  so  forcibly  put  forth  to 
induce  Ministers  to  exclude  Dorchester 
and  Bridport  from  the  schedule ;  and,  in 
addition,  it  had  other  claims  to  preserve 
its  Representatives.  Here  was  what  every 
person  knew  to  be  a  flourishing  town,  the 
capital  of  the  county,  and  an  extensive 
market,  a  sufficient  population,  and  its 
wealth,  proved  by  the  test  of  taxation,  to- 
gether with  a  sufficient  number  of  houses, 
and  an  intelligent  and  honest  constituency. 
It  had  been  stated  to  the  Committee  on 
authority  that  could  not  be  doubted,  that 
the  houses  which  were  proposed  to  be  in- 
cluded in  future  in  the  borough  had  been 
always  supposed  to  form  a  part  of  it ;  nor 
did  some  of  the  oldest  inhabitants  know 
the  exact  boundaries,  so  completely  did 
those  houses  form  a  part  of  the  town.  Of 
these  houses  some  were  built  on  the  very 
bounds  of  the  parishes  and  boroughs,  ancl, 
if  excluded  from  the  borough,  they  would 
be  in  the  anomalous  situation  of  belonging 
to  neither.  If  Parliament  reallv  wished 
to  give  a  tone  of  importance  and  inde- 
pendence to  the  constituency  of  England, 
he  would  ask  what  better  opportunity  they 
could  have,  than  that  of  giving  Members 
to  such  constituents  as  those  of  Guild- 
ford ?  At  that  place  were  to  be  found  a 
sufficient  number  of  10/.  householders, 
without  the  necessity  of  searching  for 
them  by  means  of  a  ridingcommission.  The 
Every  circumstance  connected  with  Guild- 
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ford  tended  to  bring  it  within  the  rule 
which  saved  other  boroughs.  But  it  had 
been  said,  that  Dorchester  had  not  been 
allowed  this  privilege.  Now  he  would  ask 
whether  the  Committee  would  abandon  a 
broad  principle,  merely  because  it  might 
in  some  measure  trench  upon  a  rule  laid 
down  in  the  case  of  another  borough  ?— • 
That  would  be  neither  just  nor  consist- 
ent. There  was  one  point  upon  which 
he  wished  to  be  informed,  and  probably 
he  might  get  the  information  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  member  for  Devonshire^ 
and  who,  on  a  former  evening,  made  some 
remarks  on  the  duties  to  be  performed  by 
the  Commissioners  under  this  Bill.  What 
he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  the  Com- 
missioners, in  making  additions  to  towns 
were  to  take  in  the  whole  of  the  adjoining 
parishes,  or  only  a  sufficient  part  to  make 
up  the  fixed  number  of  constituents  t  If 
it  was  only  a  part,  he  should  like  to  ktioW 
whether  they  were  to  have  a  discretion,  or 
whether  they  were  to  take  their  instruction 
from  higher  quarters  ?  These  h^  thought 
were  important  points,  and  upon  which 
the  House  must  have  some  information. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  felt  a  great  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  Guildford,  and  he  regretted 
extremely  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  did 
not  give  that  important  town  the  benefit 
of  their  own  rule,  by  which  in  justice  it 
ought  to  be  taken  out  of  schedule  B,  and 
retain  its  right  of  sending  two  Members  to 
the  Legislature. 

Sir  John  Brydges  said,  the  case  made 
out  by  the  hon.  member  for  Surrey  com- 
pletely established  the  claim  of  this  bo- 
rough to  the  same  indulgence,  or  rather 
right,  which  had  been  allowed  to  others. 
Yet  they  were  told,  that  because  Dorches- 
ter was  not  allowed  two  Members,  Guild- 
ford was  only  to  have  one.  Was  that  fair  ? 
What  would  be  thought  of  a  Judge  who, 
in  passing  sentence  upon  criminals  (for 
these  boroughs  were  treated  as  criminals) 
would  leave  altogether  put  of  consider- 
ation their  different  shades  of  guilt? 
Would  it  not  be  right  in  such  cases  to 
take  into  account  circumstances  of  miti- 
gation, and  not  punish  all  indiscrimi- 
nately ?  It  would,  he  thought,  be  gross 
injustice  to  disfranchise  this  borough,  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the  disfran- 
chisement of  those  county  towns  would 
make  a  great  impression  throughout  the 
coutitry ;  and  if  the  objections  made 
against  their  disffatichisement  did  not 
ttiakd  dn  impressiod  upoo  the  other  side  of 


the  House,  he  was  sure  they  WOUld  at 
least  open  the  eyes  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  Guildford  andCalne 
did  not  deserve  to  be  named  together  on 
the  same  day,  and  that  if  Calne  Were  ed^ 
titled  to  have  two  Members,  Guildford 
would  be  entitled  to  have  six.  When  tb^ 
proper  time  should  come,  he  would  c<rr* 
tainly  move  that  Calne  be  put  in  schedule 
B  at  least.  He  said  *•  at  least,'*  for  he 
was  of  opinion  that  Calne  should  be  dis<- 
franchised  altogether,  as  an  infamous  no*- 
mination  borough*  He  thought,  that 
Guildford  was  fairlv  dealt  with  in  this  in- 
stance, for  it  surely  was  not  entitled  to 
have  as  many  Members  as  such  placet  ab 
Westminster  and  Manchester. 

Mr.  PusBy  said)  there  had  been  much  in- 
consistency and  confusion  0auie4  by  the 
manner  in  which  Ministers  applied  oH^ 
principle  or  rule  to  one  head,  Und  A  di^ 
ferent  one  to  another  place,  Tltey  b#tftil 
by  applying  the  principle  o/ popumtlon  tO 
two  places  at  the  bottom  of  a  ftcd^uld, 
and  then  they  applied  the  principle  of 
property  to  boroughs  at  the  top  of  toe  liiL 
What  he  wished  Was,  that  Parliatkieftt 
should  adopt  some  fixed  principlOi  And 
adhere  to  it. 

The  Committee  divided;  Ayei  S03; 
Noes  186— Majority  67. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Acheson,  Lord  Bulwer,  H.  L. 


Adam,  C. 
Althorp,  Viscount 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Atherley.  Arthur 
Baillie,  J.  E. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  P.  T. 
Barnett,  0.  J. 
Bayntun,  S.  A. 
Belfast,  Lord    . 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Bernard,  T. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamirc,  W. 
Blount,  £. 
Blunt,  Sir  R.  C. 
Bodkin,  J. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  D.  P. 
Boyle,  Hon.  J. 
Brayen,  T. 
Briscoe,  J.  J. 
Brougham,  W. 
Brougham,  J. 
Brown,  J. 
Browne,  D. 
Brownlow,  C. 
Balkeley,  Sir  R.  W. 
Buller,  J. 


Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Burdett,  Sir  P. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Burton,  H. 
Byng,  G. 
Calcraft,  G. 
Calley,  T. 
Campbell.  W.  P. 
Carter,  J.fl. 
Cavendish,  Lord  0.A* 
Cavendish,  H.  P.  C. 
Cavendish,  C.  C. 
Chapman.  M. 
Chaytor,  W.  R. 
Chichester,  Sir  A. 
Chichester,  A. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  ft. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cradock,  S* 
Creevey,  T. 
Currie,  J. 
Curteis,  U«  B. 
Dawson,  A. 
Denman.  Sir  T. 
Dixon,  J. 

Dundas,  Hon.  $^ll• 
Dundas>  Uoa.  i.  C. 
Dundas,  C. 
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EMthope,  J. 
Ellice,  E. 
EUis,  W, 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
Evans,  W.  B. 
Evans,  De  Lacy 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergusson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C. 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
Foley,  Hon.  T.H. 
Foley,  J.  H. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Fox,  Col. 
French,  A. 
GiUon,  W.  D. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 


Langton,  W.  G. 
Lawley,  F. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  P. 
Lennox,  Lord  J.  G. 
Lester,  B.  L. 
Lloyd,  Sir  E.  P. 
Locn,  J. 
Lopez,  Sir  R.  P. 
Lumley,  J.  S. 
Littleton,  E.  J. 
Maberly,  J. 
Maberly,  W.  L. 
Macauley,  T.  B. 
Macdondd,  Sir  J. 


GrahaiD,Rt.Hn.  Sir  J.    Mackenzie,  J.  A.  S. 


Graham,  Sir  S. 

GrantyR. 

Grattan,  J. 
}  Greene,  T.  G. 

Guise,  Sir  E.  B. 

Gumey,  R.  H. 
•  Handley,W.  F. 

Harty,  Sir  R. 

Harvey,  D.  W. 
^    Heathcote,  Sir  G. 
^  Heneage,  G.  F. 
^  Hey  wood,  B. 

HiD,  LordG.A. 
l'  Hobhouse,  J.  C. 
,•   Hodges,  T.  L. 
;.    Hodgson,  J. 
^    Home,  Sir  W. 
I    Hort,  SirW. 
1.  Hoskins,  K. 
I   Howard,  R. 
J   Howard,  P.  H. 
:   Howick,  Lord 
I  Hudson,  T. 
I  Hughes,  W.H. 
'^  Hughes,  Colonel 
*   Hughes,  J. 
:   Hunt,  H 
».  Hutchinson,  J.  H. 
I    Hawkins,  J. 
.    James,  W. 


Mackintosh,  Sir  J. 
Macnamara,  W.  N. 
Maijoribanks,  S« 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  Hon.  W.  R. 
Mayhew,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Mills,  J. 
Milton,  Lord 
Moreton,  Hon.  H. 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  E.  M.  L. 
MuUins.  F.  W. 
Noel,  Sir  G.  N. 
North,  F. 
No  well,  A. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  D. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Offley,  F.  C. 
O'Grady,  Hon.  S. 
(VNeil,  Hon.  J.  B.  R. 
Ord,  W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Paget,  Sir  C. 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  C. 


Jeffirey,  Right  Hon.  F.  Palmer,  C.  F. 

Jephson,  C.  D.  O.  Parnell,  Sir  H.  B. 

Jemingham,  Hon.  H.  Payne,  Sir  P. 
Johnston,  A. 


Johnston,  J. 
:    Kemp^T.R. 

Kennedy,  T.  F. 
.    Killeen,Lord 
:    King,E.B. 

Knight,  H.  G. 
'    Knight,  R. 
•    Knox,  Hon.  J.  J. 
I    Knox,  Hon.  J.  H. 
.    Labouchere,  H. 
.  lAUobert,  H. 
Lmobert,  J,  S, 


Pelham,  Hon.  C.  A; 
Pendarvis,  E.  W.  W. 
Penlease,  J.  S. 
Penrhyn,  E. 
Perrin,  L. 
Petit,  L.  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
Philipps,  Sir  R.  B.  P. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  B.W. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Powell,  W,  E, 


Langston,  J.  H. 
Power,  R. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryse,  P. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Rice,  Hon.  T.  S. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  G. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Ross,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  John 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Sandford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  D. 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Skipwith,  Sir  Gray 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  V. 
Spencer,  Hon.  F. 
Stanhope,  R.  H. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  Hon.  E.G.S. 
Stanley,  J. 
Staunton,  Sir  G. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 


Tavistock,  Mwquw  of 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Traill,  G. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E. 
TyreU,  C. 

Venables,  Alderman 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waithman,  Aid. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wason,  R. 
Watson,  Hon/  R. 
Webb,  E. 

Westenra,  Hon.H.R. 
Western,  C.  C. 
Weyland,  Major  R. 
Whitbread,  W.  H. 
White,  H. 
White,  S. 
Whitmore,  W.  W. 
Wilks,  J. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
WiUiams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williamson,  H. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Winninffton,SirT.E. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Wood,  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 


Stuart,  Lord  P.  J .H.C.    Wyse,  T.  jun. 
Stuart,  E.  Teller. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M.  Duncannon,  Viscount 

The  question  "  that  the  borough  of  Hel- 
8ton  stand  part  of  schedule  B"  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  '*  that  the  borough  of 
Honiton  stand  part  of  the  schedule," 

Sir  G.  Warrender  rose,  be  said,  to  pro- 
nounce a  short  funeral  oration  over  the 
borough  of  Honiton.  He  should  occupy 
the  Committee  but  a  few  moments,  and  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  ask  for  a  division. 
Honiton  was  a  flourishing  town,  contain- 
ing very  nearly  600  electors  at  present ;  it 
had  abiove  300  10/.  householders,  and 
many  of  his  constituents  were  gentlemen 
of  education,  attainments,  and  independ- 
ence. There  was  not  a  borough  in  the 
kingdom  which  less  deserved  to  be  called 
a  close  or  nomination  borough  than  Honi- 
ton. Property  was  so  equally  divided,  that 
no  individual  in  the  borough  could  com- 
mand five  votes.  After  the  decisions 
which  the  Committee  had  come  to  in 
other  cases,  he  felt,  however,  that  he  had 
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During  the  reign  of  despotism  in  a  neigh- 
bouring country,  there  was  a  court  called 
a  Lit  de  Justice,  and  he  thought  the  House 
was,  night  after  night,  erecting  itself  into 
a  court  of  injustice  to  convict  innocent 
and  unoffending  boroughs.  The  House 
was  only  registering  the  edicts  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  he  hoped  some  change 
was  at  hand  :  one  member  said,  that  Ap- 
pleby was  a  hard  case ;  another  said,  that 
Saltash  was  a  hard  case,  and  Ministers 
themselves  had  felt  so;  and  this  very 
day,  more  than  one  Member,  as  respect- 
able as  any  in  the  House,  had  told  him 
(Sir  G.  Warrender),  that  though  they  had 
voted  j  aofainsi  Dorchester,  they  thought 
it  as  hard  a  case  as  any  in  the  schedule. 
"But,"  said  they,  "we  are  pledged  to 
support  the  whole  Bill"  [cries  of  "  name,'* 
from  the  Ministerial  benches. 1  No,  he 
would  not  name  those  Members ;  for 
though  he  thought  it  perfectly  justifiable 
for  a  Member  to  state,  on  his  word  of 
honour,  a  fact  of  this  kind,  he  did  not 
think  it  honourable  to  divulge  names.  He 
was  convinced  that  if  schedule  B  was 
persevered  in,  it  would  be  the  ruin  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  was  persuaded,  it  would 
not  be  persevered  in,  notwithstanding  the 
hustings'  jargon  of  "the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill."  It  was 
consolatory  to  him  to  think,  that  there 
was  a  place  elsewhere,  which  was  intrust- 
ed with  a  wise  jurisdiction,  and  which, 
when  acts  of  spoliation  had  been  attempt- 
ed in  other  Parliaments,  had  protected 
the  rights  of  individuals.  He  looked  to 
that  other  place,  where  private  wrongs 
were  redressed,  in  the  full  hope  that  jus- 
tice would  be  done  in  a  case  of  public 
wrong ;  that  in  the  exercise  of  a  wise 
discretion,  it  would  grant  to  the  aggrieved 
subjects  of  this  country  that  security  and 
protection  which  it  had  heretofore  afford- 
ed in  cases  of  private  injury.  Such  con- 
duct would  rescue  Parliament  from  the 
scandal  of  passing  such  a  measure  as  the 
present.  He  concluded  by  expressing  his 
gratitude  to  the  electors  of  Honiton  for 
the  pure  and  honourable  support  they  had 
given  him  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  Gisborne  (who  spoke  from  the  gal- 
lery,) said,  that  when  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net referred  to  the  registering  of  edicts  in 
a  neighbouring  country,  and  implied  that 
the  House  was  registering  the  edicts  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  begged  to 
say,  that  his  Majesty's  Government  was 
registering  the  edicts  of  the  country.     On 
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a  late  occasion,  150  staunch  reformers  had 
refused  to  follow  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  House  followed  the  Ministers 
only  in  the  sense  in  which  the  King  fol- 
lowed Madam  Blaize  : — 

^  The  King  himself  has  followed  her. 
When  she  has  walked  before.*' 

The  Ministers  were  obliged  to  follow  the 
opinion  of  the  people  on  this  subject.  He 
had  given  his  vote  against  Dorchester,  be- 
cause no  case  was  made  out,  to  show  that 
it  was  above  the  line  of  population  laid 
down,  and  not  because  Ministers  refused 
to  take  it  out  of  schedule  B.  Many  other 
Members,  no  doubt,  voted  on  equally  in- 
dependent grounds ;  and  he  therefore 
trusted  that,  in  future,  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  refer,  not  to  private  conversations 
with  Members,  but  to  those  Gentlemen's 
votes. 

Sir  George  Warrender  had  not  alluded  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Stafford,  nor  to  any 
one  directly ;  he  merely  said,  that  several 
Members  had  expressed  the  sentiments  he 
had  mentioned. 

Mr.  Perceval  thanked  the  hon.  member 
for  Stafford  (Mr.  Gisborne)  for  his  testi- 
mony, that  the  House  was  not  led  by 
Ministers  in  this  measure,  but  was  blindly 
following  the  popular  cry.  The  moment 
Ministers  opposed  the  popular  cry,  be  it 
ever  so  wild  and  wicked,  he  firmly  be- 
lieved that  all  their  present  strength  would 
melt  away. 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  "  that  Huntingdon 
form  part  of  the  schedule," 

Colonel  Peel  said,  that  after  what 
had  occurred  last  night,  whatever  might 
be  the  merits  of  the  case,  or  whoever 
might  be  the  advocate,  it  was  perfectly 
useless  to  state  any  objections.  If  the 
place  was  within  the  line,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  said,  it  was  against  the  spirit  of 
the  measure  to  exempt  it ;  and  if  the  num- 
bers were  small,  and  the  spirit  of  the 
measure  was  not  violated,  the  noble  Lord 
intrenched  himself  within  his  line.  Hunt- 
ingdon was  so  exactly  like  Dorchester, 
that  not  even  the  talents  of  his  hon. 
colleague  could  induce  the  House  to 
come  to  a  different  conclusion.  It  paid 
as  much,  nearly,  to  the  assessed  taxes  as 
any  borough  in  schedule  B.  It  was  not 
merely  the  county-town,  but  the  only 
borough  in  the  county.  If  there  had 
been  only  two  schedules,  A  and  B,  he 
should  then  have  had  not  a  word  to  say ; 
but  when  there  was  a  schedule  E,  he  did 
T 
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wonder  that  it  did  not  occur  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  unite  Godmanchcsterto  Hunting^- 
don,  a-  he  had  united  Penryn  to  Falmouth. 
He  appealed  to  any  person  who  had 
visited  it,  whether,  in  travelling  along,  it 
was  possible  to  distinguish  Godman- 
chester  from  Huntinjidon.  He  had  only 
further  to  remark,  that  in  1824,  or  1825, 
the  inhabitants  of  this  borough  had  es- 
tablii-'hed  their  rights  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House,  at  great  expense.  With 
these  remarks,  he  should  only  express 
his  hope,  that  in  another  place,  and  before 
another  tribunal,  the  Members  of  which 
were  not  pledged  to  support  the  proposi- 
tions of  Ministers,  by  the  penalty  of  losing 
their  seats,  justice  would  be  done  to  this 
borough,  as  well  as  to  Honiton,  Dor- 
chester, and  others. 

Mr.  James  observed,  that  the  question 
was,  whether  this  place  should  have  one 
Representative,  or  Lord  Sandwich  should 
return  two  persons  to  Parliament.  They 
were  not  taking  a  Representative  from 
Huntmgdon,  but  they  were  giving  it  one. 

Lord  Milton  had  some  local  knowledge 
of  the  places  mentioned,  and  did  not  think 
Godmaiichester  so  contiguous  to  Hunting- 
don that  the  House  would  be  justified  in 
retaining:  two  Members  for  the  latter  place. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  borough  of  Hythe  was  inserted  in 
the  schedule  without  remark. 

The  next  question  was,  **  that  Launces- 
ton  stand  part  of  the  schedule," 

Sir  John  Malcolm  would,  in  future  dis- 
cussions, say  no  more  respecting  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  than  the  particular  case 
under  discussion  might  require.  Laun- 
ceston  was  a  county-town,  in  which  the 
Assizes  had  been  held  for  the  last  three 
centuries;  and  it  was  situated,  from  acci- 
dental localities,  in  five  different  parishes. 
The  borough  itself  included  the  whole  of 
two  of  those  parishes,  and  a  part  of  each 
of  the  01  her  three.  Including  those 
portions  of  the  three  parishes,  the  popula- 
tion of  the  whole  town  would  be  4,140. 
As  Newport,  which  might  be  regarded  as 
forming  a  continuous  street  with  Launces- 
ton,  had  been  put  into  schedule  A,  he 
thought,  tliat  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
former  was  an  additional  reason  for  the 
preservation  of  two  Representatives  to  the 
latter,  uniting  it  with  Newport.  Taking 
the  two  places  together,  they  had,  accord- 
ing to  the  returns  of  1831,  a  population 
of  5,117  persons.  He  knew,  that  it  was 
uiele»s  to  state  those  facts  to  the  Com* 


mittee,  after  the  little  attention  which  he 
had  seen  paid  to  the  claims  and  rights  of 
the  county-towns  of  England.  He  had 
examined  the  list  of  Members  sent  into 
that  House  by  the  borough  of  Launceston, 
and  he  found,  that  it  included  the  names 
of  the  highest,  and  best,  and  wisest  families 
in  the  country.  For  the  last  150  years, 
the  great  majority  of  the  Members  for  that 
borough  had  been  persons  of  distinction, 
connected  with  the  county  of  ComwalL 
He  knew  that  argument  was  useless  on 
the  present  question,  as  the  Ministers  were 
adopting  the  system  which  was  followed 
formerly  on  the  borders  of  his  (Sir  John 
Malcolm's)  own  county,  and  were  admin- 
istering Jedburgh  justice  to  those  bo- 
roughs ;  that  is,  they  were  going  to  execute 
them  first,  and  try  them  afterwards.  He 
could  not  conceal  his  dread  of  the  jwin- 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  which  he  considerea  one 
of  change.  If  it  passed,  the  towns  might 
be  attacked  again.  They  would  then 
have  no  prescriptive  rights,  and  all  would 
be  swept  away.  If  the  Bill  did  pass  into 
a  law,  his  hope  was,  that  the  constituency 
might  return  men  to  support  the  glory  of 
the  country,  which  the  measure,  in  his 
opinion,  would  subvert.  He  should  not, 
however,  press  the  question  to  a  division, 
but  would  leave  that  to  the  judgment  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  colleague. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  being  called  on 
by  his  hon.  friend,  would  recommend  him 
not  to  divide  the  House,  as  he  and  every 
Member  on  that  side  must  have  been 
convinced  before  now,  that  it  was  useless 
to  appeal  to  the  justice  of  a  pledged  ma- 
jority, and  such  a  pliant  majority  as  they 
had  that  night  seen.  He  was  convincea 
that  there  were  not  twelve  Members  of  the 
House  who  rightly  understood  the  Bill, 
the  principles  of  which  were  so  elastic, 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  introduced 
it  could  make  them  fit  any  case,  in  what- 
ever way  he  chose  to  apply  them. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  Launceston  came  within  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill ;  therefore  it  was  unneces- 
sary to  trouble  the  House  with  any  obser- 
vations. 

Question  carried. 

Liskeard  being  proposed  next, 

Lord  Eliot  rose  to  state,  that  the 
borough  was  an  increasing  and  improving 
market-town.  It  had  not  a  population  of 
4,000  in  1821  ;  therefore,  he  would  not 
contest  the  point.  The  10/.  voters  would 
not  be  more  than  ninetj«>flve,  and  a  otw 
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assessment  would  not,  probably,  add  more 
than  twenty  or  thirty  to  that  number. 
A  document  on  the  Table  reckoned  such 
houses  to  be  about  160,  but  this  he  be- 
lieved to  be  an  exaggerated  statement; 
it  was,  therefore,  clear  that  a  constituency 
must  be  made  upon  the  adjoining  rural 
districts.  The  low  rents  on  agricultural 
districts,  made  the  10/.  qualiBcation  there 
a  very  different  standard  from  the  same 
sum  in  manufacturing  and  large  com- 
mercial districts,  'the  population  of  Lis- 
keard,  by  the  census  of  1831,  amounted 
lo  4,040,  and  he  hoped  to  receive  the 
same  support  from  the  new  constituency 
as  he  had  from  the  freemen.  He  felt 
conscious  of  having  done  nothing  to  for- 
feit their  esteem,  and  the  support  he  had 
invariably  received.  He  gave  his  testi- 
mony in  favour  of  the  respectability  of 
the  borough. 

Question  carried. 

Lyme  Regis,  also,  w^s  voted  part  of 
schedule  B. 

On  the  question,  '*  that  Lymington  do 
stand  part  of  the  schedule,*' 

Mr.  Croker  addressed  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed,  that 
on  a  former  day  he  evinced  a  desire  to 
bring  under  consideration,  the  peculiarities 
of  the  boroughs  of  Helston  and  Lyming- 
ton. On  the  occasion  to  which  he  alluded, 
he  said,  he  took  the  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing upon  these  boroughs  because  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  there  was  one  principle 
which  applied  to  both — namely,  the  prin- 
ciple which  had  removed  Truro  from  sche- 
dule A.  With  a  view  to  ascertain  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject,  he 
took  a  division  on  Cockermouth.  The 
sense  of  the  Committee  was  against  him, 
and  he  did  not  repeat  the  division.  Having 
in  this  instance  reminded  the  House  that 
Lymington  was  in  a  situation  similar  to 
Cockermouth,  it  would  convince  them 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  renew  a  former 
investigation. 

Mr.  Mackinnon  said,  that  after  the  dis- 
cussion of  yesterday,  on  the  borough  of 
Cockermouth,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  repeat  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
place  that  he  had  the  honour  to  represent ; 
the  cases  were  similar,  and  the  arguments 
applied  to  one,  applied  equally  to  the 
other.  The  case  of  Cockermouth  had  been 
yesterday  so  ably  discussed  by  his  right 
hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Aldeburgh, 
that  it  was  useless  to  repeat  them  again. 
Tbe  funeral  oration  ju^t  pronounced  by 


the  hon.  member  for  Honiton,  and  by  his 
hon.  friend  (Colonel Peel)  on  the  respective 
places  they  represented,  would  render  it 
useless  for  him  at  that  late  hour  to  say 
much  on  the  same  subject;  it  would  prove 
to  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Gentlemen 
around  him,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  as  "  tedious  as  a  twice-told  tale, 
vexing  the  ears  of  a  drowsy  man."  How- 
ever, out  of  respect  to  his  constituents, 
and  from  the  hardship  of  the  case,  as  far 
.as  the  borough  he  represented  was  con- 
cerned, he  must,  in  the  strongest  manner, 
protest  against  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  appeared,  that  Christchurch 
was  to  return  two  Members,  and  Lyming- 
ton was  to  lose  one.  Now,  the  population 
of  the  latter  place  amounted,  in  the  whole 
parish,  to  5,600,  whilst  that  of  Christ- 
church  was  little  more ;  the  number  of 
houses  of  10/.  rent  and  upwards  in  Ly- 
mington was  295,  and  in  Christchurch,  a 
little  above  300.  The  wealth,  however, 
of  the  two  places,  if  it  could  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  assessed  taxes,  was  much  in 
favour  of  the  place  that  sent  him  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  amount  of  assessed  taxes 
paid  by  Lymington  in  the  year  1830  was 
1 ,076/. ;  the  amount  paid  by  Christchurch 
was  only  557/. ;  yet,  while  the  former  place 
lost  one  of  its  Members,  the  latter  was  to 
retain  both.  Could  any  thing  be  more 
preposterous  or  more  absurd?  Could 
any  argument  prove  the  absurdity  of  the 
Bill  mor^  strongly?  Fully  aware  of  the 
sentiments  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  satisfied  that  arguments  or 
opposition  were  equally  useless,  he  should 
say  nothing  more  than  protest  in  the 
strongest  manner  against  the  arbitrary 
proceedings  of  that  night.  He  did  this 
as  a  duty  towards  the  highly  respectable 
individuals  who  were  his  constituents, 
and  for  whom  he  entertained  the  highest 
regard. 

Question  carried. 

It  was  then  moved,  '*  that  the  borough 
of  Maldon  do  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Mr.  Dick  said,  the  preamble  of  the 
Reform  Bill  was  deficient  in  one  material 
point.  It  stated,  that  it  was  intended  to 
grant  privileges  to  large  and  populous 
places,  but  it  did  not  add,  *'  and  to  de- 
prive several  persons  of  those  privileges 
they  now  enjoyed."  He  should  propose 
such  an  amendment  at  the  proper  time ; 
he  was  uncertain  whether  he  could  make 
any  impression  on  the  House,  yet  he  could 
not  avoid  stating,  that  the  borough  he  had 
T2 
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the  honour  to  represent  was  highly  re- 
spectable. The  voters  were,  in  1826, 
3,119;  there  were  at  the  present  time, 
4,000,  in  which  number  was  included, 
223  Magistrates,  clergy,  and  gentry,  1 ,500 
farmers  and  tradesmen,  and  1,380  labour- 
ers and  mechanics.  They  were  as  hon- 
ourable as  any  class  he  had  ever  met. 
He  admired  the  diversity  of  the  existing 
franchise,  which  was  a  great  connecting 
link  that  wound  the  various  orders  of 
society  together.  Maldon  was  the  prin- 
cipal port  of  Essex,  and  contributed 
largely  to  the  public  purse.  The  popula- 
tion amounted,  in  1821,  to  3,198,  and  in 
1831  to  3,831 ;  the  number  of  houses 
was  606,  and  those  of  the  value  of  10/. 
225;  upwards  of  1,500  non-resident  free- 
men of  Maldon  would  be  cut  off,  but  the 
pot-wallopers  of  Preston  and  Westminster 
were  to  remain  ;  this  was  very  unfair.  He 
had  to  remark,  that  a  petition  was  pre- 
sented by  his  hon.  colleague,  containing 
545  signatures,  but  he  had  understood 
that  some  of  those  represented  persons 
who  were  dead. 

Mr.  Lennard  said,  he  should  not  have 
presented  the  petition  unless  it  had  been 
regularly  signed.  The  petitioners  had 
come  forward  to  state,  that  they  were 
ready  to  sacrifice  their  valuable  privilege 
in  support  of  a  great  principle,  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country  at  large. 
He  regretted  the  sacrifice  required  from 
the  borough ;  but,  looking  at  it  as  the 
effect  of  a  great  plan  for  the  general 
benefit,  he  could  not  refuse  to  concur  in 
the  motion.  It  was  a  great  satisfaction  to 
know,  that  the  majority  of  his  constituents 
were  willing  to  make  the  sacrifice. 

Mr.  Western  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  borough,  having  represented  it  twenty 
years.  He  should  be  glad  to  find  any 
facts  to  justify  him  in  excluding  it  from 
schedule  B,  but  he  knew  it  could  not  be 
taken  out  of  that  clause.  He  was  anxious 
to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  the  borough, 
but  was  afraid  he  could  not  do  so  con- 
sistently with  the  principle  laid  down  by 
Ministers.  The  population  of  the  borough 
was  3,350 — it  was  not  a  nomination  bo- 
rough, and  the  inhabitants  were  most 
respectable.  The  out-voters,  he  was  also 
bound  to  say,  were  respectable.  Inde- 
pendent of  the  borough,  there  was  another 
place  adjoining  to  it — namely,  Hevbridge, 
which  had  a  population  of  800,  which, 
with  the  population  of  the  borough,  would 
make  the  population  altogether  amount  to 


more  than  4,000.  In  the  contest  of  1826, 
the  then  Members  expended  no  less  a 
sum  than  40,000/.  He  believed  it  was  a 
very  dear  borough  to  some  hon.  Members. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  he  felt  much  for 
Maldon,  but  certainly  more  for  Lincoln. 
And  with  such  a  Jury  as  the  present,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  effect.  He  had 
been  solicited  for  that  borough,  though  he 
was  glad  he  had  not  accepted  the  invita- 
tion. It  was  clear,  that  Maldon  was  not 
a  nomination  borough — no  bribery  was 
proved  against  it — and  his  strong  objec- 
tion to  the  disfranchisement  of  the  bo- 
rough was,  that  it  reduced  the  proportion 
of  Representatives  for  Essex ;  while  the 
county  of  Durham  was  most  shamefully 
preferred,  even  according  to  the  average 
of  the  two  counties.  He  cared  neither 
for  frowns  nor  smiles,  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee divided  upon  the  subject,  he  would 
oppose  the  motion. 

Sir  F.  Vincent  wished  to  know  if  the 
two  new  county  Members  which  Essex 
was  to  receive,  while  Harwich  was  to  be 
thrown  open,  would  not  counterbalance 
the  loss  the  county  would  experience  by 
the  partial  disfranchisement  of  Maldon  ? 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  considered,  that  in- 
justice was  done  to  the  borough  of  Mal- 
don, and  he  contended  there  was  a  suffi- 
cient constituency  in  that  borough  to  en- 
title it  to  two  Representatives.  The  House 
would  deal  harshly  with  the  borough  if 
they  agreed  to  this  motion. 

Sir  CharlesWethcrellheg^d  to  acquaint 
the  Members  who  had  just  come  in^  that 
this  was  was  not  a  question  as  to  rotten 
boroughs.  Maldon  had  a  population  of 
3,350  persons.  Unfortunately,  a  river 
divided  it  from  other  parishes,  and  thence 
it  was  to  lose  one  Member,  which  he  con- 
sidered to  be  unfair.  He  was  once  asked 
to  look  at  Maldon,  to  use  a  military 
phrase,  but  he  only  looked  at  it  from  a 
distance.  He  believed  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  guilty  of  injustice,  for,  d  priori, 
he  must  consider  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
aware  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  There 
were  500  resident  freemen,  and  the  right 
to  vote  was  communicated  with  facility ; 
consequently,  there  were  many  non-resi- 
dents, and  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  to 
disfranchise  those.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  case  of  non-residents  at  present,  but 
he  objected  in  this,  as  in  every  other  case, 
to  the  disfranchisement  of  freemen. 

Mr.  Hunt  observed,  that  the  line  pro- 
posed was  a  very  elastic  one.     It  might 
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farther  be  said,  that  it  had  a  slip-knot  at 
the  end,  and  would  strangle  a  proper  as 
well  as  an  improper  borough  —  either 
Gatton,  with  no  electors,  or,  as  in  this 
instance,  Maldon,  with  4,000  or  5,000 
inhabitants. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  said,  it  was 
quite  lamentable  that  such  lengthened  dis- 
cussions should  take  place,  when  all  knew 
that  the  borough  of  Maldon  was  for  many 
years  decidedly  corrupt. 

Mr.  D.  W,  Harvey  said,  that  he  was 
one  of  the  burgesses  of  Maldon,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  so  corrupt  as  had  been 
stated.  Large  sums  were  necessarily  ex- 
pended in  bringing  the  out-voters  from  a 
distance,  and  not  for  the  purposes  of  cor- 
ruption. 

Mr.  Dick  said,  he  never  found  any  cor- 
ruption in  Maldon.  He  had  never  given 
bribes  himself,  nor  did  he  think  his  agents 
had.  He  was  as  incapable  of  offering  as  of 
taking  them.  The  enormous  expense  was 
chiefly  caused  by  bringing  up  such  an 
extensive  constituency. 
Sir C^ar/csTTeMcre/Z said,  that  the  worthy 
Alderman  had  been  so  accustomed  to  hear 
of  corruption  in  the  city  of  London,  that 
he  believed  it  to  exist  elsewhere.  He 
must  really  have  leaint  the  phrase  by 
heart,  for  it  was  always  on  his  lips. 

Mr.  TFes^crw  felt  himself  bound  to  deny 
the  existence  of  corruption  in  Maldon. 
He  had  been  acquainted  with  the  borough 
many  years,  and  had  represented  it  for- 
merly. The  expenses  of  its  elections  were 
undoubtedly  large,  but,  as  had  been  al- 
ready observed,  they  were  incurred  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  up  out-voters,  and 
not  for  bribery  and  corruption. 

Mr.  Lennard  defended  the  purity  of 
the  conduct  of  the  electors  of  Maldon. 
From  the  extent  of  the  constituency, 
bribery  was  out  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  merely  wished 
to  observe,  that  the  expense  of  a  contested 
election  at  Maldon  usually  amounted  to 
between  20,000/.  and  30,000/.  The  Com- 
mittee would,  therefore,  draw  their  own 
conclusions. 

Question  carried. 

On  the  question,  "  that  the  borough  of 
Malmesbury  do  stand  part  of  schedule  B," 

Lord  Althorp  moved,  that  the  further 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  be  deferred, 
and  that  the  Chairman  do  report  progress. 

On  the  Chairman  putting  the  question, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  have  some 
understanding  with  the  noble  Lord,  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  to  their 
sitting  to-morrow.  He  thought  they  had 
better  go  on  to  the  usual  hour  (it  was  then 
half-past  twelve)  that  evening,  and  adjourn 
over,  as  usual,  to  Monday.  Besides,  that 
the  noble  Lord's  Motion  took  them  all  by 
surprise,  it  was  contrary  to  an  understand- 
ing which  he  had  had  with  the  right  hon. 
the  First  Lord  of-  the  Admiralty,  respect- 
ing the  progress  of  the  Bill.  Unless  some 
hours  of  relaxation  were  afforded  hon. 
Members,  it  would  be  physically  impossi- 
ble to  do  justice  to  the  important  measure 
before  the  House.  The  proposal  for  sitting 
to-morrow  was,  moreover,  a  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord's  own  former  ar- 
rangement, to  which  the  House  had  as- 
sented ;  and  he  had  little  doubt  that  many 
hon.  Members, relyingon  that  arrangement, 
had  paired  off  that  evening,  and  gone  into 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
little  necessary  recreation. 

Lord  Althorp  replied,  that  the  House 
had  been  so  full  when  he  had  first  inti- 
mated his  intention  of  proposing  to  sit  to- 
morrow, that  it  was  very  unlikely  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  be  taken  by  surprise,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  apprehended.  He 
should  certainly  persevere  in  his  proposi- 
tion, thinking  it  but  fair  that  they  should 
devote  another  day  to  the  Reform  Bill,  as 
it  was  understood  that  the  House  would 
not  sit  on  Monday,  and  it  ought  also  to  be 
recollected,  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
that  evening  had  been  engrossed  by  the 
Dublin  election  petition,  which  was  so  far 
a  drawback  on  the  progress  of  the  im- 
portant measure  under  consideration. 

4  Sir  Robert  Peel  said.  Ministers  were  as 
fully  aware  a  week  since  as  now,  that  it 
was  his  Majesty's  intention  to  open  Lon- 
don Bridge.  There  was  ample  time, 
therefore,  to  have  given  notice  of  the  in- 
tention to  sit  on  Saturday. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted  this,  but  the 
discussion  on  the  Dublin  election  Com- 
mittee this  evening  had  consumed  so  much 
time,  that  he  should  certainly  persist  in 
his  proposition  for  the  House  to  meet  to- 
morrow. 

Ml,  Perceval  thought,  that  there  was  no 
absolute  necessity  for  such  precipitation. 
The  measure  itself  required  the  utmost 
deliberation.  Did  the  noble  Lord,  relying 
on  the  powerful  majority  behind  him  to 
cheer  him  on,  propose  to  wear  out  the 
comparatively  few  Members  who  were 
strivmg  to  do  their  duty  by  their  consti- 
tuents and  the  country? 
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Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  they  had  al- 
ready consumed  more  time  in  debating 
the  noble  Lord's  proposition,  than  they 
should  make  up  by  sitting  to-morrow. 
This  attempt  would  exasperate  all  parties, 
and  prejudice  the  future  discussions  on  the 
Bill.  He  therefore  implored  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  urge  them  to  extremity. 

Mr.  Attwood  would  not  then  divide 
against  the  noble  Lord's  proposition,  but 
to-morrow  he  would  resist  going  into  the 
Committee.  Such  conduct  was  most 
unfair. 

Lord  Valletort  was  sure  the  noble  Lord 
would  meet  much  opposition,  and  there- 
fore implored  him  not  to  press  the  pro- 
ceeding. 

Sir  George  Murray  objected  to  such  an 
important  motion  being  brought  on  without 
notice.  The  time  lost  by  the  discussion  on 
the  Dublin  election  might  be  made  up  by 
sitting  two  hours  later  to  night.  He  was 
willing  to  make  any  sacrifice  to  attend  his 
duty,  but  he  saw  no  necessity  for  meeting 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  regretted,  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  persist  in  a  proposition 
that  his  own  judgment  condemned.  If 
his  noble  friend  were  sitting  on  the  Oppo- 
sition benches,  he  would  be  one  of  the  first 
to  resist  such  a  proposition ;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  noble  friend  would  not 
drive  the  Opposition  to  have  recourse  to 
those  arms  by  which  they  might  yet  de- 
fend themselves. 

[No  hon.  Member  on  the  Ministerial 
side  rose  to  address  the  Committee ;  and 
the  only  reply  given  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  expressed  themselves  adverse  to  sitting 
on  Saturday,  was  a  loud  and  general  cry 
of  "  Divide,  divide !"  as  each  sat  down.] 

The  House  resumed.  On  the  Chairman 
asking  leave  to  sit  again  the  next  day, 

Mr.  Perceval  wished  to  know  plainly 
and  clearly,  whether  it  was  intended  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  proceed  with  the 
Reform  question  to-morrow  or  not?  Why 
precipitate  a  question  like  the  present? 
The  opponents  of  the  Bill  could  have  no 
hope  of  success,  and  being,  as  far  as  he 
was  individually  concerned,  broken  down 
in  spirits,  in  mind,  and  body,  he  really 
required  some  repose. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  Committee 
had  already  occupied  eleven  days,  and  had 
not  yet  gone  through  schedule  B.  He, 
therefore,  thought  that  they  were  bound 
to  get  on  as  fast  as  they  could,  consistently 
with  fair  discussion. 


Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  proceedings 
on  the  Bill  ought  also  to  be  consistent 
with  justice  ;  for  his  own  part,  he  neither 
could  nor  would  be  in  his  place  on  Satur- 
day. 

Mr.  George.  Bankes  suggested,  that  the 
House  might  do,  as  in  former  times,  when 
Committees  sat  in  the  evening  after  busi- 
ness was  concluded. 

?>\r  Henry  Hardinge  reminded  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  was  necessary  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  retain  the  character  of 
fairness  and  uprijihtness.  They  had  al- 
ready lost  four  hours  in  debating  the  ques- 
tion. The  Opposition  had  at  present  a 
very  favourable  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
but  if  he  departed  from  his  character  for 
fairness,  he  would  find  hereafter  that  thb 
opinion  and  the  feeling  of  the  Opposition 
would  be  decidedly  different. 

Sir  Charles  TTc^^cre //said,  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  behave  fairly,  if  he  departed 
from  iho  understandine:  entered  into  with 
the  Opposition,  he  would  show  that  he  had 
sacrificed  his  independence  as  a  Minister 
to  the  domination  of  the  Press.  The  Press 
wanted  to  usurp  the  power  of  the  Ministry. 
Any  man  who  read  the  newspapers  roust 
know,  that  the  Press  threatened  that  House 
and  the  Members  who  sought  to  do  their 
duty.  His  hon.  friend  said,  he  was  weary 
in  body,  and  heart-broken  :  he  was  heart- 
whole,  l)€cause  ho  was  informed  that  the 
Reform  Bill,  by  the  examination  it  had 
received  in  that  House,  was  going  back- 
wards in  the  public  opinion.  He  heard 
that  from  all  parts  of  the  country.  The 
Ministers  were*  giving  way  to  the  Press, 
because  they  were  afraid  to  meet  the  ques- 
tions  of  the  Livery.  They  were  sacrincing 
that  House  and  their  parliamentary  faith 
to  the  instigations  of  the  Press. 

Mr.  Courtenay  was  sure,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  impute  factious  oppo- 
sition to  him,  for  he  had  not  voted  in 
any  one  of  the  vexatious  divisions  which 
had  taken  place.  He  must,  however,  say, 
that  the  present  course  was  one  of  the 
most  outrageous  breaches  of  parliamentary 
faith  he  had  ever  heard  of. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  persevered  because  his  retreat  was 
cut  on  by  his  friends  behind  him.  Re 
was  afraid  that  the  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  wished  to  force  the  Opposition  to 
strong  measures,  which  he,  for  one,  would 
not  be  deterred  from  adopting  by  any  fear 
of  unpopularity. 

Sir  Robert  Price  deprecated  the  tone  io 
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which  the  question  had  been  taken  up  by 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  say,  that  he 
would  not  attend  in  his  place,  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  the  House  should  not  meet 
if  their  duty  required  it.  He  entreated 
the  Opposition  not  to  follow  a  course  which 
would  have  a  most  injurious  effect  on  the 
country. 

Mr.  Ewart  recommended  the  House  to 
meet,  and  employ  its  ene-gy  in  promoting 
the  measure  rather  than  in  opposing  it. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  the  result  of 
the  observations  pf  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
was,  that  they  thought  an  agreement,  how- 
ever binding  others  supposed  it,  might 
be  cancelled  by  a  majority. 

Mr.  Charles  Dundas  stated,  that  the 
arguments  about  the  Committees  was  of  no 
force,  as  there  would  be  a  commission  to- 
morrow which  would  break  up  the  Com- 
mittees. As  to  cancelling  an  agreement, 
he  denied  that  any  agreement  concerning 
Saturday  had  beeu  entered  into. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
''  that  the  Chairman  do  ask  leave  to  sit 
again  to  morrow  ;" — For  the  Motion  216; 
Against  it  143 — Majority  73.  House  re- 
sumed. Committee  to  sit  again  the  next 
day. 
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HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  30,  1831. 

lliNOrBB.]  The  Lord  Chanckllor,  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, and  the  Rarl  of  SHArrBRBimr,  a*  his  Majesty's 
Comraiidontn,  gave  the  Royal  Aaieiit  to  the  Master  of 
the  Mint's  Salary  Bill;  the  Aaacsied  Tastes  Compositioii 
Bill  {  the  Lord  Steward's  Oatiu  Repeal  Bill ;  the  Militia 
Billot  Suspension  Bill,  and  the  CnstonK*  Oatlis  BUI. 

The  Queen'k  Dowv  Bill,  read  a  third  time. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  30,  1831. 

Mmvtvt.3  New  Writs  Issued.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
firmiifo  Rick,  for  New  Ross,  in  the  room  of  Charles 
Tottenham,  Esq.,  who  had  accepted  the  Chiltem  Hun- 
drMi. 

Hihina  ovdered.  Co  the  MotkHi  of  Colonel  ToRftsm,  of 
all  Bank  of  Ei^land  Notes  and  Post  Bills  in  circulation 
•very  Satorday  in  the  present  Vear,  pursuant  to  Act  35 
George  ffrd,  Qip.  184,  up  to  the  latest  period  the  aeeount 
mn  he  mutt  up,  and  ttie  quantity  in  weight  of  Standard 
Gold  received  into  the  Mint,  flrom  15th  July,  1830,  to  the 
present  thne,  and  of  the  value  of  the  Gold  coined,  dis- 
tinguishing eneh  dtnomiMtion,  and  for  whom  coined,  and 
the  expenses  Incurred,  and  an  aeeount  of  all  Silver  Ccnn 
jndted  tram  31st  December,  1839  to  the  present  time, 
stating  the  amount  lo  cadk  quarter,  and  on  what  account 
received  or  meltRl }  •  rimllaraeooant  of  aU  Gold  Coin. 

PetitHms  piesentsd.  By  Sir  Jamm  Wiluamb,  from  the 
Grand  Juron  of  Carmarthen,  for  an  additional  Member 
Ibr  that  Comity.  Bf  tte  0*an  and  CnArrsR  of  St. 
ftrtick'ftOttliednl,  DvUhWfriMt  the  Iriah  Reform  BOL 
By  Lord  Stamlit,  from  the  MUlcn  nd  Com  Dealers  of 


ftural«y,  tgalntt  the  Importttion  of  Forrign  Ftonr.  By 
Lord  Ml LTOM.  flrom  Landed  Proprietors  hi  Bamsley  and 
iU  vicinity,  against  the  Registry  of  Deeds  Bill.  By  Mr. 
GeoROE  Dawson,  from  Inhabitants  of  Caslleoomar,  for 
the  continuance  of  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  So- 
ciety t  from  the  InhabitanU  of  Broughshane,  coropWnIng 
of  Charity  Letters  being  charged  with  Postage;  fhmi 
Mastcni  and  Owners  of  Coal  Vessels,  Corporation  of 
Coopers,  and  Corporation  of  Felt  Malcers,  Dublin,  for 
the  continuance  of  the  Coal  Meters'  Establishment.  By 
Mr.  Hunt,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Hurdsfield,  for  Repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  By  the  Marquis  of  CHANDOS,£hmi 
the  West-India  Planters  and  MerchanU.  against  the  Sugar 
Keflnery  Bill.  By  Colonel  Lnn^THER,  from  Land  Owners 
of  Strickland.  Kettle,  Halton.  and  Grayrigg.  in  the  Parish 
of  Kirkby  in  Kendal,  for  a  period  of  limitation  to  collect 
Tithes  in  kind. 

Cotton  Factories  Bill.]     Mr.  Hob' 
house  presented  Petitions  from  Glasg:ow 
and  Manchester,   signed  by  many   Mer- 
chants  and   Manufacturers,    and    several 
thousand  inhabitants  connected  with  the 
Cotton   Trade,  in   favour  of  the   CoHon 
Factories    Bill.      The    Glasgow    petition 
prayed,  that  Scotland  might  be  included 
in  the  provisions  of  the   Cotton  Factories 
Apprentices  Bill.     He  had  also  received 
many  communications  to  the  same  effect, 
from  the  same  place,  from  Dundee,  and 
other  parts  of  Scotland,  and  the  result  of 
the    whole    was,   after    consulting    with 
several  Members  of  that  House,  that  he 
had  determined  not  to  exclude  Scotland 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.     The  ar- 
guments, that  it  would  be  unfair  to  the 
English    manufacturers    to    place    thenk 
under  restrictions  from  which  ihe   Scotch 
were  exempt,  seemed  to  him  so  very  forc- 
ible, that  he  was  induced   to  adopt  this 
course.     It  should   also  be  lemembered, 
that  Scotland   was  included  in   all   bills, 
which  had  been  passed  for  regulating  the 
hours  of  labour  in  Cotton  Factories. 

Lord  Stanley  begged  to  inquire  if  the 
Bill  was  the  same  as  that  which  passed 
through  a  Committee  durinij  the  last  Ses- 
sion, except  that  its  provisions  extended 
to  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  Ilobhouse  replied,  that  the  Bill  in- 
troduced last  Session,  did  include  Scot- 
land ;  he  had  since  been  doubtful  on 
the  subject,  but  had  now  determined  to 
include  Scotland,  and  the  present  Bill 
was,  therefore,  precisely  the  same  as  the 
former. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  inquired  if  Ireland 
was  included  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  Hobhouse  said,  it  was. 

Mr.  Slaney  said,  it  was  the  boundea 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  protect  ancl 
cherish  the  persons  employed  in  producing 
the  enormous  wealth  derived  from  theit 
industry  in  cotton  factories.    He,  there- 
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fore,  felt  highly  gratified  that. such  a  mea- 
sure was  introduced,  and  that  its  pro- 
visions extended  to  all  parts  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  Greene  had  several  petitions  from 
operatives  employed  in  worsted  mills,  the 
machinery  of  which  was  worked  by  a 
stream  of  water,  and  they  prayed  for 
liberty  to  work  at  all  hours,  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  stream.  They  were  of  opin- 
ion, that  children  suffered  no  injury  by 
working  at  night  in  these  mills,  and  the 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  turninj^:  many 
persons  out  of  employment;  they  therefore 
prayed,  that  factories  in  such  circumstan- 
ces should  be  exempt  from  its  operation. 

Mr.  Hobhouse  felt  great  satisfaction  that 
the  operatives  employed  in  one  factory 
only  had  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  It 
was  absurd  to  say,  it  was  as  healthy 
for  children  to  work  by  night  as  by 
day.  There  was  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  permitted  factories  worked  by  water 
power,  and  without  the  aid  of  steam,  to  be 
carried  on  at  night  by  relays  of  hands. 

Mr.  //.  Ross  assured  the  House,  that 
the  Bill  was  very  unpopular  in  Scotland, 
where  it  was  feared  the  consequence  of  it 
would  be,  to  stop  the  working  of  many 
mills,  and  deprive  many  persons  of  em- 
ployment. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  hoped  no  repre- 
sentation would  persuade  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Westminster  to  exclude  any  part 
of  the  kingdom  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  Humanity  was  a  general  cause.  It 
had  long  been  a  prevailing  opinion,  that 
children  had  been  over-worked  in  fac- 
tories, and  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  adopt  some  measure  for  their  relief. 

Mr.  H.  Ross  had  no  desire  to  treat  chil- 
dren with  inhumanity,  and  did  not  object 
to  regulate  the  hours  of  labour  in  cotton 
factories,  but  the  labour  in  woollen  and 
flax  factories  was  healthy,  and  required 
no  such  regulation. 

Mr.  Greene  fully  concurred  iu  the  opin- 
ion, that  any  measure  of  this  sort  should 
be  general,  and  apply  to  the  whole  country. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

AuRAyGEMENT  01'  BUSINESS.]  Lord 
Althorp  rose  to  move  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  going  into  Committee 
upon  the  Reform  Bill.  He  trusted  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  this  course,  see- 
ing that  there  was  a  full  attendance  of 
Members,  and  considering  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  measure  under  considera- 


tion, and  the  time  which  must  necessarily 
be  bestowed  upon  its  completion.  He 
meant  to  propose,  that  they  should  proceed 
to  dispose  of  the  clause  then  berore  the 
Committee,  with  the  exception  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Totness,  for  which  he  understood 
that  a  strong  case  for  exemption  could  be 
made  out,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
was  to  submit  it  to  the  Committee  was 
unable  to  attend  that  day.  In  the  other 
cases  he  was  not  aware  that  there  would  be 
any  grounds  advanced  likely  to  occupy 
much  time,  and  he  should  [propose,  that 
they  should  sit  until  the  remaining  bo- 
roughs of  schedule  B  were  gone  through. 
Sir  George  Murray  rose,  not  with  the 
most  distant  intention  of  saying  a  word  in 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  or  to  do  any  thing  which  should 
prevent  the  House  from  proceeding  at 
once  to  the  business  for  which  they  had 
met  according  to  the  decision  of  the  pre- 
vious night.  But  he  could  not,  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  refrain  from  rising 
in  his  place  to  express  his  deep  regret  that 
a  solemn  engagement,  entered  into  by  the 
two  parties  in  the  House,  had  been  violat- 
ed by  the  King*s  Minister.  He  was  aware 
that  no  absolute  decision  of  the  House  bad 
been  recorded  as  to  the  time  at  which  they 
should  sit,  yet  he  knew  that  it  had  long 
been  the  undeviating  'practice  to  regard 
parliamentary  arrangements,  founded  upon 
a  general  understanding  amongst  the  Mem- 
bers, as  a  sacred  and  inviolable  bond,  equal- 
ly binding  upon  both  parties.  Hedeeply  re- 
gretted, therefore,  that  an  arrangement  of 
thatnature  had  been  made  to  give  way  for  the 
convenience  of  any  persons,  and  still  more 
that  it  should  have  been  broken  under  cir- 
cumstances which  placed  the  minority  of 
the  House  under  a  great  disadvantage, 
many  Gentlemen  having  made  engage- 
ments to  leave  town  on  Saturday  morning 
on  the  strength  of  the  pledge  which  they 
had  received.  Expressing  again  how 
deeply  it  grieved  him  that  such  a  circum- 
stance should  have  taken  place,  calculated 
as  he  believed  it  must  be,  to  lessen  the 
confidence  hitherto  reposed  in  the  declar- 
ations of  public  men^  he  should  content 
himself  with  entering  his  deliberate  and 
solemn  protest  against  what  he  conceived 
to  be  an  unprecedented  and  lamentable 
violation  of  a  parliamentary  arrangement. 
He  trusted,  that  his  view  of  the  subject, 
with  regard  to  not  allowing  this  provocation, 
deep  as  it  was,  to  influence  his  conduct 
in  respect  to  the  important  measure  now 
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under  discussion,  would  be  generally  en- 
tertained by  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
and  that  they  would  not  allow  it,  however 
strong  they  might  think  the  justification, 
to  induce  them  to  resort  to  means  for  de- 
laying the  progress  of  that  measure  be- 
yond what  its  full  and  deliberate  examina- 
tion required.  In  making  this  recom- 
mendation, however,  he  did  it  upon  the 
condition  that  every  fair  objection  and  ar- 
gument should  receive  its  just  hearing  and 
consideration.  As  to  the  general  charges 
of  delay,  and  the  allusions  to  the  anxiety  of 
the  people  for  more  haste,  they  would  not 
move  nor  influence  him  to  depart  from  the 
course  which  his  sense  of  duty  had  im- 
posed upon  him.  With  no  other  interests 
in  view  than  those  of  the  people,  he  con- 
sidered, that  when  he  was  doing  his  utmost 
to  prevent  precipitancy  with  a  measure  of 
this  nature  he  was  best  protecting  the  true 
interests  of  the  people  and  the  country  at 
large.  With  these  observations  he  should 
sit  down,  and  he  trusted  that  they  should 
proceed  to  the  business  for  which  they  had 
met  without  any  recurrence  to  feelings 
which  had  been  very  highly  excited,  but 
which  had,  he  thought,  been  most  wisely 
allayed,  and  which,  he  hoped,  would  not 
again  be  roused  into  activity. 

Sir  F.  Burdett  entirely  coincided  in  the 
feeling  that  had  been  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  was  delighted  with 
the  candid  and  gentle  tone  in  which  that 
feeling  had  been  expressed  ;  he,  therefore, 
hoped  that  it  would  be  metj  by  a  corre- 
sponding sentiment  on  the  other  side,  and 
that  the  real  purport  of  their  fneeting 
would  be  immediately  proceeded  with.  He 
begged  at  the  same  time  to  remark,  that  he 
knew  of  no  absolute  agreement  previously 
existing  that  was  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
their  meeting  that  day ;  and  he  should  be 
sorry  if  he  had,  by  his  vote  of  the  previous 
night,  broken  through  any  such  agreement. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  there 
never  was  a  more  decided  parliamentary 
engagement  made  in  that  House  than  that 
which  was  entered  into  by  the  Ministers, 
that  the  Bill  should  be  in  Committee  four 
days  in  the  week,  from  five  o'clock  till  one 
o'clock.  While  hon.  Members  on  his  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  were  not 
aware  of  the  intention,  on  the  part  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  to  press  the  sitting 
of  the  House  to-day,  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  were  early  apprised  of  the 
fact,  and  prepared  to  muster  accordingly. 
A  circular  was  sent  round  by  Ministers  in 


these  words — "  Your  attendance  is  parti- 
cularly requested  at  the  House  on  Satur- 
day, at  a  quarter  before  twelve."  There 
was  a  general  understanding  that  the  Re* 
form  Bill  was  not  to  be  proceeded  with  on 
Saturdays,  yet  Ministers  now  altogether 
departed  from  that  understanding. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  had  never 
entertained  the  least  idea  that  the  arrange- 
ment made  had  precluded  them  from 
meeting  on  Saturday,  if  peculiar  circum- 
stances should  arise  which  would  render  it 
necessary  or  desirable. 

Mr.  Attwood  S2iid,  thdit  if  unjustifiable, 
unworthy,  and  unparliamentary  motives, 
had  not  been  attributed  to  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  the  other  side  would 
never  have  had  to  complain  of  asperity  of 
tone.  His  Majesty's  Government  had 
urged  on  the  attention  of  persons  on  the 
other  side,  the  propriety  of  proceeding  this 
day.  He  admitted  the  general  fairness  of 
the  noble  Lord,  but  he  contended  that  the 
Administration  had  unfairly  taken  means 
to  collect  all  its  force  on  that  occasion. 
The  noble  Lord  had  alluded,  in  his  first 
speech,  to  the  full  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers. It  was  true  that  there  was  a  great 
attendance  on  one  side — and  that  was  not 
to  be  wondered  at  when  it  was  known 
what  urgent  means  had  been  taken  to 
ensure  that  attendance  [**  no,nOy**/rom  the 
Treasury  benches,]  Gentlemen  might 
shout  **  No,  no/'  but  he  had  a  very 
good  reply  to  their  contradiction  in  his 
hand.  He  repeated,  that  the  most  urgent 
means  had  been  taken  to  ensure  the  at- 
tendance of  the  partisans  of  the  Bill  on 
that  day,  before  the  noble  Lord  had  an- 
nounced to  the  House  his  intention  of  vio- 
lating his  engagement,  and  calling  upon  it 
to  sit  on  Saturday  [no,  no].  If  it  was  not  so, 
it  was  most  surprising  to  him  that  he  should 
possess  a  note,  in  the  usual  form  of  the 
noble  Lord's  circular,  dated  on  Friday ;  it 
was  headed  Reform,  was  dated  July  29th, 
and  stated,  that  the  attendance  of  the 
friends  of  the  measure  was  most  earnestly 
requested  before  twelve  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day. That  note,  he  asserted ,  proceeded  from 
those  parties  who  bad  detained  the  House 
with  the  most  frivolous  debate  on  Friday, 
for  four  hours — ^a  debate  that  arose  out  of 
the  fact,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  chose 
to  dine  in  the  City  on  Monday.  That 
note  called  upon  the  Members  to  come  to 
the  House  at  a  quarter  before  twelve,  be* 
cause  the  House  was  then  to  proceed  im- 
mediately into  a  Committee,    He  would 
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not  then  enter  upon  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  arrangement  was  a  proper  one 
or  not.  It  had  been  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  acceded  to  by  the  House, 
and  it  ought  to  have  been  regarded  as 
binding,  and  honestly  adhered  to.  Such, 
however,  had  not  been  the  case,  for  the 
arrangement  had  not  only  been  violated  by 
the  noble  Lord,  but  a  most  unfair  and 
unjust  advantage  had  been  taken  of  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  s.iid,  tlie  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  stated,  that 
circulars  had  been  sent  out  from  the  Trea- 
sury before  any  notice  had  been  given  to 
the  House  of  the  intention  of  meeting  to- 
day. That  was  an  error.  The  usual  cir- 
culars only  had  been  sent  out,  and  they 
had  not  been  sent  out  until  last  night, 
after  he  had  given  notice  in  the  House  of 
the  meeting  to-day.  And  what  was  more, 
he  did  not  believe,  that  the  notes  from  the 
Treasury  had  been  received  by  many  Gen- 
tlemen until  this  morning.  Undoubtedly, 
the  supporters  of  the  measure  were  pre- 
pared for  opposition,  but  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  (jSentlemen  opposite,  if  there  had  not 
been  a  meeting  of  the  opponents  of  the 
measure?  He  found  no  fault  with  the 
holding  of  such  a  meeting.  It  was  per- 
fectly fair,  and  he  thought  desirable.  Such 
meetings  prevented  misunderstandings, 
and  it  would  be  well  if  on  all  occasions 
those  who  composed  a  party  would  make 
regular  arrangements  as  to  the  course  they 
should  take.  With  regard  to  the  engage- 
ments which  it  was  said  he  had  broken,  he 
had  this  to  observe : — In  the  first  instance 
he  had  made  a  proposition,  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Reform  Bill  should  take 
precedence  of  all  other  public  business, 
petitions  and  all,  on  the  days  for  which  it 
was  fixed,  and  that  Saturday  should  be 
taken  as  a  day  for  receiving  petitions. 
This  arrangement,  however,  was  objected 
to,  and  it  was  withdrawn  upon  the  uudcr- 
atanding  that  the  debate  on  the  Reform 
Bill  should  commence  at  five  o'clock,  and 
be  continued  till  one  o'clock.  But  in 
making  that  arrangement,  he  did  not  tie 
himself  down  to  discussing  the  Reform 
Bill  four  days  in  the  week.  He  had  cer- 
tainly been  asked  if  the  Government  could 
goon  without  the  Supplies,  and  upon  that 
be  had  stated,  that  Mondays  were  to  be  set 
aside  for  the  consideration  of  the  question 
of  Supply,  and  that  he  proposed  to  take 
the  Reform  BiU  on  Tuesdays,  Wednes- 
dayii  Thursdays,  and  Fridays.    In  giving 
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that  answer,  however,  and  in  making  t!bA 
arrangement,  he  had  not  limited  himielf, 
he  repeated,  to  taking  the  Reform  Bill 
only  four  days  in  the  week,  for  when  the 
Supplies  were  got  through,  he  should  be 
sorry  not  to  take  five  days  for  that  measure. 
There  was  then  a  full  attendance  of  Mem* 
bers  upon  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  he 
did  not  see  any  reason  why  the  BiU  should 
not  at  once  be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  the  note  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  alluded  could  not  be  the  note 
whichhe  (Mr.  Attwood)  had  read,  as  it  men- 
tioned the  meeting  of  the  House  a  quarter 
before  twelve.  The  time  of  meeting  to- 
day had  been  fixed  much  later,  therefore 
the  note  which  he  had  read  must  have  gone 
before  the  noble  Lord*s  announcement  to 
the  House. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  House  would 
recollect,  that  his  first  proposition  was,  that 
they  should  meet  at  twelve  o'clock.  It 
was  after  that,  and  before  the  final  ar- 
rangement was  concluded,  that  the  notes 
were  sent. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  had  opposed  the  first 
proposition  which  had  been  made  on  the 
subject  by  the  noble  Lord,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  occasion  great  inconvenience 
and  delay.  The  noble  Lord  had  con- 
sented to  withdraw  it,  on  the  clear  under- 
standing that  four  days  in  a  week  were  to 
be  devoted  to  the  Reform  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
Wynn)  had  proposed  that  the  House 
should  meet  on  Saturdays  to  discuss  the 
Reform  Bill,  but  that  arrangement  had 
been  objected  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  on  the 
ground  that  many  Members  were  in  the 
habit  of  going  out  of  town  early  on  Satur- 
day morning.  He  did  not  say  the  noble 
Lord  was  bound  by  any  positive  engage- 
ment, but  the  noble  Lord  was  at  least  a 
party  to  a  truce,  and  before  a  truce  termi- 
nated, it  was  always  usual  and  necessary, 
in  fairness,  to  give  due  notice.  The  very 
moment  the  noble  Lord  had  made  up  his 
mind  to  put  an  end  to  the  truce,  the  noble 
Lord  should  have  made  his  opponents  ac- 
quainted with  that  fact.  He  really  be- 
lieved, that  the  present  proceeding  was  not 
owine  to  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Lord,  but 
that  lie  had,  as  the  noble  Lord  himself 
threw  out  last  night,  been  compelled  to 
adopt  it  by  some  of  his  professed  sup- 
porters. That  the  intention  of  meeting  to- 
day was  known  to  some  particular  Mem- 
bers before  the  House  met  yesterday  was 
clear,  for  an  hon.  Member,  a  supporter  of 
the  Bill|  who  formed  part  of  the  Colereine 
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Election  Committee,  had  stated  in  his 
place,  that  it  had  been  arranged,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  intended  meeting  of  to-day, 
that  that  Committee  should  meet  at  ten, 
instead  of  eleven  o'clock.  From  this  it  was 
clear  that  equal  notice  had  not  been  given* 
He  trusted  that  nothing  of  the  sort  would 
be  repeated,  and  that  justice  and  fairness 
would  not  again  be  sacrificed. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  moment  he 
had  decided  on  meeting  on  Saturday,  he 
had  directed  that  notes  should  be  sent  to 
the  Chairmen  of  all  the  Election  Com- 
mittees. 

Lord  Porchester  said,  that  the  object  of 
the  meeting  which  had  been  held  by  the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  that  morn- 
ing, to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  adverted, 
was  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  irritation 
in  the  discussion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  had  made  no 
complaint  of  the  meeting.  On  the  con- 
traiy,  he  had  said  that  such  combination 
served  to  give  a  better  tone  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  Perceval  confirmed  the  statement 
of  his  noble  friend,  and  added,  that  the 
meeting,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  were 
convinced  of  the  unfairness  of  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  assembling 
the  House  to-day,  after  the  manner,  the 
partial  manner,  m  which  the  Ministers 
had  made  known  their  intentions. 

Mr.  George  Dawson  admitted  he  was  at 
the  meeting  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
but  he  did  not  feel  himself  called  upon  to 
account  to  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  for  whatever  course  he  might  think 
proper  to  pursue  in  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
seeing  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
were  determined  to  carry  it  per  fas  et 
nefas.  He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
if  he  was  resolved  to  go  on  with  this  ques- 
tion on  Saturdays,  without  giving  any  pre- 
vious notice  to  the  House  ?  If  so,  be  must 
protest  against  any  such  proceeding.  Sa- 
turday was  not  a  day  which  ought  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  Reform  Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  could  give  no  pledge  upon 
the  subject.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
after  the  disfranchising  parts  of  the  Bill 
were  gone  through,  and  they  came  to  the 
more  agreeable  task  of  enfranchisement, 
it  might  not  be  necessary  to  sit  on  Satur- 
days ;  but  again  he  must  say,  that  he  could 
give  no  distinct  pledge. 

Order  of  the  Day  read,  and  question 
put  that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair. 

WiK£  1}VTI£S.]  Mr.  Attwood  wished, 
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before  the  House  went  into  a  Committee, 
to  ask  at  what  time  the  bill  for  imposing 
the  new  Wine  Duties  would  be  brought 
forward.  At  the  present  moment  thpie 
duties  were  collected — he  would  say  iUe- 
gally  collected — without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  He  hoped,  that  if  it  were  only 
to  save  appearances.  Ministers  would  allow 
their  edicts  to  be  registered. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  every  person 
acquainted  with  Treasury  business  must 
be  aware,  that  it  was  the  constant  practice^ 
he  would  not  say  it  was  strictly  regular,  to 
collect  the  duties  as  soon  as  the  Resolu- 
tions for  imposing  them  had  been  reported. 


Post-Office  Packets.]  Mr.  Hunt 
begged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  to  inform  him,  if  an 
appointment  vacant  by  the  decease  of  one 
of  the  Commanders  of  his  Majesty's  Steam 
Vessels  from  Calais  to  Ostend  had  been 
filled  up  from  the  supernumerary  list  or 
not? 

Sir  James  GraJiam  hoped  to  be  able  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member's  question  on 
Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Hunt  understood  the  Chief  Mate 
of  the  vessel  was  an  officer  of  twenty-five 
years'  standing,  and  ought  not  to  have  a 
younger  officer  put  over  his  head. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England — Committee — ^Thirteenth 
Day.]  On  the  question  being  again  put^ 
''That  the  House  should  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Reform  Bill," 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  strongly  protested 
against  the  unfair  conduct  of  Government, 
in  proceeding  this  day,  in  violation  of  an 
understood  arrangement. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee, Mr.  Bernal  in  the  Chair. 

The  question  was,  ''  That  the  borough 
of  Malmesbury  stand  part  of  schedule  o." 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  said,  that  according 
to  the  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  arbitrary 
rules  laid  down  by  his  Majesty's  Go?em* 
ment,  the  borough  of  Maimesbiirv  mutt 
fall.  He  had  had  the  honour  of  beior 
returned  honestly  and  independently,  and 
without  being  bound  down  by  pledges,  for 
five  Parliaments, by  that  borough;  and 
even  now,  when  it  was  threatened  with 
extinction,  he  would  say,  that  he  would 
prefer  being  returned  to  that  House  by  the 
borough  of  Malmesbury,  to  being  retonied 
to  it  by  London,  Middlesex,  or  Wett« 
minster.     In  bis   estimation,  therefore^ 
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Malmesbiiry  ought  to  be  preserved,  but 
under  the  circumstances  he  could  barely 
hope  for  such  an  admission  on  the  part  of 
the  present  Government,  even  although 
Malmesbury  had  returned  Mr.  Fox  to 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Moreton  said,  he  lived  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Malmesbury,  and  when  the 
hon.  Baronet  said  he  was  not  bound  down 
by  pledges,  that  was  easily  to  be  account- 
ed for,  for  the  electors  who  voted  for  the 
hon.  Baronet,  when  asked  the  name  of  the 
candidate  to  whom  they  would  give  their 
suffrages,  could  not  tell  it. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  said,  it  was  often 
necessary  to  go  from  home  to  learn  what 
was  done  at  home.  The  hon.  Member  was 
in  this  condition.  Although  residing  near 
Malmesbury,  he  evidently  knew  nothing  of 
that  borough.  A  gentleman,  a  Reformer, 
had  sought  the  suffrages  of  the  electors  of 
Malmesbury,  and  had  advised  them  to 
redeem  all  past  sins  by  returning  a  Re- 
former. The  electors,  however,  refused  to 
adopt  this  sagacious  advice,  and  declared 
their  determination  to  support  him  (Sir  C. 
Forbes)  and  his  hon.  relative.  A  meeting 
was  held  at  the  Town-hall,  and  the  Re- 
former started  for  Chippenham,  where  he 
met  with  a  similar  reception  ;  and  thus 
aiming  at  two  birds,  missed  both.  He 
repeated,  that  Malmesbury  was  as  inde- 
pendent as  any  borough  in  the  kingdom. 
Mr.  R,  Gordon  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  independent,  if  being  purely  tlie  Re- 
presentative of  himself  and  his  own  money, 
could  make  him  so.  If  any  borough  in 
the  kingdom  ought  to  be  called  a  nomina- 
tion, a  corrupt,  or  a  rotten  borough, 
Malmesbury  was  that  one.  There  were 
thirteen  electors,  burgesses,  respectable 
persons,  according  to  the  hon.  Baronet's 
statement,  which  be  would  not  gainsay,  but 
merely  remark,  that  six  out  of  the  number 
were  unable  to  read  or  write.  Each  of  these, 
however,  up  to  the  passing  of  Mr.  Peers 
bill,  received  50/.  a-year  for  his  vote.  On 
the  passing  of  that  bill,  the  sum  paid  to 
those  burgesses  was  reduced  to  30/.  a 
year  each.  This  was  notorious ;  indeed  so 
notorious,  that  his  own  steward,  who  lived 
near  Malmesbury,  had  been  applied  to  by 
the  widow  of  one  of  the  burgesses,  to  know 
how  the  could  get  her  arrears.  Nor  was 
that  all ;  for  it  was  the  practice  at  certain 
dinners  in  Malmesbury  to  have  cheese- 

,    cakes,  under   which    a    bank-note   was 

'    placed. 

i       Sir  Henry  Hardinge  admitted  the  boo. 


member  for  Cricklade  was  so  facetious 
and  good-tempered  that  it  was  difficult  to 
find  fault  with  him ;  but  he  called  upon 
the  noble  Lord  to  observe,  that  the  present 
discussion  was  not  excited  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill.  He  must  say,  that  the 
interruptions  by  the  hon.  members  for 
Gloucestershire  and  Cricklade,  were  only 
calculated  to  promote  delay.  When  the 
borough  was  about  to  be  disfranchised, 
and  his  hon.  friend  rose  to  tukc  his  leave 
of  it  with  a  good  grace,  then  the  hon. 
members  for  Gloucestershire  and  Crick- 
lade rose  to  throw  dirt  upon  it  very  unne- 
cessarily. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  called  on  the  member 
for  Cricklade  to  prove  his  charge  of  bri- 
bery and  corruption  against  Malmesbury. 
It  was  his  duty,  if  he  knew  of  those  thngs, 
to  bring  forward  his  accusation,  and  sustain 
it  by  evidence,  in  which  case  Malmes- 
bury would  not  merely  be  placed  in  sche- 
dule B,  but  must  be  disfranchised  alto- 
gether. He  could  tell  the  House,  that  he 
had  sat  down  to  dinner  with  the  burgesses 
and  the  burgesses'  wives,  not  to  eat  cheese- 
cakes, for  cheesecakes  there  were  none,  but 
to  partake  of  good  rounds  of  beef,and  other 
provisions  equally  substantial  and  plain. 

Mr.  R.  Gordon  could  not  prove  the 
charge  of  bribery  from  his  own  knowledge, 
but  from  such  credible  report,  that  he 
made  no  doubt  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Cricklade  ought  not  to  have  been  made  at 
all,  or  should  have  been  made  at  a  former 
period,  and  then  it  might  have  proved  a 
sufficient  reason  for  placing  Malmesbury 
in  schedule  A.  If  those  facts  could  have 
been  established,  he  should  have  readily 
agreed  to  that  proposal. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  they  were  wandering 
from  the  subject  under  discussion,  which 
was,  not  whether  bribery  and  comiption 
prevailed  in  Malmesbury,  but  whether  the 
population  was  sufficient,  under  the  plan 
now  before  the  House,  for  the  borough  to 
return  two  Members.  As  it  appeared  it 
did  not  contain  the  required  number,  they 
were  wasting  their  time  in  remarking  on 
other  matters, 

Mr.  Attwood  said,  that  the  borough  of 
Malmesbury,  according  to  the  shewing  of 
the  hon.  Member,  did  what  that  House 
had  not  done,  and  ought  to  have  done, 
viz.  it  had  accompanied  Mr.  Feel's  bill 
by  a  measure  of  equitable  adjustment. 

He  defended  the  borough|  on  account  of 
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the  high  character  of  the  Members  it  sent 
to  that  House. 

Mr.  G,  Bankes  wished  to  know  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Cricklade,  as  he  objected 
to  persons  representing  places  with  which 
they  were  not  locally  connected,  how  our 
West-India  property  was  to  be  repre- 
sented? It  was  clear,  from  the  conduct 
of  the  other  side,  that  it  was  not  the  Op- 
position which  always  got  up  uimecessary 
delays. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  none  of  the  new-created 
places  could  send  Representatives  to  the 
House  more  able  and  honourable  than  his 
hon.  friend  who  represented  Malmesbury. 
He  feared,  the  newly-created  tronstituency 
would  have  an  appetite  for  cheesecakes 
equal  to  Liverpool  itself. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  the  population 
of  Malmesbury  was  calculated  in  a  man- 
ner not  allowed  in  the  case  of  Clitheroe. 
It  was  made  to  include  several  districts 
not  in  the  borough,  and,  without  that, 
Malmesbury  would  have  been  altogether 
disfranchised.  He  wished  to  know,  why 
this  took  place  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  shewed  that  the  population 
of  the  borough  of  Malmesbury,  without  in- 
cluding the  tithings,  was  2,900* 

Question  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  **  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Marlborough  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule B." 

Mt,T.H.  Estcourt  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  offer  any  opposition  to  this  ques- 
tion, but  he  protested  against  its  injustice. 
Calne  and  Marlborough  were  but  eight 
miles  distant  from  each  other,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  natural  to  make  a  comparison 
between  them.  Marlborough  was,  in  every 
respect,  superior  to  Calne,  and  yet,  under 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Government, 
Marlborough  was  to  be  disfranchised,  and 
Calne  preserved. 

Mr.  W.  Bankes  said,  he  did  not  address 
the  Committee  with  any  expectation  of 
receiving  justice  on  the  part  of  Marlbo- 
rough, after  what  had  happened  with  re- 
spect to  Dorchester  and  other  cases  ;  but 
there  was  another  tribunal,  o::e  at  which 
the  Attorney  General  did  not  preside,  and 
one  in  which,  he  trusted,  the  justice  of  the 
Attorney  General  would  not  be  found  to 
prevail.  There  was  another  tribunal,  one 
not  pledged  against  reason,  common  sense, 
and  justice,  but  where  sound  argument 
and  facts  would  have  effect ;  and  it  was 
to  enable  that  tribunal  to  come  to  a  fair 
judgment,  that  he  now  addressed  himself 


to  the  case  of  Marlborough.  This. was  his 
feeling ;  and  he  entreated  all  those  who 
had  any  local  information  respecting  the 
boroughs,  the  destruction  of  which  was 
resolved  on,  not  to  shrink  from  doing  their 
duty,  because  facts  and  arguments  were 
disregarded  by  that  Committee,  but  to 
come  forward  anti  to  state  all  they  knew, 
with  a  view  to  each  case  being  considered 
elsewhere.  Marlborough  and  Calne  were 
situated  on  the  same  high  road,  and  every 
one  who  had  passed  through  these  two  bo- 
roughs must  have  been  struck  with  the 
immense  superiority  of  Marlborough  :  but 
not  only  to  the  eye  was  Marlborough  su- 
perior to  Calne ;  it  was  also  superior  in 
I  reality.  It  had  a  greater  population  ;  and 
where  Calne  had  ^08  10/.  houses,  Marl- 
borough had  227.  The  inhabitants  of  some 
boroughs  might  be  desirous  of  losing  the 
franchise.  Those  of  Marlborough  were 
not.  It  was  an  ancient  and  flourishing 
place,  against  which  no  charge  of  com- 
plaint or  misconduct  had  been  made,  and 
against  the  question  then  put  to  the  Com- 
mittee, he,  on  the  part  of  the  borough, 
loudly  protested.  And  what  was  this 
scheaule  B  ?  It  would  be  schedule  A  of 
the  first  Reformed  Parliament.  He  did 
not  expect  justice,  after  the  language  used 
by  the  Attorney  General  two  nights  ago — 
he  did  not  expect  courtesy,  after  the  con- 
duct of  the  noble  Lord  (Althorp)  yesterday 
and  to-day ;  but  if  he  was  to  expect'  nei- 
ther justice  nor  courtesy  at  the  present 
moment,  what  was  he  to  expect  after  this 
great  change  and  great  step  towards  the 
destruction  of  all  our  institutions  should 
have  been  taken  ?  What  was  he  to  look 
for,  when  the  Attorney  General  imitated 
the  conduct  of  those  times  which  ought 
to  be  regarded  as  a  beacon  and  a  warning 
to  be  shunned  and  avoided  ?  The  Malig- 
nants  of  the  first  Parliament  were  those 
who  were  opposed  to  republican  principles. 
The  Malignants  of  the  second  rarliament 
were  those  who  had  any  property  to  pro- 
tect The  step  was  short  and  sadden 
upon  that  occasion  ;  God  forbid  that,  on 
the  present,  it  should  be  imitated. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  well  acquainted  with  all 
the  three  boroughs  of  Chippeoham,  Marl- 
borough, and  Calne ;  and  felt,  as  the 
people  in  Wiltshire  felt,  extreme  surprise, 
that  Calne  should  not  be  in  the  same  sche- 
dule as  Chippenham  and  Marlborough, 
which  had  so  obviously  the  advantage  in 
the  eye  of  the  least  attentive  observer. 
There  was  no  good  in  going  about  the  bush 
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to  avoid  wounding  the  sensibility  of  Mi- 
nisters ;  so  he  would,  without  disguise,  tell 
the  secret,  if  it  were  one,  to  the  House 
and  the  people  out  of  doors.  The  fact 
was,  this  borough  of  Marlborough  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  Marquis  of  Aylesbury, 
whom  the  noble  framer  of  the  Bill  knew 
would  be  against  his  Bill  of  Reform,  whilst 
he  as  well  knew,  the  borough  of  Calne 
was  in  the  nomination  of  a  supporter  of  it, 
namely,  the  Marquis  of  Lansdown,  and, 
therefore,  the  noble  Lord  eked  out  the  re- 
quisite number  of  voters  for  Calne,  by 
adding  to  its  own  population  that  of  the 
liberties  of  Bowood .  When  the  proper  time 
came,  he  trusted  the  House,  out  of  a  true 
spirit  of  consistency,  would  support  him 
when  he  pledged  himself  to  make  a  motion 
for  placing  Calne  in  schedule  B.  It  ought 
not  to  have,  it  was  obvious,  as  many  Re- 
presentatives as  Westminster. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  he  frequent- 
ly travelled  the  road  on  which  Marlborough 
and  Calne  were  situated,  and  he  knew 
that  the  people  of  Calne  expressed  their 
astonishment  when  they  found  that  they 
were  to  retain  both  their  Representatives, 
while  Marlborough,  so  much  their  superior, 
was  to  lose  one.  They,  however,  were 
taking  but  half  the  borough,  and  their  suc- 
cessors would  take  the  other  half.  The 
measure  was  said  to  be  final ;  it  would  be 
no  such  thing.  It  would  be  like  parboil- 
ing; a  dish,  as  they  did  in  Scotland,  where 
salmon  was  sent  to  table  half-cooked. 
Gentlemen  might  flatter  themselves  that 
they  were  accomplishing  a  CTeat  work. 
They  would  find  themselves  only  the  rough 
hewers,  and  better  workmen  than  they 
were  would  polish  and  finish  the  great 
business  of  confiscation,  disfranchisement, 
and  destruction.  But  though  his  learned 
friend,  the  Attorney  General,  or  rather,  he 
ought  to  say,  the  radical  member  for  Not- 
tingham, might  lay  down  the  doctrine  of 
confiscation  as  a  part  of  the  law  and  con- 
stitution of  the  country,  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied,  there  was  another  place  where 
such  a  doctrine  would  undergo  revision, 
and  would  not  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  objected  most 
strongly  to  the  Bill  and  all  its  details.  If 
it  pointed  out  any  mode  of  paying  the  na- 
tional debt,  and  reducing  salaries,  it  would 
be  something  to  the  purpose. 

Lord  Althorp  complained  that  so  much 
time  should  be  occupied  in  discussing  the 
case  of  this  borough,  when  the  two  mem- 
bers fbr  it  had  admitted  that  they  could 


not  give  any  reason  why  it  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  schedule,  if  the  principle  which 
had  been  acted  upon  with  regard  to  other 
boroughs  was  applied  to  it.  He  must  say, 
that  the  time  of  the  House  was  unneces- 
sarily wasted  by  such  discussion,  though 
he  was  far  from  throwing  all  the  blame  on 
one  side. 

Question  agreed  to. 

Great  Marlow  and  Okehampton  were 
placed  in  schedule  B,  without  discussion. 

On  the  question  ''  that  the  borough  of 
Reigate  stand  part  of  schedule  B," 

Mr.  Yorke  had  never  heard  it  alleged 
that  Reigate  was  a  rotten  borough.  ThaCt 
however,  he  was  aware,  was  no  reason,  nor 
would  any  observation  he  could  make,  be 
regarded  as  sufficient  reason,why  this  bo- 
rough should  not  be  continued  in  the 
schedule.  He  would  not,  therefbre,  take 
up  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  Reigate  was  a  con- 
temptible place  when  compared  with  Guild- 
ford, and  that  it  would,  after  this  Bill 
passed,  be  just  as  much  the  nomination 
borough  of  Lord  Somers  as  it  was  now. 
It  ought  to  be  in  schedule  A. 

Lord  Eastnor  gave  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston  the  most  unequi- 
vocal contradiction. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  borough 
had  been  placed  originally  in  schedule  A; 
but  that,  upon  inquiry,  it  was  found  that 
there  was  abundant  ground  for  taking  it  out 
of  that  schedule ;  and  that,  at  least,  could 
not  be  attributed  to  partiality,  because 
both  the  Representatives  for  the  borough 
were  opposed  to  the  Ministers. 

Mr.  Hunt  did  not  believe,  that  there 
were  twenty  10/.  houses  in  Reigate.  He 
had  not  accused  any  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters of  partiality  as  to  this  borough. 

Lord  fas^or  said,  that  it  did  not  much 
matter  what  the  hon.  member  for  Preston 
believed,  since  the  fact  was,  that  there 
were  228  1 0/.  houses  in  the  town  of  Reigate 
alone. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  *'  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Richmond  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule B." 

Colonel  Cradock  said,  the  inhabitants 
of  Richmond  had  presented  a  memorial  to 
the  Government,  stating  facts  that  ought 
to  take  their  borough  out  of  the  schedule. 
The  borough  and  parish  were  co-eitensive, 
but  the  town  haa  a  place  connected  with 
it  which  contained  about  150  InhabitanU, 
and  thirty-three  10/.  houses.    The  inbt- 
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bitants  generally  were  of  a  most  respect- 
able description.  It  was  superior  to  any 
town  in  the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
and  was  a  weal  thy,  flourishing  place,  having 
more  than  4,000  inhabitants  at  present. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  case  of  Rich- 
mond was  perfectly  simple ;  the  borough 
and  parish  were  co-extensive,  and  con- 
tained 3,456  inhabitants,  which  clearly 
brought  it  within  the  rule,  without  possi- 
bility of  escape. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  the  rule  so  often 
talked  of  was  not  applicable  to  the  various 
cases  which  came  under  their  consider- 
ation, and  was  not  adhered  to. 

Lord  Althorp  must  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  without  some  fixed  rule, 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have  de- 
cided any  case. 

Lord  Milton  said,  undoubtedly  Rich- 
mond was  a  very  respectable  town,  with 
a  most  respectable  population;  but  had 
his  hon.  friends  made  any  exception  on 
that  account,  a  great  clamour  would  have 
been  raised  against  them.  The  principle 
applied  might  work  unequally,  but  those 
who  proposed  the  rule  adopted  it  with  the 
best  intentions.  Richmond  was  better 
fitted  to  send  Members  than  Northallerton, 
but  it  was  necessary  to  adhere  to  the  rule 
laid  down. 

Sir  Charles  Wether  ell  observed  jthKt  the 
experience  of  going  through  the  schedule, 
which  they  had  now  acquired,  proved  how 
defective  the  principle  was  on  which  it  was 
formed.  The  practical  operation  of  the 
principle  was  a  refutation  of  the  principle 
Itself. 

Mr.  Wrangham  did  not  rise  to  endea- 
vour to  exempt  Richmond  from  the  rule 
laid  down,  nor  had  he  intended  to  extend 
his  observations  so  far  as  had  been  inter- 
preted, but  he  certainly  wished  it  to  be 
understood,  that  he  thought  the  rule  itself 
most  absurd.  The  qualification  of  pro- 
perty should  have  been  taken  into  consi- 
deration. 

An  Hon,  Member  would  be  ready  to 
support  any  motion  for  removing  this  bo- 
rough from  schedule  B.  He  was  of  opinion 
it  ought  not  to  be  partially  disfranchised. 

Mr.  Northfi2Adj  that  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member,  as  to  the  qualification 
of  property  distinct  from  population,  was 
deserving  of  attention.  If  small  towns 
were  to  return  each  one  Member,  and 
considerable  towns  were  to  have  none, 
the  projectors  of  this  measure,  who  adopt- 
ed {KipulatioD  as  its  btris,  acted  in  a  tery 


extraordinary  manner^  which  ought  to 
excite  suspicion.  It  was  well  known,  that 
Galne,  which  was  to  retain  its  rights, 
was  not  of  equal  importance  to  many  bo- 
roughs which  were  either  wholly  or  partly 
to  be  disfranchised :  such  proceedings 
could  neither  be  satisfactory  nor  final. 

Mr.  Wrangham  wished  to  impress  qpon 
the  Committee  the  fact,  that  many  places 
were  wholly  removed  from  the  operation 
of  this  measure,  while  the  privileges  of 
others  were  completely  extinguished. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  a  population  of  4,000 
had  been  announced  as  the  line  to  be  drawn 
for  a  place  to  continue  to  return  its  Mem- 
bers, but  that  had  not  been  altogether 
adhered  to.  In  some  instances,  distinc- 
tions had  been  made  where  parts  of  the 
population,  of  what  was,  in  fact,  the  same 
place,  were  in  another  parish ;  in  other  in- 
stances, the  same  principle  was  acted  on 
in  an  opposite  manner,  and  the  popula* 
tion  of  other  places  included  in  the  bo- 
rough. He  therefore  beeged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  when  the  difrerent  boroagfcy 
were  assigned  their  limits  by  the  Com- 
missioners, whether  the  portion  of  the 
population  taken  in  by  tne  speeches  of 
noble  Lords  would  possess  tne  right  of 
voting  for  the  borough  ? 

Lord  Althorp  must  decline  answering 
the  question,  because  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  introducing  a  new  subject  for 
discussion,  perfectly  extraneous  to  that  be- 
fore them.  At  a  proper  time,  he  should  be 
ready  to  have  the  question  discussed,  and 
they  could  then  come  to  a  regular  deci- 
sion. To  agitate  it  now  would  be  of  no 
avail. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  **  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Rye  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  the  popula- 
tion of  this  borough  in  1821  was  3,599. 
It  was  highly  probable,  that  in  time  of 
war  the  port  of  Rye  would  become  a  port 
for  steam-boats,  and  he  believed,  that  at 
this  moment  the  population  of  the  bo- 
rough amounted,  within  two  or  three  hun- 
dred to  what  the  Gentlemen  opposite  called 
the  mystic  number.  There  was,  however, 
at  the  distance  of  a  mile  and  three  quar** 
ters  from  Rye,  a  town  which  might  per- 
haps be  advantageously  added  to  it  for 
the  purposes  of  Representation.  The 
town  to  which  he  alluded  was  Winchil- 
sea,  and  this  town  and  Rye  bad  been 
united  in  service  and  duty  to  the  Crown 
for  the  last  500  years.    Pert  of  Rye  wm 
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within  the  limits  of  Winchilsea,  and  had 
been  for  500  years  an  appendag^e  to  that 
ancient  Cinque  Port,  enjoying  under  one 
and  the  same  charter  equal  privileges  in 
all  cases.  The  two  places  were  intimately 
connected.  I'heir  united  population,  in- 
cluding the  liberties,  was  about  6,400  in- 
habitants, and  a  most  respectable  consti- 
tuency could  be  had.  The  towns  of  Wey- 
mouth and  Melcombe  Regis,  were  by  this 
Bill  to  send  two  Members ;  the  popula- 
tion of  these  towns  did  not  far  exceed  that 
of  Rye  and  Winchilsea,  he,  therefore, 
considered  it  reasonable  that  these  two 
latter  places  should  also  be  joined  toge- 
ther, and  return  two  Members.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  with  respect  to  the 
riots  which  were  supposed  to  have  taken 
place  at  the  late  election  for  this  borough. 
He  could  confidently  assert,  that  far  great- 
er disturbances  had  occurred  at  the  pre- 
vious election.  He  meant  to  move,  ^'  that 
the  towns  of  Rye  and  Winchilsea  should 
be  united,  and  Uiat  they  should  send  two 
Members  to  Parliament."  It  was  intimated 
to  him  that  this  course  was  informal,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  move,  "  that  the 
borough  of  Rye  be  excluded  from  sche- 
dule B." 

Sir  CharlesWetherellySO  far  from  admit- 
ting that  the  disturbances  at  the  last  elec- 
tion for  Rye  were  moderate,  compared  with 
those  which  had  occurred  at  the  preced- 
ing election,  declared,  that  a  more  riot- 
ous or  outrageous  scene  could  not  be 
imagined  than  that  which  was  exhibited 
at  the  last  election.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  not  done  credit  to  the 
military  talents  of  his  constituents.  That, 
however,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  at  present  before  them.  In  his 
opinion,  there  was  much  stronger  reason 
for  uniting  Winchilsea  with  Rye,  than 
could  be  adduced  for  uniting  Deal  with 
Sandwich.  He,  therefore,  was  in  favour 
of  the  Motion. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  argued,  that  if  there  were  any 
difference  between  the  union  of  Sandwich 
and  Deal,  and  the  union  of  Winchilsea 
and  Rye,  it  was  in  favour  of  the  latter. 
Now  this  was  not  so.  Ministers  had 
attached  Deal  to  Sandwich,  because  it 
was  a  large  and  populous  town,  which 
was  not  the  case  with  Winchilsea.  There 
was,  in  his  opinion,  no  reason  for  uniting 
Rye  with  Winchilsea,  and  he  should 
oppose  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Hope  was  of  opinion,  that  Rye 


ought  to  be  taken  out  of  schedule  B.  He 
could  not  help  expressing  some  surprise 
that  the  gallant  Officer  who  brought  this 
question  forward  should  have  founded  an 
argument  on  the  ancient  charter  of  Rye, 
when  he  had  voted  for  disfranchising  a 
great  number  of  boroughs  in  schedule  A, 
which  also  possessed  chartered  privileges. 

Sir  Henry  Harding e\y2is  favourable  to  ihe 
union  of  Winchilsea  and  Rye.  He  was  also 
of  opinion,  that  it  would  be  just  to  unite 
Newport  with  Launceston.  Conjointly  they 
would  have  aright  to  return  two  Members ; 
instead  of  which,  Newport  was  placed  in 
schedule  A,  and  was  totally  disfranchised, 
while  Launceston,  being  comprised  in 
schedule  B,  could  only  return  one  Mem- 
ber. It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  l<;gis- 
lation  of  Ministers  was  a  legislation  on 
names,  and  not  on  things.  It  certainly 
was  not  a  legislation  on  property.  That 
principle  appeared  to  have  sunk  entirely 
from  their  view.  If  it  were  not  so,  why 
should  Shoreham  and  Cricklade,  the  for- 
mer having  twenty-six,  and  the  laiier 
twenty-four  10/.  houses,  be  alloweti  to 
send  two  Members  to  Parliament,  while 
county-towns  were  "  curtailed  of  thu-ir 
fair  proportions  V*  In  the  casos  he  hud 
mentioned,  corruption  had  been  proved 
before  that  House,  and  the  franchise  was 
in  consequence  extended  to  the  hundred. 
So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was  former 
corruption  which  secured  to  them  that 
privilege  of  which  Dorchester,  a  county- 
town,  with  a  constituency  of  upwards  of 
3,500,  and  lOZ.  houses  to  the  number  of 
333,  was  deprived.  This  was  a  legislative 
absurdity  which  must  and  ought  to  be 
corrected. 

Colonel  Evans  said  the  charge  brought 
against  him,  of  having  voted  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  other  chartered  rights,  while  he 
defended  those  of  Rye,  was  well  founded. 
The  only  point  of  difference  in  his  favour 
was,  these  were  insignificant  places,  while 
larger  and  more  populous  towns  were  not 
Represented.  If  there  was  that  differ- 
ence between  Deal  and  Sandwich,  and 
Rye  and  Winchilsea,  which  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Ix)rd  and  his  colleagues 
who  had  brought  forward  this  measure, 
and  they  did  not  approve  of  his  proposi- 
tion, he  certainly  did  not  mean  to  press  it. 

Sir  John  Malcolm  was  surprised,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  shoald  have 
voted  for  the  disfranchisement  of  Laun- 
ceston on  a  former  evening,  with  the 
opinions  he  had  now  expressed. 
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Colonel  Conolly  would  be  most  happy  to 
support  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  if 
he  would  undertake  to  show  the  line  laid 
down  by  Ministers  was  unjust  with  regard 
to  Rye.  It  might  then  be  inferred,  that  it 
was  unjust  with  regard  to  other  places, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
probably  support  a  motion  on  the  third 
reading,  to  get  rid  of  schedule  B  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  Curleis  had  some  local  knowledge 
of  the  places  in  question,  and,  therefore, 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  gallant  Member, 
that  it  would  be  somewhat  difficult  to 
unite  the  towns  and  liberties  of  the  two 
boroughs,  because  the  liberties  of  Win- 
ch ilsea  extended  into  several  parishes, 
which  had  distinct  jurisdictions.  The 
proper  course  would  be,  that  such  matters 
should  be  settled  by  the  Commissioners. 

Colonel  Evans  withdrew  his  amendment, 
and  the  original  question  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  "  that  the  borough  of 
St.  Ives  stand  part  of  schedule  6," 

Mr.  E,  L,  Bulwer  said,  he  feared  that  he 
could  not  serve  his  constituents  by  making 
out  a  case  in  their  favour.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  he  was  forwarding  their  interests, 
and  those  of  the  public  in  general,  by  doing 
nothing  that  could  in  any  way  delay  the 
Bill.  By  sacrificing  local  to  general  inter- 
ests, he  believed,  that  the  welfare  of  all 
would  be  most  promoted. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  borough  of  Shaftesbury  was  placed 
in  schedule  B,  without  observation. 

It  was  next  proposed  "  that  the  borough 
of  Sudbury  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Sir  John  Walsh  said,  in  this  case  the 
interests  of  a  large  body  of  constituents 
were  intrusted  to  his  hands ;  and  it  was  his 
duty  to  substantiate  the  very  just  claim 
which  their  borough  had  to  be  taken  out 
of  schedule  B.  This  was  one  of  the  best 
cases,  if  not  the  very  best,  which  the  House 
had  been  called  on  to  adjudicate,  in  con- 
sidering schedule  B.  He  would  endea- 
vour to  be  as  brief  as  possible  with  his 
statement,  for  he  could  not  help  recollect- 
ing, that  this  was  the  fifth  day  (and  they 
had  sat  till  very  late  hours)  during  which 
they  were  occupied  with  this  clause,  and 
of  course  the  bodies  and  minds  of  Gentle- 
men must  be  very  much  wearied.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
complaining  that  they  were  interrupted  by 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  accusation  ought  to  be  reversed. 

VOL.  V.  {22} 


It  could  not  be  forgotten  that  when  he  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  the  second  readins: 
of  the  Bill,  the  Gentlemen  opposite  opened, 
in  full  cry,  with  those  volleys  of  cheers 
which  they  so  much  condemned  if  they 
happened  to  come  from  any  oiher  quarter. 
He  regretted  much,  that  he  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  laying  the  case  of  Sudbury 
before  a  more  numerous  assembly,  because 
he  felt  that  it  was  one  which  demanded  se- 
rious attention.  He,  however,  would  now 
protest  against  considering  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  as  being  final  and  conclu- 
sive upon  the  whole  merits  of  this  case ; 
and  hereafter,  if  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee rendered  it  necessary,  he  would 
bring  forward  the  question  for  solemn  dis- 
cussion. He  would  now  state,  that  Sud- 
bury, with  respect  to  population,  might  be 
ranked  as  the  first  borough  in  schedule  B. 
In  reference  to  population,  it  approached 
nearest  to  the  arbitrary  line  which  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministershad  adopted.  In  1821 ,  the 
number  of  persons  within  the  limits  of  the 
borough,  was  3,950 ;  and  the  amount  of 
inhabited  houses  was  843.  Since  that 
time,  Sudbury  afforded  ample  evidence  of 
an  improving  and  rapidly  flourishing  con- 
dition, as  was  the  case  with  other  boroughs 
to  which  hon.  Members  had  alluded. 
The  population  within  the  limits  of  the 
borough  in  1831,  was  probably  4,677, 
and  it  would  have  been  very  nearly 
that  number  in  1821,  if  Baliingdon,  a 
part  of  the  town,  had  been  included  in 
the  census  at  that  time.  In  182), 
a  flourishing  manufacture  was  establish- 
ed in  the  borough.  It  could  not,  in- 
deed, rival  Manchester,  but  still  it  was  a 
growing  and  thriving  manufacturing  town. 
The  10/.  houses,  in  1821,  were  said  to  be 
180 ;  but  he  believed  that  that  return  was 
extremely  inaccurate,  and  that  they  ac- 
tually amounted  to  271  within  the  bo- 
rough. The  population  of  Baliingdon, 
which  was  a  suburb  district,  forming  a 
continuous  street  with  Sudbury,  amounted 
to  662 ;  and  if  that  were  added,  as  it 
ought  to  be  added,  to  the  population  of 
the  borough  given  in  the  return,  it  would 
make  it  amount  to  4,612,  which  would 
clearly  take  it  out  of  this  schedule.  The 
population  of  which  he  spoke  was  to  be 
ibund  in  one  continuous  town ;  it  was  not 
a  scattered  population,  nor  an  agricultur- 
al population,  and  that  circumstance,  he 
thought,  should  be  sufficient  to  induce  the 
Committee  to  take  this  borough  out  of 
schedule  B.  He  was  certainly  determined 
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to  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  this 
part  of  the  clause,  though  he  did  not  con- 
ceive that  its  decision  would  in  any  degree 
detract  from  the  justice  of  the  case. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit, that  this  was  a  case  similar  to  those  of 
Dorchester  and  Guildford,  and  that  it 
should  be  decided  upon  the  same  princi- 
ple. The  hon.  Member  contended,  that  it 
ought  to  be  taken  out  of  the  schedule, 
because  it  had  a  hamlet  connected  with  it 
which  would  make  its  population  sufficient 
to  bring  it  within  the  line,  but  the  same 
arguments  had  been  used  as  to  those 
other  places  and  the  motions  founded  on 
them  properly  rejected.  He  should,  there- 
fore, persist  in  keeping  Sudbury  where 
it  had  been  placed. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  accord mg  to  the  rule  which  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  laid  down,  this 
borough  ought  to  be  taken  out  of  sche- 
dule B.  The  population  return  stated, 
that  the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon  was  not  in 
the  borough  of  Sudbury,  but  there  was 
no  doubt  that  it  was  in  the  parish  of  All 
Saints,  which  was  in  the  borough  of  Sud- 
bury; and  the  difficulty  which  his  noble 
and  right  hon.  friends  seemed  to  feel,  as  to 
connecting  this  hamlet  with  the  borough 
of  Sudbury,  was  only  similar  to  that  which 
might  be  experienced  in  the  case  of  the 
borough  of  Tam worth,  the  constituent  parts 
of  which  were  in  two  different  counties. 
Though  he  should  be  sorry  to  vote  in  any 
instance  against  his  right  hon.  friends,  if 
be  could  not  persuade  them  to  omit  this 
borough  in  schedule  B,  he  would  certainly 
vote  against  its  being  retained  there. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  that  the  hamlet  of 
Ballingdon  paid  tithes  and  church-rates  to 
the  parish  of  All  Saints,  and  that  its  po- 
pulation ought,  therefore,  to  be  included  in 
the  population  of  that  parish.  If  that  had 
been  done,  this  borough  would  have  been 
placed  beyond  the  line  laid  down  in  the 
Bill,  and  on  such  grounds  he  should  vote 
against  its  being  included  in  schedule  B. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  this  was  a  difficult  case,  and 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Walsh)  had 
no  objection,  he  would  move,  that  the  con- 
sideration of  this  borough  be  postponed. 

Mr.  Wrangham  pressed  for  an  immedi- 
ate decision  in  the  case  of  this  borough, 
he  was  so  thoroughly  convinced  of  the 
justice  of  its  claims  to  be  excluded  from 
schedule  B. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  laid^  that  a  very  strong 


case  had  been  made  out  in  ftivour  of  8nd- 
bury,  which  tended  to  convince  him  of  Ike 
expediency  of  examining  witnesaes,  M  had 
been  suggested  in  the  case  of  Appleby. 
He  certainly  thought  the  case  had  better 
be  postponed  for  Airther  inquiry. 
Question  postponed. 
The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Thetford  stand  part  of  sche- 
dule B." 

Mr.  Baring  said,  undoubtedly  the  po- 
pulation of  Thetford  was  under  the  fine 
drawn  by  the  Ministers,  but  the  Corpora- 
tion were  most  honourable  and  respectable 
people,  and  they  had  no  objection  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  electors.    There  waa 
no  person  who  had  sufficient  property  or 
influence  to  coerce  the  voters,  and  should 
the  number  of   voters  be  increased,  no 
person  could,  previous  to  a  contested  alee* 
tion,  calculate  who  would  be  returned. 
The  Corporation  objected  to  diifiranchise- 
ment,  but  not  to  enlarging  the  Aranohise. 
He  feared  that  the  evenU  of  a  few  yean 
would   convince  the  Gentlemen  of   the 
landed  interest,  that  they  had  done  wrong 
in  consenting  partly  to  disfranchise  several 
of  the  county  towns,  and  Thetford  was 
one.    The  field  of  coal  would  beat  the 
field  of  barley;    the  population  of  the 
manufacturing    districts    was  more  con- 
densed, and  would  act  together  with  more 
energy,  backed   by   clubs  and  large  as- 
semblages of  people,  than  the  population 
of  the  agricultural  districts.    They  would 
act  with  such  force  in  the  House  that  the 
more  divided  agriculturists  would  be  un- 
able to  withstand  it,  and  the  latter  would 
be  overwhelmed.     They  had,  in  ikct,been 
already  completely  gulled  in   supposing 
that  the  proposed  increase  of  county  Re- 
presentation   would  afford   sufficient  se- 
curity for  their  interests,  promoted  as  other 
interests  would  be  by  the  effects  of  this 
Bill.     He  saw  with  great  alarm  the  injury 
to  be  apprehended  to  the  agricultural  in* 
tcrests,    believing    as  he  did,    that  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  chiefly  depended 
on  the  prosperity   of    the  farmers.     He 
would  return  to*  the  particular  case  of 
Thetford.     Horsham  was  to  return   two 
Members,    but   there  was  a  distinction 
made  between  the  borough  and  town.     By 
the  returns  of  1831,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  were  only  1,887  ;  one  parish  ad- 
joining it  contained  1,187  more;  this  was 
not  enough,  but  then  another  parish  wai 
added,  and  the  population  of  the  three 
united  made  up  more  than  4|000,  Wid 
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Horsham  was  preserved.  It  was  the  po- 
pulation of  the  rural  distriets,  and  not  the 
town  population,  howerer,  that  accom- 
plished this,  though  such  a  population 
was  expressly  excluded  in  the  cases  of 
Thetford  and  Dorchester,  which  was  a 
still  stronger  case  even  than  Thetford.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  line  of  2,000  and 
4,000,  but  he  objected  to  their  being 
drawn  in  a  vague  and  arbitrary  manner. 
To  some  towns  less  than  justice  ^vas  done, 
and  others  were  too  liberally  dealt  with. 
It  was  said,  they  were  returning  to  the 
ancient  practice  of  the  Constitution,  but 
at  no  period  had  the  Representation  of 
county-towns,  been  such  as  was  now 
proposed)  and  they  were  not  proceeding 
in  conformity  with  the  recommendations 
from  the  Throne,  to  arrange  the  details  of 
the  measure  before  them,  upen  the  under- 
stood principles  of  the  Censtitutton. 

Sir  Charles  Weihereil  allowed  the  Imv- 
rough  of  Tlietlbrd  was  noW,  and  had  ever 
been,  a  close  Corporation  of  a  peculiar  class, 
and  at  a  proper  time  he  should  prove,  that 
it  had  never  stood  upon  the  basis  of  popu- 
lar Representation,  and  that  it  was  no 
usurpation  of  popular  rights.  He  hoped 
to  convince  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  that 
electors  in  this  class  of  boroughs  had  al- 
ways been  very  limited  in  numbers. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  *'  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Thirsk  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Mr.  R,  G.  Russell  agreed  generally  to 
the  principles  of  the  Bill,  but  as  Thirsk 
was  a  town  of  considerable  manufacturing 
and  commercial  importance,  he  had  hoped 
it  would  not  be  included  in  schedule  B. 
There  was  an  irregularity  in  the  population 
returns  for  1821,  and  a  township  belong- 
ing to  the  borough  was  omitted.  He  be- 
lieved this  might  have  caused  the  insertion 
of  Thirsk  in  the  schedule,  and  as  he  had 
long  represented  the  town,  he  could  do  no 
less  than  bring  this  before  the  House. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  the  population 
of  Thirsk  would  tiot  amount  to  4,000,  if 
the  adjacent  township  or  parish  were 
added.  He  was  ready  to  admit  it  was  a 
flourishing  town,  but  thought  it  would  be 
sufficiently  represented  by  one  Member. 

Question  carried. 

The  consideration  of  the  borough  of 
Totoess  was  postponed  on  the  Motion  of 
Lord  AUhorp. 

The  boroughs  of  Walllngford  and  Wil- 
ton  were  successively  itiseited  in  the  sche- 
dale,  without  remark. 


Sir  CharlesWetherellsMy  that  really  the 
lots  were  put  up  so  quick,  and  knocked 
down  so  soon,  that  there  was  no  knowing 
how  they  went. 

Lord  Althorp  thought  there  was  not 
much  reason  to  regret  the  fate  of  Wallmf^- 
ford,  which  contained  only  2,093  inhabit- 
ants. The  noble  Lord  then  moved  '*  that 
the  borough  of  Saltash  be  inserted  ia 
schedule  B." 

Sir  Charles  Wet kerell  thought,  that  the 
least  which  the  right  hon.  and  noble  Lord 
could  do,  was  to  state  some  grounds  for  his 
Motion. 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  conceive  it  neces- 
sary to  state  any  grounds  why  this  borough 
should  be  taken  out  of  schedule  A,  for  both 
himself  and  the  learned  Gentleman  had 
voted,  on  this  pointy  upon  the  same  side. 
He  would  always  give  wav  on  any  question 
when  he  was  convinced  he  was  in  error  { 
fer  he  was  not  like  a  former  Member  of  that 
House,  who  had  openly  asserted,  that  he 
had  heard  many  speeches  in  Parliament 
which  had  made  him  alter  his  opinions^ 
but  he  had  never  heard  one  that  had  in- 
duced him  to  change  his  vote.  The  reason 
for  inserting  the  borough  ip  schedule  B 
was,  that  including  the  parish  of  St.  Ste- 
phen, it  contained  a  population  of  more 
than  3,000,  and  less  than  4,000  inhabit- 
ants. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  would  willingly 
support  any  Member  who  should  move 
that  this  borough  be  returned  to  schedule  A. 

Lord  Milton  said,  upon  reconsidering 
the  transfer  of  Saltash  from  schedule  A  to 
schedule  B,  he  was  disposed  to  believe 
(although  he  had  voted  against  the  transfer) 
that  it  had  been  done  on  fair  grounds. 
He  wished  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Boroughbridge  had  asserted  relating  to 
close  Corporations,  lie  concurred  with 
him,  that  it  could  not  be  proved  these 
small  boroughs  were  founded  generally 
upon  popular  Representation,  but  he  be- 
lieved, if  the  case  was  closely  looked  into, 
some  principles  of  the  Representation  of 
property  would  be  observed,  and  although 
the  inhabitants  generally  had  no  votes,  yet 
the  members  of  the  corporation  themselves 
were  the  representatives  of  property,  and 
the  question  now  arose,  whether  these 
corporations,  as  at  present  composed,  ful- 
filled this  object.  He  believed  it  would 
not  be  asserted  that  the  corporations  con- 
sisted of  the  most  respectable  persons  ia 
the  respective  boieughs,  and  th«reMr#  it 
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did  not  answer  the  original  intentions  with 
which  the  boroughs  were  created.  So  far 
from  representing  property,  many  such 
persons  were  under  the  influence  of  indi- 
viduals. He  did  not  apply  this  case  par- 
ticularly to  Thetford. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  he  did  not  object  to 
opening  close  corporations,  and  on  this 
point  his  constituents  agreed  with  him ; 
but  what  he  feared  was,  that  in  the  ar- 
rangements for  the  new  Constitution,  they 
were  letting  loose  too  much  democratical 
influence,  and  he  wished  to  find,  to  make  or 
to  retain,  something  to  balance  it,  and  he, 
therefore,  objected  to  taking  away  Mem- 
bers from  the  close  corporations,  which 
were  to  be  thrown  open. 

Colonel jEva^s  said,  the  Bill  would  have 
the  effect  of  destroying  the  wretched  sys- 
tem of  corporation  monopoly  which  ex- 
isted through  the  country,  from  which  he 
anticipated  the  best  effects.  No  persons, 
but  those  acquainted  with  the  facts,  knew 
how  injuriously  this  system  operated  in 
small  towns. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  having  been  one  of 
the  minority  of  150  on  the  division  con- 
cerning Saltash,  and  having  still  an  opin- 
ion that  Saltash  ought  not  to  have  been 
omitted  in  schedule  A,  he  should  feel  him- 
self bound  to  support  any  motion  for  re- 
storing it  to  that  schedule,  though  he  would 
not  divide  the  Committee  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Question  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Chairman  reported 
progress,  and  Committee  to  sit  again  on 
Tuesdav. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  2,  1831. 

MiNCTU.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Hakiwood, 
firom  JOl  Clergymen  of  Uie  West  Riding  of  York,  against 
the  Beer  BilL 

Queens  Dower  Bill— Royal  As- 
sent.] His  Majesty  having  signified  his 
intention  of  coming  down  to  the  House  this 
day,  to  give  the  Royal  assent  to  the 
Queen's  Dower  Bill,  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  Peeresses  were  assembled  in  the 
House  soon  after  twelve  o'clock.  Her 
Majesty,  the  Queen,  arrived  at  half-past 
three  o'clock,  and  took  her  seat  in  a  chair 
prepared  for  her  on  the  right  hand  of  the 
Throne,  and  one  step  below  it.  At  four 
o'clock  his  Majesty  entered  the  House,  and 
took  his  seat  on  the  Throne,  and  directed 
the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  to  go  to  the 
Commons  and  desire  their  attendance.        | 


The  Speaker  soon  after  arrived,  attend- 
ed by  many  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Speaker  carried  the 
Queen's  Dower  Bill  in  his  hand,  and  on 
arriving  at  the  Bar,  he  addressed  his  Ma- 
jesty as  follows : — 

May  it  please  your  Majesty  ; — "  We, 
your  Majesty's  most  faithful  Commons,  ap- 
pear before  you  with  respect  and  attachment 
to  your  xMajesty's  House,  and  beg  most 
humbly  to  announce  to  your  Majesty,  that 
in  conformity  to  your  Majesty's  most  gra- 
cious (recommendation,  we  have  passed  a 
Bill  to  make  provision  for  her  most  gracious 
Majesty,  in  the  event  of  your  Majesty's 
decease,  and  with  dutiful  respect  we  now 
present  such  Bill  to  your  Majesty  for  ac- 
ceptance." 

The  Royal  Assent  was  declared  in  the 
usual  form  and  Vords  : — "  Le  Roi  re- 
mercie  ses  bons  sujets,  accepts  leur  benevo' 
lence,  et  ainsi  le  veut,** 

The  Queen  then  rose,  and  bowed  and 
curtsied  thrice. 

The  Royal  Assent  was  given  to  fifteen 
private  Bills,  after  which  their  Majesties 
left  the  House. 

Duchess  of  Kent  And  Princess 
Victoria,]  Earl  Grey  presented  a 
Message  from  his  Majesty,  and  moved 
that  it  be  read. 

The  Message  was  read  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  was  as  follows : — 

"His  Majesty,  taking  into  consideration, 
that  since  a  provision  was  made  by  Parlia- 
ment for  her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess 
of  Kent,  and  for  her  daughter  the  Princess 
Alexandrina  Victoria  of  Kent,'  circum- 
stances have  arisen  which  make  it  proper 
that  a  more  adequate  provision  should  be 
made  for  her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess 
of  Kent,  and  for  the  honourable  support 
and  education  of  her  Royal  daughter,  the 
Princess  Alexandrina  Victoria,  relies  on  the 
zeal  and  afifection  of  the  House  of  Lords 
for  their  concurrence  and  support  in  such 
measures  as  may  be  suitable  to  the  occa- 
sion." 

Earl  Grey  moved,  that  the  Message  be 
taken  into  consideration  to-morrow. — Or- 
dered 

Portugal  AND  THE  Azores.]  TheEari 
of  Aberdeen  said,  that  having,  on  a  fonner 
occasion  given  notice,  that  he  would  brings 
forward  a  Motion  for  papers  and  docu- 
ments relative  to  the  events  which  had 
lately  occurred  in  Portugal,  and  the  noble 
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Eari  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, having  declared,  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  lay  any  papers  on  that  subject  on 
the  Table  at  present,  and  having  stated 
that  the  production  of  these  papers,  at 
present,  would  be  mischievous  to  the  pub- 
lic service,  he  would  give  notice,  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  persevere  in  mak- 
ing that  Motion.  But  there  was  another 
subject  connected  with  Portugal,  to  the 
elucidation  of  which,  the  same  objection 
did  not  apply — he  alluded  to  the  state  of 
the  Azores,  and  to  the  transactions  which 
had  recently  taken  place  in  these  islands 
— and  on  Friday  next  he  would  bring  that 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House  ? 

Earl  Grey  inquired,  whether  the  noble 
Earl  had  any  objection  to  state  the  nature 
of  his  intended  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  replied,  that  he 
would  communicate  the  nature  of  the 
Motion  to  the  noble  Earl  before  he  brought 
it  forward. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  when 
the  noble  Marquis  (Londonderry)  who  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  for  papers  on  the 
subject  of  the  Belgic  Negotiations,  had,  at 
his  request,  courteously  agreed  to  postpone 
his  Motion  till  this  day  week,  it  was  gene- 
rally understood  that  there  would  be  no 
business  of  any  particular  importance  to 
come  on  this  week,  and  with  that  persua- 
sion several  noble  Lords  had  left  town.  He, 
therefore,  suggested  to  the  noble  Earl,  that 
it  would  be  more  convenient  if  he  were  to 
bring  forward  his  Motion  on  Monday.  At 
the  same  lime,  he  had  no  personal  wish  on 
the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  thought  the  matter 
so  urgent,  that  he  had  at  once  intended  to 
name  Thursday  instead  of  Friday,  and, 
therefore,  he  was  very  unwilling  to  post- 
pone his  Motion  till  Monday.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  if  Friday  was  a  very  inconveni- 
ent day,  he  would  consent  to  name  Mon- 
day as  the  day  on  which  be  would  bring 
forward  his  Motion. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  August  2,  1831. 

Minutes.]  Billt.  Brooglit  in;  by  Mr.  CBAiirroiv,  Un 
ConsoUdathig  and  Amtndhif  th*  Jury  Laws  in  Ircbad. 
By  Mr.  Spftnvo  Rici,  to  CoMoGdate  and  Amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  HMkncyCoMbek  Ordcrtd  to  be  brmigfit 
in;  to  regulate  the  fpeai  of  SUyaaadVcMeltni  the  Fort 
of  London.    Read  a  Mcood  tines  Kxebeffacr  KIls. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Modaa  of  Mr.  AMeriMB  VieX' 
ABLSS,  of  the  quantity  of  HtSS  AMfid  wflfc  DnCy*  ttotn 
5Ch  January,  1830  to  5Ch  1m— j,  WSl,  md  from  that 
to  5th  July,  Mi,  dM^pMim  ffce  MHiMti  fev 


England  and  Scotland : — On  the  Motkm  of  Mr.   Jorkv 
W^ooD,  for  an  account  of  all  Money  reodved  and  expendeA. 
for  building  two  new  Churches  in  St.  Mary's,  Newington^ 
with  all  the  particulars  of  the   expenditure: — On    th^ 
Motion  of  Mr.  Pusby,  for  a  return  of  the  fifty-iix  Englialm. 
Boroughs,  the  population  of  which  was  lowest  of  ttm 
Census  of  1831,  of  the  forty-one  Boroughs  immediatdy 
above  them,  and  of  the  sixteen  Boroughs  next  in  osdcr^ 
according  to  the  local  limits  of  18S1 ;  those  to  be  excluded 
which  returned  one  Member  only,  and  distinguishing  thia 
Boroughs  placed  in  the  various  Schedules  of  the  Bill. 
Petitions  presented.      By  Mr.  Ewart,  from  the  Church- 
wardens and  Select  Vestry  of  Liverpool,  against  the  Poor 
Settlement  Bill.    By  Mr.  Wysk,  from  Land-holders  and 
Householders  of  Castle  Grace,  for  the  abolition  of  Bishops' 
Courts;  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Aughagour,  complaining 
of  Distress.    By  Mr.  Strickland,  from  an  Association  of 
York,  complaining  of  the  Law  for  stopping  Footpaths.  By 
Mr.  W.  A.  Williams, from  the  Chairman  of  the  Newport 
(Monmouth)  Patriotic  Society,  in  favour  of  Reform.     By 
Mr.  O'Co.HW BLL,  ftooi  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  Baltinglass, 
Castle  Lyons,  and  the  KiDolan  Union  of  Kil  worth,  ag^nst 
any  further  Grants  to  the  Kildare  Street  Society ;  from 
Literary  Teadiers  (Dublin),  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  : 
— By  MrrMAUBicB  O'Coicitbll,  similar  Petitions,  from 
Freshford,    Tullersoo,    and    Three  Castles:— By    Mr. 
BaowHLOW,  similar  Petitions,  from  Catholic  Inhabitants 
of  three  Parishes  in  Armagh.    By  Mr.  O'Covitbll,  from 
Kilmore,  Kerry,  oompUining  of  the  oppmsiTe  nature  oT 
Tithes;  firom  the  Members  of  the  Irish  Bar,  for  the  re> 
dnction  of  the  Stamp  Duties  on  the  admission  of  Catholic 
Freemen  (Galway).    By  Sir  W.  H.  Folkes,  from  Com 
Growers  at  Yarmouth,  SmfcXk,  Land  Owners  and  OoeU' 
piers,  Freebridge  Lynn,  Freebridge    MarstUand  and   ita 
vicinity,  and  East  and  West  Hogg,  Norfolk,  i«BinsC  the 
use  of  Molasses  in  Breweries  and   Distilleries:— By  Mr. 
T.  DuNCOMBB,  rimibr  Petitkms,   from  the  County  oC 
Hertford: — By  Lord Fbancis Of  bobbb,  similar  Petitionee 
from  Owners  and  Occupiers  of  Land,    flambridgesMre. 
By   Mr.   Bbownlow,  Uom  Catholics  and  Dissenters  oT 
Lisnadil,    Armagh,    complainirjg  of  the   Bill  to  oMffe 
them  to  contribute  to   build  new   Chordies.    By  Mr. 
McLLijra,  from  the  Fisliermen  of  Dmglc,  oomplaiiiiiif 
of  the  abolition  of  bounties  for  curing  Fi»h. 

Boiiouon  OF  Great  Grimsby.]  Sir 
Willinm  Guise  brought  up  the  KepKjrt  of 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  Election  for  Great  Grimsby.  The 
Report  stated,  that  the  two  sitting  Mem* 
bi;rH  had  been  guilty  of  treating,  and  the 
Election  was,  therefore,  declared  void* 
The  hon.  Baronet  moved,  that  the  Spf;aker 
do  order  a  new  Writ  to  be  issued  for  Great 
Grimsby. 

On  the  Speaker  putting  the  question, 
Mr.  O'Connell  expresses]  an  opinian^ 
that  it  would  not  be  right  to  comply  with 
the  Motion,  and  that  it  would  he  improper 
to  allow  the  new  Writ  to  mne»  A  Com' 
mittee  of  the  House  ha^l  declared,  that 
Great  Grimsby  ought  not  Ut  continue  to 
send  two  Mernbers,  and  had  a^reeil  to 
take  away  one  lumber  from  that  borough  , 
and,  therefwe,  two  Writs  ought  not  to 
issue.  They  had  been  threatened  with  ^n 
elsewhere,  and  he  thought  that  this  wffitUi 
be  a  good  oppf;ftunity  for  that  f lou<te  iff 
exert  it*  own  |>ower,  and  by  uf/f  ^llowinsc 
the  nomineef  of  Peers,  and  the  Keprrnent- 
attfet  of  fOCt«fi  boroughs  to  efiter  tMr 
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tlouBd,  they  might  materially  check  the 
opposition  which  such  persons  might  be 
disposed  to  offer  to  the  Bill  now  before 


^Ir.  Lefroy  undertook  most  positively 
to  declare,  that  the  Kildare*8treet  Society 
was  not  connected  \*  ith  any  proselytizing 


them.  He  would  move,  therefore,  that  I  society,  and  tliat  not  n  farthing  of  its 
the  debate  on  the  order  for  issuing  the  funds  Irad  ever  been  applied  for  such  pur- 
^rit,  be  adjourned  till  to-morrow.  j  poses. 

Lord  Althorp  confessed,  that  he  was!  Mr.  H//5e  said,  that  the  evidence  before 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  Motion  of  the  |  the  Coinniissioucrs  for  Education,  esta- 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  would  i  blished  the  fact,  that  the  K  ild  are -street  So- 
remark,  however,  that  this  was  a  Special  cicty  was  connected  with  the  Society  for 
Report  of  the  Committee,  and  that  the  the  Suppression  of  Vice.  He  would  never 
Members  were  accused,  not  of  bribery,  but  1  ap^rec  to  any  other  than  a  national  system 
of  treating.     The  only  instance,  however, 


in  which  the  Writs  were  superseded,  were 
cases  of  bribery.  To  suspend  the  Writ  in 
this  case,  therefore,  would  be  unprecedent- 
ed, and  the  Motion  ought  not  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  said,  the  Motion  of 
Sir  William  Guise,  was  to  issue  Writs  for 
two  Members,  while  the  hou.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought,  as  Great  Grinisbvwas 
to  lose  one  Member,  that  the  House  ought 
to  suspend  the  issue  of  the  Writs  for  two 
Members. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  thouj^ht,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  case  to 
stand  upon.  He  should  certainly,  if  ne- 
cessary, take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  question  of  the  issue  of  the  Writ  being 
postponed. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  on  further  con- 
sideration, that  the  Writ  ought  to  issue. 
Till  the  Bill  became  a  law,  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  act  upon  it.  The  pro- 
posed Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  could  not,  therefore,  be  car- 
ried into  effect. 

Amendment  negatived  without  a  divi- 
sion, and  the  Writ  ordered  to  be  issued. 

Kildare  Stukkt  Society.]  Mr. 
Wy so  presented  Petitions  from  Carrick-on- 
Suirand  several  other  places,  against  further 
grants  to  the  Kildare-street  Society.  The 
petitioners  complained  of  the  dissensions 
caused  by  the  Society  and  its  schools,  and 
represented  the  Society,  as  connected  with 
proselytizing  societies  in  Ireland. 

An  Hon,  Member  assured  the  House,  that 
the  Society  was  not  com! ec ted  wMth  any 
proselytizing  society  whatever. 

Mr.  O'Connell  begged  the  hon.  Member 
to  read  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Commissioners  for  Education,  when  he 
would  be  convinced,  that  persons  had 
connected  themselves  with  this  Society, 
with  a  view  of  proselytizing,  as  well  as  pro- 
moting education. 


of  education,  which  would  unite  all  sects, 
and  tend  to  remove  religious  animosities ; 
it  was  absurd  to  expect  this  result  from  the 
Society  at  present  before  them. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  the  Kildare- 
street  Society  gave  no  assistance  to  schools 
which  were  connected  with  any  other  so- 
ciety. It  had  formerly  afforded  assistance 
to  such  schools,  but  objections  having  been 
raised  to  this  appropriation  of  its  funds,  it 
had  been  discontinued. 

Mr.  (yConncll  said,  the  members  of  the 
Kildare-street  Society  winked  at,  if  they 
did  not  entirely  shut  their  eyes  to,  the 
fact  of  schools  being  connected  wiih  other 
societies  which  derived  aid  from  their 
funds. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  hoped  the  time 
would  soon  conic,  when  all  grants  would 
be  withheld,  whether  intended  for  the  Kil- 
dare-street Society,  Maynooth  College,  or 
the  Society  for  the  Suppression  of  Vice. 

Lord  Acheson  v.as  of  opinion,  that  if 
hon.  Members  wished  to  see  Catholics  and 
Protestants  dwell  together  in  harmony, 
tliey  could  not  do  better  than  support  the 
Kildare-street  Society. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 

Birmingham  Political  Union  Pe- 
tition.] Mr.  0'Co;mc// rose  to  present 
a  Petition  from  the  Council  of  the  Politi- 
cal Union,  Birmingham,  praying  that  the 
House  would  accelerate  the  progress  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  He  felt  highly  honoured 
by  having  this  petition  placed  in  his  hand. 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  read  the 
Petition,  which  set  forth — that  the  con- 
fidence which  the  Petitioners  reposed  in  tkat 
honourable  House,  had  hitherto  induced 
them  to  wait  with  patience  for  the  issue 
of  its  deliberations ;  but  that  they  re- 
gretted to  observe,  that  the  nation  a  de- 
termination to  possess,  at  length,  the  rights 
of  which  it  had  been  so  lonz  deprived, 
was  set  at  nought ;  and  that  deierence  wag 
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{Mid,  less  to  the  will  oFatinited  people, 
than  to  the  sordid  and  frirolotis  objections 
of  interested  individuals.  The  petitioners 
had  observed,  with  disgust  and  indignation, 
the  factions  and  puerile  opposition  tnade 
to  the  opinions  of  a  majority  of  that  honour- 
able House,  and  to  the  demands  of  an  op- 
pressed and  insalted  people;  and  with 
feelings  of  a  nearly  similar  character,  they 
contrasted  the  rapidity  with  which  mea- 
sures of  penalty  and  of  spoliation  had  been 
enacted  by  former  Parliaments,  with  the 
extraordinary    tardiness  Sit    present   dis- 

E laved  in  completing  a  wholesome  and 
eaiing  measure  of  wisdom,  justice  and 
conciliation.  The  petitioners  respectfully 
reminded  that  honourable  House,  that  the 
state  of  distress  which  had  so  long  oppressed 
the  energies  of  the  nation,  and  filled  the 
country  with  anxiety  and  misery,  impera- 
tively demanded  the  immediate  attention 
of  the  Honse,  and  the  adoption  of  com- 
prehensive and  effectual  remedies ;  but  it 
was  impossible,  until  the  present  great 
measure  of  Reform  should  be  carried  into 
effect,  that  such  attention  shoald  be  given, 
and  such  remedies  applied ;  and,  therefore, 
the  petitioners  felt  it  their  duty  to  urge  upon 
the  House  the  absolute  necessity  of  no 
longer  permitting  the  Bill  of  Reform  to  be 
retarded  m  its  progress,  and  the  sufferings 
of  an  oppressed  but  patient  people  pro- 
ion^d,  by  the  obstinate  and  ^ctioos  op- 
position made  by  a  small  and  interested 
minority  to  the  acknowledged  and  ex- 
pressed opinions  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  that  hon.  House,  and  of  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sir  C  Forbes  rose  to  order.  He  was 
sure  such  a  petition  could  not  be  received. 

The  Speaker  had  not  himself  risen  to 
stop  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  was  rather  too 
hasty,  because  he  was  persuaded,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  when  he  came 
to  a  ftdt  stop,  would  himself  see  the  pro- 
priety of  not  proceeding  with  the  petition. 

Mr.  (yCaimell  wished,  by  reading  the 
petition  at  length,  to  enable  the  House  to 
decide  as  to  its  reception ;  he  had  de- 
termined not  to  gk>8t  over  any  part  of  it. 
He  was  entitefy  in  the  hands  of  the 
Spesdier,  and  would  appeal  to  him  whe- 
ther the  pedtioB  conkl  be  received  or  not. 

[The  proceedings  were  interrupted  by 
the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  commanding 
the  attendance  of  the  Commons  in  the 
House  of  Peers,  to  be«r  the  Royal  Assent 
1^  certain  Btllff.    The  Speaker,  accom- 


panied by  nearly  all  the  Members  who 
were  in  the  House,  accordingly  withdrew  r 
on  returning,  he  announced  that  his 
Majesty  had  given  the  Royal  Assent  from, 
the  Throne  to  the  Bill  for  enabling  his 
Majesty  to  provide  for  the  Queen,  and  some 
private  Bills.] 

The  Speaker  called  on 

Mr.  uConnellXo  proceed.  The  hofl. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,  as  the  pe- 
tition was  mpst  respectably  signed,  he 
thought  it  right  to  press  the  consideration, 
of  it  on  the  House;  the  rather  that,  owing^ 
to  various  circumstances,  the  public  at 
large  began  to  believe,  that  there  was  some 
disposition  to  trifle  with  their  feelings  and 
judgment  by  what  had  taken  place  in  op- 
position to  the  Reform  Bill.  He  was  him- 
self deeply  impressed  with  this  opinion, 
and,  therefore,  he  wished  to  bring  up  the 
petition,  which  was  respectably  signed. 
He  put  himself,  however,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Speaker. 

The  Speaker  felt  obIifl:ed  to  the  hotl. 
and  learned  Gentleman  by  his  referring  to 
him  on  the  subject,  which  he  was  sore  arose 
from  the  confidence  the  hon.  and  learned. 
Gentleman  felt,  that  he  would  give  an. 
opinion  on  the  question  conformably  to 
the  strict  line  of  his  duty,  and  carefully 
abstain  from  giving  any  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  the  petition,  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers, who  might  speak  after  him,  might 
think  departing  from  the  strict  line  of  his 
duty.  With  this  preface,  he  must  saj, 
that  he  had  no  doubt  whatever  in  his  own 
mind  that  the  petition  could  not  be  re- 
ceived. The  House  must  feel,  that  from  the 
letter,  as  well  as  the  spirit,  of  the  petition,  it 
was  directed  against  the  course  of  proceed- 
ings in  that  House.  It  offered  comments  on 
what  had  passed  there,  infringing  on  that 
freedom  of  discussion  which  was  necessary 
to  their  debates,  and  which  could  not  be  in- 
fringed without  mischief,  and  was  exer- 
cised by  all  the  Members  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  without  any  other  re* 
straint.  He  had  given  his  opinion  in  a 
few  words,  and  he  hoped  explicitly,  and 
that  opinion  was  entirely  independent  of 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  G'Connell  acquiesced  in  the  obser- 
vations of  the  Speaker,  and  the  petition 
was  withdrawn. 

The  Speaker  approved  of  that,  and  ob- 
served, that  his  oliject  wai,  to  prevent  any 
irritated  feelings  from  b(.*ing  mingled  up 
with  the  disaissions  and  argiimencs  to 
which  the  petition  might  give  rise. 


591     Parliamentary  Reform^     {COMMONS}         Bill  for  England^         508 


Sir  R,  Vyvyan  wished  to  address  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  0' Co;? ne// stated,  that  there  was  no 
question  before  the  House.  He  had  not 
moved  that  the  petition  should  be  brought 
up. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  the  with- 
drawal of  the  petition  precluded  the  idea 
of  discussion.  If,  indeed,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  proposed,  that  the 
petition  should  be  brought  up,  the  case 
would  be  different.  There  was  no  motion 
before  the  House. 

Sir  R.  Vyvyan  expressed  great  concern 
that  the  statements  of  the  petition  should 
go  forth  unanswered. 

Tha  Speaker  said,  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  spoke  of  the  petition  going  forth, 
he  forgot,  that  the  petition  was  not  in  the 
pos-essionof  the  House.  The  only  parlia- 
mentary reading  of  the  petition  was  at  the 
Table,  but  the  petition  had  not  been 
brought  up.  The  hon.  Member  had  read 
part  of  the  petition  as  part  of  his  speech  ; 
but  before  the  hon.  Member  concluded,  he 
had  appealed  to  the  Chair,  and  had  made 
no  moiion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  acquiesced  in  the  observations 
made  from  the  Chair,  and  no  motion  was 
before  the  House — The  subject  dropped. 

The  Duchess  of  Kent  and  Prin- 
cess Victoria.]  Lord  Althorp  brought 
up  a  Message  from  his  Majesty  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"William  R. — His  Majesty  taking 
into  his  consideration,  that  since  the 
Parliament  made  a  provision  for  the  sup- 
port of  her  Royal  Highness  the  Duchess 
of  Kent,  and  the  Princess  Alexandrina 
Victoria  of  Kent,  circumstances  have  arisen 
which  make  it  proper  that  a  more  ade- 
quate provision  should  be  made  for  her 
Royal  Highness  the  Duchess  of  Kent,  and 
for  the  honourable  support  and  education 
of  her  Highness  the  Princess  Alexandrina 
Victoria  of  Kent,  recommends  the  consider- 
ation thereof  to  this  House,  and  relies  on 
the  attachment  of  his  faithful  Commons, 
to  adopt  such  measures  as  may  be  suitable 
to  the  occasion." 

Message  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

Parliamentary  Reform — Bill 
POR  England  —  Committee  —  Four- 
teenth Day.]  Lord  Althorp  moved,  that 
the  House  should  go  into  the  Committee  on 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England)  Bill. 


Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  the  House 
was  so  well  attended  on  Saturday  last 
when  they  met  at  two  o'clock,  that  he 
wished  much  they  had  adopted  that  hour 
for  the  future.  So  much  business  was 
done  then,  that  he  regretted  much  the 
subject  of  the  Liverpool  election  had  not 
been  brought  before  them  by  way  of  ex- 
periment. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  before  the  House 
went  into  a  Committee,  begged  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Althorp).  In 
the  returns  presented  to  the  House  con- 
nected with  the  Reform  Bill  he  found  one. 
No.  180,  which  professed  to  contain  an 
account  of  the  population  of  those  places 
which  were  to  receive  a  right  of  return- 
ing Members;  he  found  in  the  return 
an  account  of  the  population  of  Doncaster. 
That  town  was  not,  h6wever,  in  the  sche- 
dule of  the  Bill,  and  he  begged  )p  know  if 
it  was  intended,  that  Doncaster  should 
have  the  right  of  returning  a  Member  to 
that  House  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  far  as  he 
understood,  there  was  no  intention  to  pro- 
pose that  Doncaster  should  have  the  right 
of  returning  a  Member. 

Mr.  Stuart  JVortley  said,  there  were 
many  errors  in  those  documents.  No.  Ill 
contained  the  returns  of  population,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  census,  of  borouehs 
and  other  places,  not  mentioned  in  sche- 
dules A  and  B,  but  there  were  no  less  than 
twelve  boroughs  omitted,  whilst  other  places 
were  inserted  that  ought  not  to  be  there. 
In  the  returns  of  the  assessed  taxes  for  the 
years  1828,  1829,  and  1830,  a  whole  dis- 
trict of  Welsh  boroughs  was  omitted.  In 
one  of  the  papers  of  last  session  relating  to 
the  number  of  houses  in  different  towns  of 
England  and  Wales,  not  above  two-thirds 
of  the  returns  agreed  with  other  documents. 
For  example,  the  number  of  houses  in 
Calne  was  in  one  1,014  and  in  anotlier 
2,058.  In  one  return  Chippenham  bad 
174  houses,  and  in  another  541.  Again^ 
in  London,  according  to  one  return,  there 
were  17,534  houses,  while  according  to 
another,  there  were  only  8,503.  Such 
inaccuracies  were  of  consequence.  He 
thought  it  was  very  important  that  papers 
of  so  much  importance,  on  whidi  the 
house  was  proceeding  to  legislate,  should 
be  free  from  all  objections  on  the  score 
of  accuracy. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  first  case  for 
consideration  was  that  of  Sudbury.    On 
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Saturday  he  had  recommended  the  post- 
ponement of  the  case  of  Sudbury,  on  the 
ground  y  that  the  statements  made  required 
coni^ideration,  and  presented  some  dif- 
ficulties. He  was  now  prepared  to  adhere 
to  the  proposition  he  had  first  made  to  the 
House,  and  he  would  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  had  come  to  this  resolu- 
tion. It  was  stated  on  Saturday,  that  the 
borough  of  Sudbury  consisted  of  three  pa- 
rishes, but  that  the  population  of  those 
three  parishes  was  not  sufficient  to  entitle 
Sudburv,  under  the  rules  laid  down  to  re- 
turn  two  Members  to  that  House.  That 
being  the  case,  it  was  contended,  that  the 
hamlet  of  Ballingdon  belonged  to  the  pa- 
rish of  All  Saints,  one  of  the  three  pa- 
rishes in  Sudbury  ;  that  that  hamlet  was 
in  the  same  county  as  Sudbury,  Suffolk ; 
and  that  it  paid  tithes  and  church-rates, 
and  elected  a  churchwarden  for  All  Saints, 
and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  considered  as 
a  part  of  Sudbury.  This  he  understood 
to  be  the  substance  of  the  statement  made 
on  behalf  of  Sudbury,  and  he  must  con- 
fess, that  it  appeared  to  him  to  require 
much  consideration  before  it  was  rejected. 
That  consideration  he  had  given  it,  and 
he  would  now  state  his  opinions  on  the 
case.  The  claims  of  Sudbury  had  been 
compared  with  those  of  Truro ;  indeed,  it 
had  been  asserted,  that  the  two  cases  were 
precisely  similar ;  but  this  was  not  the 
fact.  In  the  case  of  Truro  there  was  this 
remarkable  circumstance — the  town,  in 
the  extended  sense,  was  defined  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  There  was  also  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  a  Paving  and  Lighting 
Act,  respecting  Sudbury,  but  that  Act 
did  not  include  Ballingdon.  Upon  this 
ground,  and  with  that  Act  before  the 
Committee,  he  did  not  think  that  Sud- 
bury ought  to  be  taken  out  of  schedule 
B, 

The  Chairman  put  the  question,  **  that 
the  borough  of  Sudbury  stand  part  of 
schedule  B." 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  that  the  borough 
of  Sudbury  embraced  the  whole  of  the  pa- 
rishes of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Gregory,  and 
part  of  the  parish  of  All  Saints,  and  that 
the  town  of  Sudbury  embraced  the  whole 
of  the  last-named  parish,  together  with 
the  former  ones.  Part  of  the  parish  of 
All  Saints  was  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
borough  of  Sudbury;  but  the  town  of 
Sudbury,  a  continuous  one,  extended 
over  the  whole  of  that  parish.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  that  the  case  of  the  bo- 


rough of  Sudbury  was  in  many  respects 
similar  to  the  case  of  Truro.  There  was 
a  considerable  similarity  in  the  two  cases ; 
but  he  contended  there  was  a  distinct  and 
great  advantage  on  the  part  of  Sudbury. 
As  he  understood  the  case  of  Truro,  it 
was  this.  The  whole  of  the  borough  was 
contained  in  one  parish,  but  the  town  ex- 
tended over  two  other  parishes  which  h{ 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  borougn. 
Now  the  borough  of  Sudbury  occupied 
the  whole  of  two  parishes,  and  the  greater 
part  of  the  third  parish,  the  three  parishes 
composing  the  town.  He  therefore  as- 
serted positively,  that  Sudbury,  according^ 
to  the  rules  laid  down,  had  a  superior 
claim  to  Truro.  It  could  not  be  said,  that 
the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon  was  not  a  part 
of  the  parish  of  All  Saints,  for  it  paid 
church-rates  and  tithes  as  a  part  of  that 
parish,  and  was,  in  every  sense  of  the 
terms,  parochially  and  ecclesiastically  con- 
nected with  it.  In  other  cases,  as  in  Dor- 
chester and  Guildford,  the  difficulty  was, 
that  the  new  part  of  the  town  was  in  a  pa- 
rish whollv  distinct  from  that  or  those  in 
which  the  old  part  of  the  town  was  situat- 
ed ;  but  in  this  case  there  was  no  dif- 
ficulty of  tlie  kind,  nor  was  there  any  as- 
sumption of  a  rural  population  ;  but  here 
was  a  case  of  a  town,  one  continuous 
town,  containing,  according  to  the  returns 
of  1821,  a  population  of  several  hundreds 
above  the  number  required,  and  really, 
how  a  distinction  could  be  drawn  between 
the  actual  town  and  the  borough,  he  did 
not  at  all  comprehend.  But  the  noble 
Lord  said,  there  was  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  Paving  and  Lighting  Act,  for 
Sudbury,  which  did  not  include  the  ham- 
let of  Ballingdon,  and,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  ought  not  to  include  it,  al- 
though it  was  not  denied,  that  the  hamlet 
actually  formed  a  part  of  the  town  of  Sud- 
bury. He  certainly  was  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  such  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
but  he  would  ask  what  date  did  it  bear? 
Might  not  the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon  have 
grown  into  importance  since  it  was  pass- 
ed ?  But  be  that  as  it  might,  he  had  never 
understood  the  Committee  to  be  bound  by 
any  rule  which  said,  that  the  limits  of  a 
town  should  be  defined  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  inhabitants  of  the  hamlet  of 
Ballingdon  paid  church-rates,  tithes,  and 
elected  a  churchwarden  for  the  parish  of 
All  Saints,  and  surely  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  contend,  that  it  was  distiDCt, 
wad  ought  to  be  treated  as  siicb?    He 
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tvas  astonished  at  the  strange  and  great 
alteration  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
views  of  the  noble  Lord  since  Saturday 
last.  He  had  fully  understood,  that  if 
the  statements  made  on  Saturday,  proved 
upon  inquiry,  to  be  facts,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  object  to  Sudbury  being  taken 
out  of  schedule  B.  He  had  received  an 
intimation — he  knew  not  whether  such 
an  intimation  had  been  conveyed  to  the 
members  of  his  Majesty's  Government — 
but  he  received  an  intimation,  that  it 
was  the  determination  of  a  party  in  that 
House,  to  keep  Sudbury  in  schedule  B, 
whatever  might  be  the  wish  of  the  Oovcrn- 
ment.  The  party  to  which  this  intimation 
referred,  was  stated  to  act  regardless  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  it  did  not 
think  went  far  enough,  and  with  a  deter- 
mination of  disfranchising  the  whole  of 
the  boroughs  in  the  schedule.  He  knew 
not  whether  the  (Tovornmcnt  would  be  in- 
fluenced by  such  a  party,  but  if  it  was, 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee  were 
nothing  bettor  than  a  mockery  of  justice. 
If  a  majority  of  that  House  was  determin- 
ed to  act  in  this  unfair  and  unjust  spirit, 
the  sooner  such  determination  was  openly 
declared,  the  better,  for  then  many  a  long 
and  disagreeable  debate  might  be  avoided. 
The  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  on  Satur- 
day, had  almost  pledged  the  Government 
to  the  removal  of  Sudbury  out  of  schedule 
B,  and  he  protested  most  strongly  against 
the  strange  alteration  which  had  taken 
place,  in  the  language  of  the  noble  T^ord, 
and  the  violation  of  the  acknowledged 
principles  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Altliorp  said,  he  had  received  no 
such  intimation  as  that  adverted  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  admitted  the  facts 
to  be  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  state  all 
the  facts.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget,  when  he  said,  that  on  Saturday 
it  appeared  almost  to  be  settled,  that  Sud- 
bury was  to  be  taken  out  of  schedule  B, 
that  since  Saturday,  he  (Lord  Althorp^ 
had  become  aware  of  the  additional  fact 
of  the  existence  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
describing  the  limits  of  Sudbury,  in  which 
Ballingdou  was  not  included.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  went  too  far  in 
saying  that  Ballingdon  was  a  part  of  the 
parish  of  All  Saints  ;  for,  in  fact,  Balling- 
don was  not  in  the  county  of  Suffolk,  but 
in  the  county  of  Essex,  and  it  was  separ- 
ated fVom  Sudbury  by  a  river. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  that  the  hamlet 


of  Ballingdon  paid  church-rates  and 
tithes,  as  a  part  of  the  parish  of  All 
Saints,  and  actually,  in  consideration  of 
doing  so,  elected  one  of  the  Churchward- 
ens for  that  parish.  If  doing  those  acts 
did  not  constitute  it  a  part  of  the  parish, 
he  should  like  to  hear  from  the  noble 
Lord  what  would.  In  the  course  of  these 
debates  there  had  been  much  quibbling, 
and  many  rules  laid  down  and  broken, 
but  he  did  not  see  in  what  way,  except  in 
the  way  of  open  violence,  the  case  of  Snd- 
bury  was  to  be  overcome.  The  noble  Lord 
found,  that  Ballingdon  was  not  in  the  same 
county  as  Sudbury.  Was  that  a  point  of 
any  importance  ?  If  it  was,  what  became 
of  Tamworth  ?  He  repeated,  that  he  was 
astonished  at  the  change  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  there 
was  no  sufficient  ground  for  it  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord ;  and  if 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee  were 
to  be  ruled  by  a  majority  who  cared 
nothing  for  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  then 
all  remark  must  be  useless. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  intended  to  pro- 
ceed upon  one  plain  principle,  and  haa  no 
communication  with  any  party  on  the  sub- 
ject of  his  votes.  He  looKcd  to  the  places 
proposed  to  be  disfranchised,  according 
to  the  census  of  1 82 1 ,  and  if  they  did  not 
then  contain  the  population  of  4,000,  he 
decided  they  ought  to  remain  in  schedule 
B.  That  was  the  case  with  Sudbury.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  one  Member  was  quite 
sufficient  for  any  of  the  boroughs  included 
in  that  schedule,  when  they  considered 
that  Manchestei  and  Glasgow  were  to 
have  but  two  Members  each. 

Lord  Milton  denied,  that  the  hamlet  of 
Ballingdon  formed  a  part  of  the  parish  of 
All  Saints.  It  formed  part  of  the  parish 
of  Brundon ;  the  parish  church  of  which 
had  long  been  entirely  dilapidated ;  in 
consequence  of  which,  the  inhabitants  of 
that  parish  had  resorted  to  the  parish 
church  of  All  Saints,  had  paid  tithes  and 
rates  in  that  parish,  and  had  acquired 
parochial  rights  there.  Nevertheless,  h^ 
would  vote  to  take  Sudbury  out  of  the  sche- 
dule, because  he  thought  there  was  a 
sufficient  connexion  with  that  borough, 
and  the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon,  to  jus- 
tify him  in  calling  it  part  of  Sudbury. 
Schedule  B  was  not  so  great  a  favourite 
with  him  as  were  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  was  not  sorry  to  Hnd  a  justification 
for  removing  any  borough  out  of  it. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  if  the  boo. 
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member  for  Kirkcudbright  thought  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  the  number  of  the 
population,  he  was  in  error,  of  which  va- 
rious instances  had  appeared;  according 
to  his  principle,  neither  Tamworth  nor 
Truro  ought  to  have  two  Members, 
and  other  places  not  even  one.  The 
cases  of  Aldborough,  Amersham,  and 
Buckingham,  also,  might  satisfy  him,  even 
after  the  long  discussion  the  Bill  had  un- 
dergone, that  he  had  not  yet  mastered  its 
principles.  For  his  part,  he  could  see  no 
difference  between  the  case  of  Sudbury 
and  the  case  of  Truro;  and  maintained 
that  if  the  latter  was  entitled  to  two  Mem- 
bers, the  former  was  equally  so. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  intended  to  vote 
upon  the  principle  he  had  before  explain- 
ed ;  and  as  he  had  not  voted  for  Truro, 
he  could  not  be  charged  with  inconsist- 
ency. 

Sir  John  Walsh,  after  alluding  to  the 
ground  on  which  the  postponement  of  the 
case  had  taken  place,  observed,  that  al- 
though the  Members  for  the  diflfei-ent  bo- 
roughs attacked,  were  in  duty  bound  to 
struggle  for  justice,  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ought  also  to  aim  at  justice.  Though 
Ministers  suffered  Members  for  boroughs 
to  make  out  their  cases  as  well  as  they 
could,  they  did  not  think  proi>er  to  inves- 
tigate those  cases.  He  had  himself  pre- 
sented two  petitions  from  this  borough, 
and  one  memorial  to  the  noble  Paymaster 
of  the  Forces,  stating  the  circumstances  of 
Sudbury;  but  his  Majesty's  Government 
were  in  utter  ignorance  of  the  particulars 
of  the  case,  until  the  statements  which 
were  made  on  Saturday.  Such  proceed- 
ings were  worthy  of  attention.  Every  fact 
which  had  been  stated  to  the  Committee 
on  Saturday,  had  been  previously  laid 
before  his  Majesty's  Government,  and  yet 
the  noble  Lord  stated  on  Saturday  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  them.  This  was  a 
complete  Justification  of  the  investigation 
which  had  been  instituted,  and  which  had 
been  called  delay.  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  adhered  to  the  rules  respect- 
ing population,  which  it  had  originally 
laid  down,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
Member  to  go  minutely  into  every  case, 
and  to  see  whether  it  did  not  come  under 
some  of  the  exceptions  which  had  been 
made.  A  noble  Lord  bad  said,  the  coun- 
try would  appreciate  the  real  motive  of 
the  delay.  He  trusted  the  country  would 
appreciate  the  real  motive,  which  was,  to 
oDtain  fair;  full,  aod  impartial  justice.    It 


must  now  be  evident  to  every  one  unpre- 
judiced, that  these  boroughs  would  not  re- 
ceive justice  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, for  that  Government  had  not  even 
made  itself  master  of  the  facts  laid  beforii 
it.  The  noble  Lord  had  asserted,  that  Bal- 
lingdon  was  not  a  part  of  the  parish  6t 
All  Saints.  Now,  although  tnc  noble 
Lord  did  not  attach  much  importance  to 
that  point,  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  do  him  the  honour  to  attend  to  him, 
while  he  endeavoured  to  prove  that  posi- 
tion. For  his  part  he  attached  great  im- 
portance to  that  point,  conceiving,  that  on 
it,  in  a  great  measure,  rested  the  claims  of 
Sudbury.  The  detail  might  be  dry  to  the 
Committee,  but  it  wonm  be  peculiarly 
pleasing,  he  believed,  to  the  noble  Pay- 
master of  the  Forces.  He  wonld  transport 
that  noble  Lord  at  once  to  the  days  of 
black  letter,  and  the  reign  of  the  Plan- 
tagenets.  In  answer  to  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  member  fbr  North- 
amptonshire, he  begged  leave  to  inform 
that  noble  Lord — and  he  had  the  high 
authority  of  Dugdale^s  Monasticon  in  sup- 
port of  his  assertion — that  Brundon  was 
never  a  parish,  that  the  church  there, 
which,  as  the  noble  Lord  said,  had  been 
entirely  dilapidated,  was  not  a  parish 
church,  but  was,  in  the  time  of  Henry 
1st,  a  chapel,  attached  to  the  parish  of 
All  Saints ;  and  as  a  part  of  that  parish, 
was  attached  to  a  monastery.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  the  parish  church  had 
fallen  into  decav,  but  the  truth  was,  that 
Ballingdon  never  had  a  distinct  church. 
It  appeared  also,  that  in  the  reign  of 
Richard  2nd,  in  1382,  there  was  a  grant 
made  of  the  rectory  of  All  Saints,  includ- 
ing the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon,  to  the  mo- 
nastery of  St.  Gregory  in  Sudbury,  At 
the  Reformation,  the  rectorial  tithes  were 
sold,  and  the  vicarial  tithes  of  Ballingdon 
continued  attached  to  the  parish  of  AH 
Saints.  Having  gone  into  these  detaih, 
he  apprehended  he  had  given  a  conclusive 
answer  to  the  assertions  of  the  noble  tord, 
and  fully  proved,  that  the  hamfet  of  Bal- 
lingdon was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes^ 
a  part  of  the  parish  of  AU  Saints.  A&  to 
Brundon  being  a  parish,  the  statement 
was  quite  erroneous;  it  consisted  of  one 
mill,  one  farm-house,  and  two  cottages, 
and  was  a  part  of  the  hamlet  of  Balluig- 
don.  He  thought  this  proof  must  be  dis- 
cisive  with  every  one  upon  the  point  at 
issue;  but  he  had  yet  another  fiBbct  tb 
state.    Since  1053,  the  bitAs,  and  mai^ 
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riages,  and  deaths  in  Ballingdon,  had 
been  registered  in  All  Saints ,  and  that 
not  in  a  separate  book,  kept  particularly 
for  the  hamlet,  but  in  the  common  ge- 
neral register  of  that  parish.  Antecedent 
to  1653,  no  register  had  been  kept  in  the 
parish  of  All  Saints.  Further,  the  glebe 
lands  of  the  vicar  of  All  Saints  were  situ- 
ated in  the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon.  With 
these  facts  before  them,  he  contended,  that 
the  Committee  would  be  acting  most  un- 
justly, if  it  took  for  granted  that  Balling- 
don was  not  a  part  of  the  parish  of  All 
Saints.  But  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  upon  that 
Act  his  whole  argument  appeared  to  rest ; 
but  a  more  arbitrary  and  unjust  mea- 
sure, except  the  present  Reform  Bill, 
if  it  passed,  could  not  be  fouiid  in  the 
Statutes,  than  an  Act  which  limited  the 
size  of  a  town.  Was  there  any  reason, 
common  sense,  or  justice,  in  the  construc- 
tion put  by  the  noble  Lord  upon  this  Pav- 
ing and  Lighting  Act?  The  noble  Lord 
made  the  Act  say  to  the  town  of  Sudbury, 
*•  These  are  your  limits ;  into  the  hamlet 
of  Ballingdon  you  shall  not  go  ;  no,  not  a 
foot  beyond  the  bridge;  and  to  your  pre- 
sent size  you  are  for  ever  doomed,"  This 
was  the  most  unfair  and  arbitrary  con- 
struction of  the  Act  that  could  be  adopt- 
ed. He  protested  against  the  borough  of 
Sudbury  being  continued  in  schedule  B. 
If  it  was  continued  there,  it  must  be  in 

violation   of  a  variety  of  precedents.     It 

111  ■%     " 

had  a  large  population,  and  was  a  more 

considerable  town  than  any  in  the  sche- 
dule, and  than  many  out  of  it,  and  ought 
to  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  sending  two 
Members  to  that  House. 

Mr.  Tyrrell  supported  the  claims  of 
Sudbury.  It  was  the  only  manufacturing 
town  in  Suffolk.  It  contained  a  consider- 
able population,  and  was  in  a  flourishing 
condition,  and  he  trusted  it  would  be 
taken  out  of  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  the  Ministers  had  act- 
ed in  a  most  capricious  way  with  regard 
to  the  franchise  of  many  of  the  large  and 
prosperous  towns  of  this  country.  Sud- 
bury was  neither  a  rotten  borough  nor  a 
nomination  borough.  It  had  been  fre- 
quently contested.  It  might  be  that  the 
electors  were  corrupt,  but  they  were  more 
likely  to  be  corrupt  when  the  1 0/.  fran- 
chise was  introduced  than  they  were  be- 
fore. The  country  ought  to  know  upon 
what  principle  it  was,  that  some  little  dirty 
^wns  were  allowed  to  retain  two  MemberSj 


while  the  prosperous  town  of  Sudbury  was 
to  have  only  one.  It  was  clear,  that  Hor- 
sham in  1821  had  only  1,600  inhabitants, 
while  Sudbury  had  upwards  of  4,000,  and 
was  now  deprived  of  one  of  its  Members 
by  a  mere  quibble.  Was  there  any  thing 
like  common  sense  or  justice  in  this  ?  If 
in  truth  it  came  within  the  rule  laid  down 
by  Ministers,  that  alone  was  sufficient  to 
prove  their  rule  good  for  nothing.  It 
would  be  better  and  fairer  t(^  sweep  away 
at  once  the  whole  present  systetu  of  Re- 
presentation, and  to  build  up  another,  de 
novOy  than  to  proceed  in  this  manner. 
When  the  House  came  to  decisions  of  this 
kind,  it  was  impossible  that  they  could 
avoid  the  imputation  of  partiality. 

\jon\  Althorp  said,  the  principle  upou 
which  they  proceeded  was  the  population 
returns  of  182 1 ,  and  according  to  that,  Sud- 
bury came  within  the  line  laid  down  of 
those  towns  which  were  to  lose  one  Member. 
It  was  clear,  that  in  182.5  the  hamlet  of 
Ballingdon  was  not  considered  part  of 
Sudbury.  This  hamlet  was  in  the  county 
of  Essex,  and  Sudbury  was  in  Suffolk. 
In  the  Act  for  paving  and  lighting  Sud- 
bury, brought  in  in  1825,  it  was  so  stated, 
and  Ballingdon  was  not  connected  with 
Sudbury  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  maintained,  that  no 
stronger  case  could  possibly  be  brought 
forward  than  that  of  Sudbury.  Undoubt- 
edly Ballingdon  was  part  of  the  town,  and 
undoubtedly  it  had  more  than  4,000  inha- 
bitants in  1 82 1 .  The  noble  Lord,  who  took 
a  different  view,  had  only  two  things  to 
rely  upon  ;  first,  that  Ballingdon  was  not 
part  of  the  parish  of  All  Saints ;  and  se- 
condly, the  A<?t  for  paving  and  lighting  in 
1825.  Now,  that  Ballingdon  was  part  of 
the  parish,  there  really  could  not  be  a 
rational  doubt — it  paid  taxes,  tithes,  and 
church-rates,  as  part  of  the  parish — it  ap- 
pointed one  of  the  Churchwardens — it  had 
no  chapel  of  its  own,  so  that  all  the  cere- 
monies relating  to  births,  deaths,  and  mar- 
riages, were  performed  at  the  church  of 
Sudbury.  In  a  word,  Ballingdon  was  part 
of  the  parish  of  All  Saints,  for  all  legal 
purposes,  and  how  or  why  should  they 
then  deny  the  relation  ?  Then  as  to  the 
Act,  he  observed,  that  it  was,  in  itself,  a 
most  preposterous  piece  of  legislation';  it 
consisted  of  120  clauses,  and  one  of  them 
provided,  that  all  houses  thenceforth  built 
in  Sudbury  should  be  perpendicular.  Be- 
sides, no  argument  could  be  drawn ,  even 
respecting  the  limits  of  the  borough,  froiq 
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such  an  Act.  There  were  numerous  in- 
stances in  which  parts  of  boroughs  had 
been  known  to  be  left  out  in  such  Acts; 
and  here  there  was  an  especial  reason  why 
the  hamlet  of  Ballins^don  should  be  omit- 
ted.  It  lay  in  the  county  of  Suffolk, 
wherein  the  Magistrates  of  Essex  had  no 
jurisdiction  ;  there  were,  therefore,  cogent 
legal  reasons  why  Ballingdon  should  not 
be  included  in  the  Act.  He  insisted  that 
no  claim  could  be  more  satisfactory,  or 
more  clearly  established,  than  that  which 
had  been  set  forth  for  the  borough  of  Sud- 
bury ;  and  lie  considered  the  Ministers 
need  not  hesitate  to  do  justice  in  this  case, 
because  it  was  one  essentially  peculiar, 
and  could  not  be  possibly  drawn  into  a 
precedent. 

Lord  Johti  Russell  said,  that  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament  referred  to,  it  appeared  that 
Ballingdon  was  not,  in  1 825,  a  recognized 
part  of  the  town  of  Sudbury ;  nor  was 
it,  in  his  opinion,  part  of  the  parish  of 
All  Saints.  In  the  Topographical  Dic- 
tionary, Ballingdon-  was  described  as  a 
chapelry  within  half  a  mile  of  Sudbury. 
He  would  use  the  present  opportunity  to 
assure  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Thet- 
ford  (Mr.  Baring),  that  the  population  of 
Horsham  was  not  divided,  as  he  had  de- 
scribed, in  1821.  There  was  no  quibble 
in  the  case. 

Mr.  Baring  replied,  that  it  was  to  the 
population  returns  of  1831  he  alluded. 
Even  in  the  return  of  1821,  2,000  of  the 
population  of  Horsham  were  mentioned  as 
being  engaged  in  agricultural  pursuits. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  the  only  way  in 
which  arguments  from  his  side  of  the 
House  were  met,  was  by  drawing  contra- 
dictory inferences  from  facts.  The  ham- 
let was  said  to  be  half  a  mile  from  Sud- 
bury. Now  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee upon  his  honour,  that  the  nearest 
house  in  Ballingdon  was  not  distant  from 
the  nearest  in  Sudbury  more  than  twenty 
yards,  and  they  were  separated  only  by  a 
small  rivulet,  over  which  there  was  a  bridge. 
It  was  a  most  flagrant  injustice  to  decide 
on  alleged  facts,  which  had  no  existence, 
and  could  be  disproved  as  soon  as  they 
were  stated. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelhamsdid ,  much  reliance 
was  placed  on  an  Act  of  1825,  for  paving 
and  lighting  Sudbury.  He  did  not  con- 
sider that,  however,  to  be  of  material  con- 
sequence, or  decisive  of  the  limits  of  the 
borough.  Two  Acts  had  been  passed  for 
paving  and  lighting  Shrewsbury,  the  last 


of  which  was  introduced  about  two  years 
back,  and  to  his  knowledge  a  great  part 
even  of  the  borough  was  not  at  all  includ- 
ed in  this  Act.  He  could  not  conceive 
that  the  fate  of  SuHbury  would  be  made 
to  depend  upon  such  evidence  as  a  local 
Act  of  Parliament,  which  was  not  obtained 
for  the  purpose  of  defining  the  linuts  of 
the  borough. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
**  That  Sudbury  stand  part  of  schedule  B.** 
Ayes  157;  Noes  108 — Majority  49. 
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now,  he  was  not  dispoaed  to  put  tken  te 
the  trouble  of  dividing  upon  the  borough 
of  Totness.  He  had  represented  it  for 
twenty  years,  and  was,  therefore,  well  ac- 
quainted with  it.  Upon  a  former  occasion 
be  challenged  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
in  this  Bill  to  say  whether  it  was  a  nomina- 
tion borough,  a  rotten,  a  decayed,  or  a  de- 
linquent borough.  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
condescend  to  answer  this  challenge.  He 
was  satisfied  the  noble  Lord  meant  no  dis- 
respect to  him,  but  abstained  from  giving 
an  answer  because  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  Every 
objection  that  could  be  made  to  the  prs- 


The  next  question  was  *'  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Totness  stand  part  of  schedule  B." 

Mr.  C  B.  Baldwin  said,  that  by  the 
census  of  1821,  the  population  of  Totness 
amounted  to  upwards  of  3,000  souls,  and 
including  the  parish  of  Biidgetou,  which 
had  always  been  considered  as  belonging 
to  the  town,  the  population  amounted  to 
4,383  souls.  It  had  at  the  present  mo- 
ment 213  houses  which  rented  for  more 
than  10/.  a  year.  The  borough,  therefore, 
was  more  populous  than  Calne,  Bodmin, 
Andoveri  Christchurch,  and  several  other 
boroughs  which  had  been  allowed  to  retain 
their  two  Members.  Totness  was  not  a 
nomination  borough,  but  it  was  an  opu- 
lent town,  and  contained  several  thriving 
manufactures.  If  Bridgeton  were  consi- 
dered as  a  part  of  Totness,  the  borough 
would  have  higher  claims  than  Truro,  and 
ought  to  be  excluded  from  schedule  B. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  he  had  expected 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
would  have  said  something  in  answer  to 
the  observations  just  made  by  his  hon. 
colleague  (Mr.  Baldwin).  The  ground  of 
the  application  made  by  his  hon.  colleague 
was,  that  Bridgcton  ought  to  be  considered 
as  a  part  of  Totness,  and  certainly  any 
person  who  paid  toll  at  the  Bridgeton  gate 
must  consider  himself  as  in  the  town  of 
Totness.  It  had  the  300  voters  required 
by  the  Bill,  and  there  was  no  occasion  to 
^llop  round  the  country  to  find  them. 
The  case  of  Totness  was  certainly  not  so 
strong  as  that  of  Sudbury,  and  after  the 
decision  to  which  the  Committee  came  just 


sent  constituency  of  Totness  would  apply 
with  still  greater  force  if  this  Bill  should 
pass  into  a  law.  It  was  not  rotten  or  cor- 
rupt, and  for  a  hundred  years  no  com- 
plaint of  delinquency  had  been  nuade 
against  it.  Under  the  new  Gonstitutiou, 
and  under  the  new  system  of  Repraseal^ 
ation,  which  this  Bill  would  introduce,  Tot- 
ness and  other  places  vrould  become  tnuGh 
more  susceptible  of  bribery  than  they  ware 
at  present.  When  there  were  300  10/. 
voters,  a  man  who  went  down  to  Tot- 
ness with  4,000/.  or  5,000/.  in  his  pocket 
might  do  what  he  had  now  no  chance  at 
all  of  doing.  As  long  as  he  was  acquaint- 
ed with  the  place  he  never  knew  a  singia 
instance  of  bribery  there.  If  he  felt  con- 
scious that  his  constituents  had  thus  dis- 
g^ced  themselves,  he  should  not  have  ven- 
tured to  say  a  word  in  their  favour;  but, 
knowing,  that  no  proceedings  took  place 
at  elections  there  which  were  not  strictly 
and  entirely  honourable,  he  was  bound  in 
justice  to  protest  against  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  treat  them. 
The  principle  of  schedule  A  vras  intelligi- 
ble enough  ;  but,  with  respect  to  schedule 
B,  it  would  create  as  many  anomalies  in 
the  new  system  of  Representation  as  ex- 
isted in  the  old,  and  he  would  pledge 
himself  to  show  this  at  a  fitter  opportunity. 
Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  saw  no  reason  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Totness  being  placed  in  schedule 
B,  he  could  not  see  any  that  would  justify 
the  Committee  in  removing  it  from  the 
schedule.  It  was  acknowledged,  that  the 
borough  stood  in  a  similar  situation  to 
that  of  Sudbury,  but  had  not  quite  so 
many  claims  on  exemption.  As  the  Com- 
mittee had  decided,  that  Sudbury  ought 
to  remain  in  schedule  B,  and  as  the  two 
cases  were  admitted  to  resemble  each 
other,  the  decision  hi  the  one  ease  mast 
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be  taken  to  decide  the  other.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance  there  was  no  proof  whatever 
offered ,  nothing  but  a  mere  allegation  that 
the  town  belonged  to  the  borough,  and 
unless  that  were  proved,  its  population 
did  not  come  up  to  the  required  number. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  an- 
ticipate that,  in  future,  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption would  be  resorted  to,  but  it  was 
more  probable,  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill,  that  such  an  anticipation  would 
prove  unfounded. 

Question  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

On  the  question,  **  that  the  schedule  B, 
as  amended,  do  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  he  could  not 
let  this  schedule  pass  without  entering  his 
protest  i^inst  it,  and  without  saying  that, 
objectionable  as  the  whole  Bill  was,  this 
particular  part  of  it  was  the  most  objec- 
tionable. Having  thus  expressed  in  ge- 
neral terms  his  disapprobation  of  this 
schedule,  he  should  say  nothing  further 
on  the  subject.  The  House  having,  when 
the  schedule  was  first  introduced,  dis- 
cussed the  whole  principle  involved  in  it 
under  the  question  whether  the  word  "  one" 
or  **  two"  should  fill  up  the  blank  in  the  first 
line  of  it;  and  having  subsequently,  on 
the  questions  relating  to  Sudbury  and 
other  boroughs,  discussed  the  application 
of  that  schedule  to  particular  cases,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  deviation  from  the 
voluntary  engagement  into  which  he  had 
entered,  if  he  were  to  do  more  at  present 
than  declare  that  he  protested  most 
strongly  against  this  particular  part  of 
the  Bill. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell&M,  on  this  occa- 
sion he  should  take  the  liberty  of  summing- 
up  the  proceedings  that  had  taken  place 
with  regard  to  the  Bill,  and  especially  with 
respect  to  this  particular  schedule.  He 
was  happy  to  include  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Milton)  among  the  opponents  of 
this  clause.  The  reforming  Ministers  had 
disfranchised  fifty  or  sixty  boroughs  in 
schedule  A,  as  being  rotten  or  nomination 
boroughs  ;  and  in  schedule  B,  continuing 
their  work  of  destruction,  they  had  de- 
prived about  forty  other  boroughs  of  half 
their  Members.  Some  of  the  latter  were 
considerable  towns,  and  the  seats  of  rising 
and  important  manufactures,  and  were  to 
be  partly  disfranchised,  because  it  was 
said  their  constituency  was  not  sufficiently 
numerous.  The  Bill  proceeded  upon  no 
system,  except  one  of  destruction,  and 
equally  violated  principle  tnd  conabitDcy. 


He  would  affirm,  that  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill  differed  among  each  other ;  so 
that  those  Siamese  twins,  the  noble  Lords, 
the  members  for  Northamptonshire,  could 
not  agree  about  all  the  boroughs ;  and  he 
had,  therefore,  had  the  benefit  of  the  vote 
of  one  of  those  noble  Lords  upon  some  of 
the  boroughs  in  the  schedule.  In  his 
opinion,  this  Bill  was  a  Jacobinical  insult 
towards  the  towns  and  boroughs  it  dis- 
franchised. It  committed  an  injustice 
towards  them,  in  depriving  them  of  their 
franchise,  and  it  insulted  them  by  the 
manner  in  which  it  did  so.  The  local 
feelings  and  prejudices  of  the  inhabitants 
had  been  much  interfered  with  in  dis- 
franchising, in  part,  the  county-towns  ; 
several  of  which,  such  as  Quildford  and 
Dorchester,  were  as  ancient  and  respect- 
able towns  as  any  in  Buf^landi  He  had 
referred  to  the  division  of  opinion  between 
the  two  noble  Lords,  the  membtn  for 
Northamptonshire,  and  he  should  only 
now  add,  that  he  hoped  to  see  one  of 
those  noble  Lords,  whose  ability  and  ex- 
perience gave  to  his  opinion  considerable 
weight,  become  the  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  the  schedule  C,  on  the  ground 
that  a  greater  number  of  towns  ought  to 
be  put  into  that  schedule. 

Colonel  Wood  wished  to  enter  his  pro- 
test against  this  schedule,  which,  as  it  wai 
now  framed,  contained  boroughs  that  could 
not  be  inserted  in  it  without  a  manifest 
violation  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  If 
it  was  necessary  to  give  additional  Repre- 
sentatives to  Ireland  and  Scotland,  and 
Members  to  the  large  manufacturing  towns, 
let  that  be  done  by  any  other  means,  than 
by  partially  disfranchising  the  respectable 
boroughs  of  England.  He  thought  there 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  force  this  Bill,  and 
the  whole  of  this  Bill,  with  all  its  blunders 
and  inconsistencies,  through  that  House ; 
and  if,  when  it  had  passed  there,  any  in- 
disposition to  pass  it  in  that  state  should 
be  exhibited  in  another  place,  whatever 
might  be  the  consequences  of  that  indis- 
position, his  Majesty's  Ministers  would  be 
responsible  for  them.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve, that  the  public  desired  so  extensive 
an  alteration  as  the  present  Bill.  They 
had  already  disfranchised  many  nomina«- 
tion  boroughs ;  and  he,  therefore,  should 
wish  to  get  rid  of  schedule  B,  which  was 
of  too  sweeping  a  character.  They  bad 
already  112  seats  to  dispose  of;  them 
would  enable  them,  if  properly  applied,  !• 
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give  two  Representatives  to  every  place 
uiat  had  a  population  of  more  than  12,000 
souls,  as  well  as  an  additional  Representa- 
tive to  the  more  populous  counties.  This 
would  give  more  general  satisfaction  than 
the  present  measure,  and  would  be  more 
consonant  to  the  spirit  uf  the  Constitution. 

Lord  Milton  hoped  that,  as  the  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  C.  Wetherell) 
had  expressed  himself  grateful  for  his 
(Lord  Milton  s)  alliance,  the  teamed  Gen- 
tleman would  demonstrate  his  gratitude 
by  voting  for  his  (Lord  Milton's)  proposi- 
tion, to  give  two  Members  to  certain  large 
and  populous  towns,  such  as  Halifax  and 
Brighton.  If  the  learned  Gentleman  was 
so  scandalized  at  the  boroughs  in  schedule 
B  losing  one  Member,  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  surely  be  anxious  that  more 
populous  places  than  any  of  those  bo- 
roughs should  have  two  Members  instead 
of  one. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  that  Ministers 
had  acted  unfairly  in  taking  the  popula- 
tion returns  of  1821  as  the  criterion  by 
which  to  disfranchise  boroughs,  and  the 
returns  of  1831  as  the  criterion  of  en- 
franchising new  places.  By  not  dividing 
the  House  on  this  clause,  he  wished  it  to 
be  understood  that  he  did  not  consider 
himself  as  precluded  from  doing  so  at 
some  future  stage  of  the  proceedings.  He 
certainly  hoped  that  this  clause  would  be 
re-considered. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  said,  that  Ministers 
had  proceeded  most  inconsistently,  and 
without  any  principle  whatever,  with  regard 
to  schedule  B.  Their  own  rules  had  been 
unjustly  applied,  and  some  Gentlemen  had 
laid  down  rules  of  their  own,  quite  separate 
from  those  of  the  Government.  Many  re- 
spectable individuals,  resident  in  the  towns 
disfranchised,  would  feel  greatly  exasper- 
ated at  comparing  their  situation  with 
that  of  other  towns,  not  so  considerable, 
which  retained  their  full  Representation. 
They  had,  however,  completed  the  de- 
structive part  of  the  Bill,  and  had  now  to 
reconstruct  the  edifice  of  the  Constitution. 
In  looking  to  the  qualification  proposed 
to  be  created,  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
form  an  estimate  of  the  result  of  the  mea- 
sure, but  he  was  very  much  afraid  some 
of  the  interests,  now  adequately  repre- 
sented, would  not  be  so  under  the  new 
system.  He  had  always  been  prepared 
to  support  an  extensive  measure  of  Re- 
form, but  he  considered  this  as  much  too 
sweeping. 


Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  before 
this  question  was  agreed  to,  he  thought 
that  there  were  one  or  two  points  upon 
which  the  Committee  had  a  right  to  re- 
ceive information  from  the  Ministers. 
Several  cases  had  been  brought  forward 
by  Gentlemen  on  that  side  the  House,  with 
great  force  of  reason  and  argument.  These 
cases,  however,  had  been  invariably  re* 
jected,  while  Ministers  had,  on  their  own 
accord,  done  that  with  regard  to  some 
boroughs  which  they  had  been  in  vain 
solicited  to  do  with  regard  to  other  bo- 
roughs. This  was  the  moment  at  which 
he  thought,  that  hon.  Members  had  a  right 
to  demand  from  the  Ministers  an  explana- 
tion of  the  grounds  on  which  they  had  so 
acted.  He  begged,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  would  now  be  good 
enough  to  state  those  ground:^.  For  in- 
stance, why  was  Morpeth,  with  a  popula- 
tion, in  1821,  of  3,661,  but  brought,  with 
the  addition  of  some  tithings  and  town- 
ships, to  amount  to  4,260,  allowed  to  re- 
tain two  Members  ?  Again,  there  was 
Malton,  which,  in  1821,  contained  2.:^:J0 
inhabitants,  but,  with  some  townships 
added,  was  made  up  to  4,005,  and  ^^% 
now  not  disfranchised  ?  Was  it  just  or 
reasonable  such  places  should  continue  to 
return  two  Representatives,  while  Guild- 
ford, a  place  of  much  more  importance 
than  either  of  them,  was  deprived  of  one? 
Northallerton,  by  the  same  returns,  con- 
tained 2,626  inhabitants,  but  then  three 
chapclries  and  three  townships  were  added, 
and  the  number  was  made  up  to  4,431. 
In  Tam worth  the  population  was  3,863, 
but  with  three  townships,  two  liberties, 
and  one  extra-parochial  district,  it  was 
made  up  to  7,185.  Westbury  and  High 
Wycombe  were  brought  up  to  the  standard 
in  the  same  manner.  AH  these  places 
should  have  been  included  in  schedule  B, 
if  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  as  originally 
laid  down,  had  been  adhered  to.  Other 
places  had  been  as  arbitrarily  included. 
Strong  cases  of  exemption  were  made  out, 
for  Clitheroe  and  Cockermouth,  in  parti- 
cular, and  no  explanation  had  been  hitherto 
given  of  such  inconsistent  conduct.  He, 
therefore,  called  upon  the  noble  Lord  for 
information  on  these  points. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  this  sub- 
ject had  been  repeatedly  explained,  and 
that  the  grounds  for  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  called,  had  been  more  than 
once  given  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  many  boroughs 
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were  now  under  very  different  circum- 
stances from  those  in  which  they  had 
formerly  stood.  Even  in  cases  where 
statements  of  the  population  and  the 
amount  of  taxes  paid  by  boroughs  could 
be  obtained,  those  cases  sometimes  fur- 
nished no  guide  for  the  regulation  of  their 
proceedings  with  regard  to  placing  such 
boroughs  in  the  schedule,  or  leaving  them 
out  of  the  schedule.  The  rules  which  had 
been  laid  down  were  adopted  upon  full 
consideration,  and  in  the  belief  that  they 
were  calculated  to  produce  the  most  ex- 
tensive advantage.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware,  however,  that  these  rules, 
though  excellent  in  themselves,  could  not 
be  exactly  applied  in  all  cases,  and  that 
there  were,  of  course,  particular  cases, 
which  would  depend  only  on  their  parti- 
cular circumstances.  In  some  instances, 
if  the  limits  of  boroughs,  as  fixed  by  the 
decisions  of  that  House,  had  been  taken 
as  the  invariable  rule,  much  injustice 
would  have  been  the  consequence.  For 
the  purpose  of  elections,  ^  borough  had^ 
not  unfrequently,  been  confined  to  one- 
third  of  its  proper  limits  by  the  capricious 
decisions  of  that  House,  before  the  judg- 
ment of  election  petitions  was  referred  to 
sworn  Committees.  Take  Shrewsbury  as 
an  instance.  A  considerable  portion  of 
that  town  was  deprived  of  the  right  of 
voting,  by  a  decision  of  that  House,  be- 
cause the  property  in  that  part  of  the 
town  was  in  the  hands  of  a  person  who 
was  adverse  to  the  Ministry  of  the  day. 
The  population  returns  formed  the  founda- 
tion for  their  judgment.  They  had  then 
obtained  further  information  by  means  of 
circulars ;  and,  where  the  exact  limits  of 
certain  boroughs  could  not  be  accurately 
ascertained  from  these  sources,  they  were 
ready  to  receive  and  act  upon  other  au- 
thentic information.  When  these  rules 
had  not  operated  fairly,  they  had  always 
given  way,  as  was  the  case  with  Bwcking- 
ham,  which  had  several  hamlets,  that 
were,  in  fact,  part  of  the  town,  being  all 
in  the  same  parish ;  this  place  had,  there- 
fore, been  removed  from  schedule  A.  In 
every  instance,  as  had  been  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Committee  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  measure,  the  Ministers  had 
been  justified  in  not  carrying  the  excep- 
tions further  than  they  had  done.  Every 
concession,  however,  which  had  been  made 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  reference  to 
those  two  schedules,  had  been  met  with 
taunts  and  reproaches,  more  particularly 
VOL.  V.  {JJS} 


on  the  part  of  those  who  had  themselves 
called  for  such  concessions.  If  the  Minis- 
ters had  committed  any  fault,  it  was,  that 
they  had  shown  too  great  a  readiness  to 
listen  to  the  objections  of  those  who  de- 
sired to  show,  that  they  could  establish 
exceptions  in  their  own  favour.  After  all 
the  special  pleading  processes  that  had 
been  resorted  to,  and  after  all  the  in- 
genuity that  had  been  displayed  on  this 
subject,  he  thought  that  no  case  of  ex- 
ception had  been  fairly  established  which 
had  not  been  allowed.  On  the  whole,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  had  made  fair 
distinctions,  and  on  reasonable  grounds, 
and  he  was  disposed  to  think,  notwith- 
standing all  the  ingenuity  which  had  been 
displayed,  and  all  the  efforts  which  had 
been  made  to  torture  the  circumstances  of 
one  case  into  a  similarity  to  those  of  ano- 
ther, that,  on  the  whole,  schedule  B  had 
been  fairly  drawn,  according  to  the  popu- 
lation returns  and  the  principles  laid  down 
in  the  Bill. 

Sir  Edward  Sngden  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  remarked,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  met  with  reproaches  from  that  side  of 
the  House  for  the  concessions  which  they 
had  made,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
as  if  those  concessions  had  been  asked  for 
on  that  side  of  the  House  on  private 
grounds,  and  as  matters  of  favour.  The 
noble  Lord  was  quite  mistaken  if  he  en- 
tertained such  an  impression  as  that.  The 
concessions  which  had  been  called  for  by 
those  who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  some  of  which  had  been  granted  to 
them  by  Ministers,  had  been  asked  for  on 
public  grounds,  and  in  reference  to  great 
public  trusts,  public  principles,  and  large 
and  important  bodies  of  constituency.  It 
was  plain  from  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  Ministers  had  found  it  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  act  up  to  the  rules 
which  they  had  themselves  laid  down, 
and  the  noble  Lord  had  summed  up  their 
merits  in  the  statement  that,  on  the  whole, 
he  thought  that  they  had  acted  well.  This 
was  the  way  in  which  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  dealt  with  the  important  interests 
which  schedules  A  and  B  embraced.  They 
proceeded  to  their  task  without  proper 
inquiry  or  information,  and  when  it  was 
performed  in  some  way  or  other,  they  con- 
soled themselves  with  the  reflection  that, 
on  the  whole,  they  had  acted  well.  Min- 
isters ought  to  have  made  themselves  pro- 
perly acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  each  particular  borough,  the  amount  of 
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its  population,  and  all  other  matters  con- 
nected with  it,  before  they  had  introduced 
such  a  measure  as  this.  The  mode  in 
which  the  noble  Tx)rd  had  dealt  with 
county-towns,  and  with  boroughs  possessed 
of  large  bodies  of  enlightened  constituents, 
was  not  defensible,  even  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  had  abandoned  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  in  several  instances,  and  had  rested 
his  case,  as  it  appeared  to  him  (Sir  E. 
Sugden),  upon  no  grounds  whatever.  If 
the  authors  of  the  Bill  expected  it  to  work 
well,  they  must  be  prepared  to  make  con- 
cessions to  the  respectable  minority  op- 
posed to  it.  The  rule,  it  appeared,  was, 
to  obtain  300  householders  at  10/.  rent, 
to  form  a  constituency,  and  population 
was  taken  as  a  presumptive  proof  of  this 
number ;  but  some  towns,  possessing  all 
these  qualifications,  were  excluded ;  as, 
for  example,  Guildford,  which  had  a  most 
respectable  constituency,  but  it  was  refused 
two  Members,  on  the  pretence  that  it  was 
divided  by  a  rivulet.  At  the  same  time, 
other  places  had  considerable  districts 
added.  Was  the  same  measure  of  justice 
dealt  to  Guildford  as  to  Tlorsham  and 
Northallerton  ?  If  there  was  any  prin- 
ciple in  the  Bill  when  it  was  first  brought 
forward,  it  had  since  been  abandoned. 
To  these  arguments,  which  he  had  often 
urged  before,  he  did  not  imagine,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  or  any  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill,  would  be  able  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer.  He  might  be  met  with  the 
statement  that  his  arguments  had  been 
replied  to  by  nothing  but  laughter  and 
loud  clamour.  It  had  been  certainly 
stated,  on  Thursday  last,  in  a  public 
vehicle,  possessed,  as  he  understood,  ofi 
great  weight  and  influence  in  the  country, 
that  the  observations  which  he  (Sir  E. 
Sugden)  had  addressed  to  the  Committee 
on  the  preceding  evening,  had  been  met 
with  roars  of  laughter,  shouts  of  laughter, 
loud  clamour,  &c.  He  remembered  very 
well,  that  on  that  evening,  while  he  was 
addressing  the  Committee,  his  attention 
was  directed  to  a  slight  laugh  which  oc- 
curred ;  and  he  took  occasion  to  refer  to 
it,  and  to  make  some  observations  upon 
the  circumstance.  The  Paper,  however, 
to  which  he  alluded  in  giving  his  observa- 
tions, had  made  it  appear,  that  they  had 
been  received  with  •'  roars  of  laughter," 
"  shouts  of  laughter,"  &c.  He  did  not 
complain  of  this  as  a  personal  grievance  : 
ht  cared  not  for  it  as  such ;  but  he  must 


gay,  that  it  was  a  lamentable  thing,  that 
the  debates  in  that  Honse  should  be  so 
misrepresented  as  to  deceive  the  whole 
country.  Whoever  had  written  the  report 
to  which  he,  in  this  instance^  alluded,  miut 
have  seen,  that  it  was  not  a  correct  report 
of  what  had  occurred  on  that  occasion, 
and  that  he  had  unjustly  given  a  crushing 
to  one  party,  and  a  triumph  to  the  other. 
Such  a  mode  of  proceeding  was  manifestly 
partial  and  unjust,  and,  in  the  long  run, 
the  Government  would  find  that  it  would 
recoil  upon  themselves.  If  they  continued 
to  pursue  their  present  course  they  would 
be  deceiving  the  country ;  and  their  organs 
out  of  the  House  would  also  discover, 
when  the  people  returned  to  their  habitual 
sobriety  and  good  sense,  that  their  false 
reports  would  do  their  interests  that  injury 
from  which  he,  and  the  hon.  friends  with 
whom  he  acted,  wished  to  rescue  them. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  Committee 
had  uniformly  paid  that  attention  to  the 
arguments  and  statements  of  the  learned 
Gentleman,  which  his  talents  and  the  re- 
spectability of  his  station  entitled  him  to. 
It  was  impossible  but  that  in  long  discus- 
sions, like  those  which  were  carried  on  in 
reference  to  this  Bill,  and  in  the  course  of 
which  the  same  arguments  and  the  same 
statements  were  over  and  over  again 
repeated,  instances  of  inattention  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  must  have  now  and 
then  occurred.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  believed,  did  not  apply 
any  of  his  observations  to  him.  He  had 
always  paid  the  best  attention  he  could 
to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  complained,  he  believed,  of  a 
report  in  one  of  the  vehicles  of  puMic 
intelligence ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware,  that  it  was  irregular  to 
refer  at  all  to  the  reports  which  appeared 
in  those  vehicles  of  information  which 
contained  accounts  of  the  Debates  that 
took  place  in  that  House.  He  should 
now  refer  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  to  the  principles 
on  which  Ministers  had  acted  in  reference 
to  the  boroughs  in  this  schedule  B.  He 
would  contend,  in  the  first  instance,  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
take  some  rule  or  other  to  bind  them,  and 
on  the  whole  they  thought,  that  population 
was  the  best  test  to  enforce  the  principles 
laid  down  in  the  Bill.  There  was  no 
general  rule  which  was  not  attended  with 
its  disadvantages,  and  it¥ras  impoMibie» 
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when  such  a  rule  was  adopted,  but  that 
some  cases  should  come  so  near  the  line 
that  had  been  fixed  upon,  that  they  could 
not  be  decided  without  hardship  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  Taken  as  a  whole, 
however,  and  that  was  the  only  way  in 
which  a  general  rule  was  to  be  pFoperly 
considered,  he  did  not  think,  that  the  rule 
which  had  been  adopted  in  the  Bill  had 
operated  unfairly.  In  proof  of  that,  he 
would  state  the  followincr  facts.  The 
average  amount  of  taxation  paid  by  the 
boroughs  in  schedule  A  was  201/.,  and  the 
averaflre  amount  of  the  taxation  of  the 
boroughs  in  schedule  B,  was  783/.  That 
fact  clearly  showed,  that  the  boroughs 
with  the  larger  population,  possessed  also 
the  greater  quantity  of  wealth,  and  were 
better  entitled  to  consider'ation  in  a  system 
of  Representation.  He  had  stated  the 
average  taxation  of  the  boroughs  which 
were  totally  disfranchised,  and  of  the  bo- 
roughs which  were  partly  disfranchised. 
He  had  now  to  state,  that  the  average  amount 
of  taxation  paid  by  the  boroughs  which  were 
not  disfranchised  at  all,  was  1 ,209/.  That 
fact  proved,  that  the  taking  population  as  a 
rule  in  establishing  a  system  of  Repre- 
sentation was  not  such  an  absurdity  as  it 
had  been  described.  Particular  instances 
of  hardship  might  be  pointed  out,  but,  as 
a  general  rule,  the  rule  which  they  had 
adopted  he  conceived  was  the  best  one. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  had  no  inclina- 
tion to  prolong  this  discussion.  His  great 
objection  to  the  Ministers  was,  that  they 
were  not  masters  of  their  own  measure — 
that  they  were  legislating  in  the  dark, 
and  deluding  the  country  by  their  present 
proceedings.  They  were  invading  the 
rights  of  thousands,  which  had  been  ac- 
quired under  the  law  as  it  stood,  and  were 
doing  that  without  shewing  any  fair,  any 
just,  or  any  adequate  reason.  They  laid 
down  a  rule  to-day,  which  they  felt  com- 
pelled to  retract  to-morrow — and  as  to 
whether  boroughs  in  schedule  A  paid  only 
201'/.  in  taxation,  as  against  those  in  sche- 
dule B  which  paid  785/.,  he  utterly  denied 
that  such  an  average  Estimate  was  either 
fair  or  honest.  Every  case  should  be  de- 
cided upon  its  own  merits — and  a  borough 
should  not  be  deprived  of  its  franchise 
because  of  such  an  average  calculation 
as  that  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  (I^rd 
Althorp.)  Sooner  or  later,  the  noble  Lord 
might  depend  upon  it  that  the  boroughs 
in  schedule  B,  which  had  each  lost  one 
Member,   would  raise  an  outcry  against 


this  injustice.  And  with  respect  to  th^ 
borough  of  Guildford  in  particular,  hi 
could  not  sec  anything  more  unnecessary 
or  unjust.  It  was  only  a  week  ago  thai 
he  was  at  Guildford.  He  knew  its  wealth 
its  inflej)endence,  and  its  high  character 
and  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord,  tha 
the  manner  in  wliich  its  inhabitants  had 
been  treated,  had  excited  a  feeling  o1 
dissrust  which  thcv  would  not  allow  tc 
slumber. 

Mr.  Stimrt  Worthy  said,  that  the  ques- 
tions which  he  had  put  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  not  been  satisfactorily  an- 
swered by  him.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
v/ho  had  ever  reproached  Ministers  for  the 
concessions  which  they  had  made.  Theji 
were  not  concessions  made  to  those  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Members  who  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House  were  fighting  the  battle  of 
the  people  in  this  case,  and  the  conces- 
sions which  had  been  made  were  not  made 
to  them  personally,  but  to  the  truth  and 
justice  of  their  arguments — to  the  facts 
which  they  adduced,  and  to  the  rights 
for  which  they  contended. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  it  would  be  found, 
that  in  a  Reformed  Parliament,  when  the 
day  of  battle  came,  the  country  Squires 
would  notbe  able  to  stand  against  the  active, 
pushing,  intelligent,  people  who  would 
be  sent  from  the  manufacturing  districts. 
He  stated  this  in  order  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  country  gentlemen  to  the  wide 
difference  which  there  would  be  between 
persons  now  sent  into  the  House,  and  the 
persons  who  would  come  up  from  the  field 
of  coal  in  the  North.  They  would  be 
persons  who  would  sit  in  the  House  from 
the  time  the  Speaker  took  the  Chair  to 
the  time  he  left  it ;  who  would  read  every 
paper  that  was  laid  before  the  House^  and 
attend  diligently  to  the  business  of  the 
counti^.  He  stated  this,  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  country  Gentlemen  in  the  House 
to  the  question,  whether  they  would  not 
then  be  overmatched  ?  Country  Gentle- 
men would  have  no  more  chance  of  con- 
tending against  such  a  species  of  Repre- 
sentation than  the  Church  Establishment 
had  of  maintaining  itself  against  the  three 
religious  sects,  the  friends  of  the  noble 
Paymaster.  The  Bill  involved  both  dis- 
franchisement and  enfranchisement,  and 
perhaps  a  measure  had  never  been  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  that  called  more  for 
cautious  examination  and  complete  dis- 
cQssion  than  thist    A  question  of  such 
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magnitude  ought  not  to  have  been  com- 
prised in  a  single  Bill,  and  he  would  re- 
commend, even  yet,  that  it  should  be 
separated  into  a  number  of  distinct  Bills. 
For  instance,  the  disfranchisement  clauses 
were  agreed  to  ;  why  not  bring  in  a  definite 
measure,  confined  to  those  clauses,  stating 
precisely  the  principle  on  which  thoy  were 
constructed  He  could  not  help  feeling, 
indeed,  that  the  boroughs  in  those  sche- 
dules had  been  treated  with  the  greatest 
injustice,  and  that  the  course  pursued  was 
most  absurd  and  extravagant.  The  Mi- 
nisters laid  down  rules  with  regard  to 
boroughs  containing  a  population  of  less 
than  2,000,  and  of  less  than  4,000,  but 
surely  there  was  no  necessity  to  adopt  an 
arbitrary  aud  fanciful  distinction  with 
respect  to  the  boroughs  and  parishes. 
The  result  was,  that  the  greatest  possible 
injustice  had  been  committed  on  the  con- 
stituency of  the  country.  Could  any- 
thing be  more  monstrous,  more  partial, 
or  more  unjust,  than  to  permit  Andover 
to  retain  two  Members,  while  Guildford 
was  to  have  only  one  ?  Any  person  ac- 
quainted with  these  places,  must,  of  course, 
be  aware  that  Guildford  was  at  least  three 
times  the  size  of  Andover,  and  of  three 
times  the  relative  importance.  This,  again, 
was  the  case  with  regard  to  the  borough 
of  Horsham.  According  to  the  rule,  the 
place  should  contain  4,000  persons,  to  be 
entitled  to  return  two  Members;  Horsham 
contained  only  2,600  inhabitants,  and  the 
Ministers  gave  it  the  environs,  with  900  ; 
and  adding  the  surrounding  district,  made 
up  a  population  of  4,200.  In  Andover, 
also,  they  went  to  the  surrounding  dis- 
tricts to  make  up  a  sufficient  population. 
But  in  the  case  of  Guildford  thev  would 
not,  although  the  chief  town  in  the  wealthy 
county  of  Surrey,  allow  it  to  include  those 
portions  not  in  the  borough.  What  reason- 
able ground  could  be  assigned  for  such 
gross  partiality  ?  It  was  stated,  that  the 
population  returns  of  1821  were  to  be  the 
rule,  but  the  rule  could  have  nothing  to 
do  with  those  places.  A  mere  fanciful 
line  had  been  resorted  to,  and,  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  every  rational  principle 
had  been  abandoned.  Looking  to  the 
county- towns,  the  Committee  had  de- 
cided in  the  most  arbitrary  manner.  If 
the  question  was  put,  whether  such  places 
as  Dorchester  and  Guildford  were  entitled 
to  tlieir  usual  number  of  Representatives, 
jcvery  unprejudiced  person  would  say,  they 
were,  aud  for  their  disfrauchisemcnt  no 


reason  could  be  assigned  but  the  will  of  the 
Ministers,  or  some  rules  laid  down  by  them , 
without  due  regard  to  the  consequences.  He 
looked  upon  the  consequences  of  disfran- 
chising these  boroughs  as  very  alarming, 
and  calculated  to  lead  to  most  deplorable 
results.  But  after  the  noble  Lords  and 
their  hon.  friends  had  settled  in  this  arbi- 
trary nmnuer  the  principles  of  disfran- 
chisement, what  did  they  expect  from 
the  new  enfranchisement  scheme  they  had 
propounded  ?  Under  the  new  and  popu- 
lar scheme  of  1 0/.  voters,  if  this  country 
should  ever  happen  to  have  a  mob-courting 
Ministry,  afraid  to  levy  taxes,  or  to  take 
any  step  which  was  not  popular,  he 
begged  to  ask,  how  such  a  Grovernment 
could  maintain  itself?  But  looking^  e?en 
to  the  effects  of  the  measure,  as  it  would 
affect  such  a  mob-courting  Ministry  them- 
selves, he  would  ask  how  they  were  to  re- 
turn to  that  House  an  Attorney  or  Solicitor 
General  who  had  instituted  an  unpopular 
prosecution,  or  supported  an  unpopular 
tax  ?  According  to  the  system  which 
this  Bill  was  intended  to  introduce,  a 
Minister  required  not  only  to,  possess 
general  popularity,  but  also  local  popu- 
larity. He  could  suppose  the  case  of  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  consulting 
local  interests,  and  refraining  from  levying 
a  particular  tax,  because  it  pressed  heavily 
on  his  constituents.  Such  a  case  was  not 
merely  fanciful.  When  Mr.  Lushington 
represented  Canterbury,  it  was  said,  though 
perhaps  very  unjustly,  that  he  never  was 
without  a  Bill  for  furthering  the  interest 
of  the  hop-dealers  in  Canterbury,  and  an 
insinuation  of  a  similar  description  was 
more  than  once  thrown  out  with  respect 
to  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson,  when  he  repre- 
sented Liverpool.  By  the  system  of 
popular  Representation,  which  this  Bill 
was  calculated  to  introduce,  the  Crown 
would  be  restrained  in  its  choice  of  serv- 
ants to  conduct  the  public  business ;  and 
the  people  with  their  liberties,  in  his 
opinion,  would  greatly  suffer — unless,  in- 
deed, it  was  intended  to  introduce  a  clause 
giving  the  servants  of  the  Crown  the  privi- 
lege of  sitting  in  that  House,  as  Ministers, 
and  not  as  the  Representatives  of  the 
people.  He  begged  to  know,  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters to  propose  such  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  would  readilv  answer,  that 
there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  introduce  into  the 
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Bill  any  such  provision  as  that  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.     He  assured   the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  it   was   not  through  want  of 
deference  when  he   reminded  him,    that 
this  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  the  ex- 
pediency of  such  a  clause.     The  question 
before  the  House  applied  to  schedule  B 
only  ;  and  in  the  midst  of  the  consideration 
of  that   question,    the    hon.   Gentleman 
asked  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  how  were 
Governments  in  future  to  bring  into  that 
House   any  individual  who  should  have 
accepted  office — not   being,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  rather  uncourteously  expressed 
it,  a  mob-courting  Minister — if  they  were 
to  have  no  corrupt  boroughs  ?    That  topic 
might  properly  have  been  made  part  of  the 
discussion  on  schedule  A,  but  had  no  con- 
nection with  schedule  B.     The  argument 
was,  that  unless  there  were  corrupt  places 
open   to  a  Ministry,  the  servants  of  the 
Crown   could   not  obtain   seats   in   that 
House.     It   was  said,  that  if  the  nomi- 
nation boroughs  were  disfranchised,  un- 
less there  was  a  mob-courting  Ministry, 
the  members  of  the  Administration  could 
not  obtain    seats   in  that  House.     This 
argument   had   no  connection  with  sche- 
dule B,  because  Gentlemen  opposite  con- 
tended   that  schedule   B    contained   no 
rotten  boroughs,  and,  therefore,  none  of 
the  boroughs  in  schedule  B  could  be  used 
to   induct  members   of  the    Government 
into  that  House.     If  the  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  had  really  any  thing  to 
do  with  the  Bill,  it  was  certainly  one  which, 
like  the  rest  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks, would  apply  equally  well  to  sche- 
dule A,  as  to  schedule  B.     There  was  no 
place  excepted  from  those  schedules  which 
could  be  a  nomination  borough  [**  Yes — 
CalneJ*]  He  heard  somebody  say,  Calne; 
but  he  would  assure  that  Gentleman,  that 
he  was  not  to  be  induced  then  to  discuss  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.     He  would  repeat  his 
determination  not  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion, whether  it  might  or  might  not  be  ex- 
pedient to  preserve  places  for  securing  ad- 
mission to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  without  imposing 
upon  them  the  necessity  of  courting  a  mob. 
It  was  a  question  to  which  the  schedule  did 
not  naturally  give  rise,  and  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  authors  of  the  measure  to 
include  in  the  Bill  that  alteration  in  the 
existing  system  of    our  Representation. 
His  hon.  friend  had  paid  the  country 
gentlemen  but  a  yery  poor  comp       nt. 


in  saying  that,  in  a  Reformed  Parliament 
they  would  incur  the  hazard  of  being  over- 
powered  by  the   Representatives   of  the 
manufacturing   districts; — that,    in   fact 
the  country  gentlemen  generally  were  no) 
of  that  pushing  and  active  turn  of  mind 
and  of  those  habits  which  would  qualify 
them  for  competing  with  the  formidable 
rivals  to  them,  which  the  great  towns  would 
send  into  that  House.     He  confessed,  thai 
he  listened  to  that  assertion  with  no  little 
surprise,  for  his  experience  of  the  Hous€ 
warranted  him  in  affirming,  that  no  Mem- 
bers were  more  attentive,  more  regular  in 
their  attendance,  or  more  diligent  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  than  were  the 
country    gentlemen — that  very  class    ol 
Members  whom  his  hon.  friend  blamed  foi 
their  inefficiency.     On  Committees  and  in 
the  business  of  the  House,  they  proved 
themselves  as  active  and  as  intelligent  as 
any  who  could  find  their  way  into  that 
House  ;  and  he  felt  perfectly  assured,  that 
those  who  came  from  the  barley-field,  aa 
it  had   been  called,  would  not   be  over- 
powered by  those  who  came  from  the  coal 
field.     But  was  it  a  just  reproach  to  the 
class  of  manufacturers  that  they  would  at- 
tend to  their  business  ?  were  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  manufacturing  districts 
to   be    blamed   for  doing    that    in    the 
House  which  they  were  expressly  sent  to 
do  ?  were  they  to  be  blamed  because  they 
would  do  their  duty,  and  would  know  what 
was  going  forward   in   that   House  ?     It 
would  seem  that  his  hon.  friend  wished  to 
have  the  agricultural  Members  so  circum- 
stanced that  they  might  come  down  to  the 
House   for  an  hour  or  two,  then  go  to 
dinner,  to  an  evening  party,  or  where  they 
pleased,  and  in  the  latter  end  of  the  even* 
ing  give  such  time   or  attention  to  their 
parliamentary  duties  as  might  suit  their 
convenience.     But  was  such  known  from 
experience  to  be  the  conduct  of  the  coun- 
try gentlemen,  or  ought  it  to  be  their  con- 
duct ?     Was  it  to  be  accepted  as  a  sound 
argument,  in  a  discussion  like  the  present, 
that  there  should  be  two  Members  from 
the  barley-field  for  one  from  the  coal-field, 
that  they  might  relieve  each  other,  and 
take  the  work  in  turns  of  opposing  the 
Members  from  the  towns  ?    The  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be,  that  nil  the  Members  of 
that  House  would  do  what  they  were  sent 
to  do — they  would  be  efficient  Members 
of  Parliament,  they  would  examine  every 
question  for  themselves,  and  not  merely 
come  down  to  that  House  when  they  had 
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no  other  engagement,  to  lounge  away  an  ''  mob-couriiug  Ministry"  to  them  indi- 
hour  for  the  gcod  of  the  country.  The  .  vidually;  he  used  the  exprewkm  with  re* 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  was,  that  one  ferencc  merely  to  the  condition  of  tke 
manufacturing  Member  would  be  equal  to  future  servants  of  the  Crown,  and  not  to 
two  agricultural  Members,  and  therefore,  the  riij^ht  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  No 
to  make  an  even  balance,  that  there  .  answer,  however,  was  given  to  his  ob- 
should  be  two  agricultural  Members  for  jection,  tl)at,  before  the  Kiag  appointed 
every  one  connected  with  the  manufacture  |  his  Ministers  in  that  House,  he  must  first 
ing  districts ;  but  this  argument  involved  inquire  whether  the  individual  whom  he 
a  severe  censure  on  those  Members  who  re-  had  thought  fit  to  appoint,  had  local  ia* 
presented  the  agricultural  interests,  which  terest  enough  to  obtain  a  seat  under  such 
he  was  much  surprised  at  hearing  from  his  a  system  ;  the  people  would  possess  the 
hon.  friend,  who  was  always  an  advocate  for  ;  initiative  power,  and  the  Crown  only  a 
the  agricultural  interest.  When  schedule  B  .  veto.  It  was  true,  there  was  tyranny  and 
was  first  discussed,  the  proportion  of  Mem- I  oligarchy  in  the  world,  but  there  was 
bers  given  to  the  north  and  south  of  the  '  also  democracy  and  anarchy  ;  and  hitherto 
kingdom  was  considered.  The  proportion  there  had  happily  existed  a  balance  of 
which  at  present  existed  might  have  been  |  power  in  this  country  which  secured  the 


just,  centuries  ago,  when  it  was  established, 
but  it  was  not  just  now,  when  the  northern 
part  of  the  kingdom  had  increased  so 
much  in  wealth,  population,  and  manu- 
facturing industry  and  skill.     According 


happiness  and  liberties  of  the  people.  It 
now  appeared,  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
remedy  the  inconvenience  which  must  ex- 
ist from  having  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
dependent  on  popular  and  local  favour  for 


to  the  arrangements  even  of  the  Bill,  there  I  seats  in  that  House.  The  right  hon. 
would  be  only  one  Member  to  every  25,000  i  Genileman's  (Mr.  Stanley's)  own  case  was 
inhabitants  of  the  north  of  En<2:land,  while  I  a  proof  that  nomination  boroughs  was 
in  the  south  there  would  be  one  to  every  '  not  useless  in  this  respect ;  for,  having 
20,000  :  with  such  a  proportion,  he  could  |  failed  in  a  popular  election,  that  right 
not  admit  that  any  undue  advantage  was  »  hon.  Gentleman  found  his  way  into  that 
given  to  the  coal-iield,  or  that  the  agricultii- !•  House  through  the  royal,  he  should  not 
ral  interest  was  in  the  least  danger  from  the  !  say  rotten,  borough  of  Windsor.  It  was 
prepondcratingweight  which  the  Bill  would  la  nomination  borough,  however;  and  the 
irive  to  the  manufacturing  interest  in  that  !  right  hon.  Gentleman's  constituents,  per- 
House ;  but  he  believed,  that  all  interests  I  haps,  had  never  seen  him,  nor  heard  his 
would  be  in  great  da\iger  if  existing  abuses  '  name,  before  he  was  proposed  as  their 
were  perptituatcd,  and  great  and  opulent  ,  Member.  Now  this  was  much  better  than 
towns  were  excluded  from  their  due  share  that  the  country  should  be  saddled  with 
and  influence  in  the  Representation.  It  jobs  to  secure  the  favour  of  local  constitu- 
was  insuiuatcd  that  Government  had  not  encies  for  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
been  just  in  the  application  of  the  rule  '  Mr.  Crokcr  had  listened  to  the  right 
which  had  been  laid  down  to  particular  hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  hope  that  he 
boroughs,  but  he  confidently  asserted,  that  might  throw  some  light  on  the  principles 
they  hiid  done  their  best  in  each  individual  i  of  the  Bill,  which  had  in  vain  been  sought 
case,  and  on  the  whole,  to  do  equal  and  from  the  noble  Lords  (J.  Russell  and  Al- 
substantial  justice.  Before  he  sat  down,  thorp)  opposite,  but  was  disappointed. 
he  wished  to  notice  one  topic  respecting  All  three  united  in  saying,  that  Ministers 
which  some  misapprehension  appeared  to  had  drawn  a  line  of  disfranchisement, 
have  arisen.  It  was  stated,  that  the  as-  which  might  be  considered  as  the  population 
sessed  taxes  in  the  boroughs  to  be  disfiau-  principle  of  the  Bill.  Now,  what  they  on 
chised  gave  an  avera.;'e  of  200/.,  and  in  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  bad  to 
those  haviui;  one  Member,  an  average  of  complain  of  was,  not  that  this  was  or  was 
700/.,  and  it  was  assumed,  that  taxation  '■  not  a  proper  line,  or  that  it  ought  or  ought 
was  to  form  the  rule,  whereas  it  had  been  not  to  be  taken  as  the  principle  of  the 
merely  mentioned  for  the  purpose  of  re-  Bill,  but  that  Ministers  had  not  adhered 
inforcing  the  arguments  founded  upon  to  it  with  strict  impartiality  ;  that,  in  fact, 
population.  they  (the  Opposition)  could  not  hind  the 

Mr.  Baring  explained.  He  had  too  Ministry  to  their  own  principle.  How, 
much  respect  for  the  members  of  the  pre-  for  example,  did  they  venture  to  jvAtify  the 
sent  Government,  to  apply  the  epithet  i  placing  iSudbury  in  its  present  posiUoa  ? 


tn 
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Its  poynlatioA  wti  abo?«  4,000,  tod  Mi- 
DiftMV  toold  not  «ppl;  to  it  their  **  prin- 
ciple/' Ihftt  ihoMgb  the  populfttion  WM  eo 
mttcbf  it  was  nel  the  popuhtioD  of  the  one 

Carish  iodttding  the  one  borough:  for 
ere  was  not  merely  a  town  asd  a  pariilif 
fonatog  together  the  requiiite  numbert 
bat  the  aetaal  tovo — the  ttreeta  covered 
whh  cootigiioua  buildinga  famished  mone 
than  the  required  amount.  How,  tbea, 
did  they  defend  their  phicing  it  in  tehedule 
B,  and  making  it  an  exception  to  their 
own  line  of  principle?  By  saying  that, 
true  it  was,  that  the  tovm  contained  up* 
wards  of  4,000  inbabUants ;  but  that  there 
wae  a  part  of  the  ioum  not  kkciuded  techr 
nkaUy  withia  the  limita  of  the  borough. 
WlMi  aa  abMirdily  1  in  other  caaes,  as  in 
Caloe  and  NorlbaUerton,  they  reckoned 
in  whole  mral  dialiieta,  which  had  no 
more  conneaioB  with  tbe  borongh  than 
they  had  with  Wcafminattr;  and  here 
they  wiU  not  reckon  at  piwt  of  Sudbury, 
a  portion  of  the  town  which  is  aa  mnob 
eonneeted  with  k*  aa  tbe  libestiea  of 
WestOMQster  are  with  tbe  oky  oif  Westr* 
tttoslers  and,  how  ia  the  diatincCioo, 
which,  oven,  if  true,  ought  to  be  of  no 
valve*  fffoved  ?  Why,  by  quoting  some  0x 
forU  statement  of  a  private  Lighting  Act, 
which  had  no  refemnoe  whatever  to  such 
parochial  distinctions  as  the  Bill  professed 
to  observe.  This  extraordinary  astuteness 
io  making  distinctions  without  a  differ- 
ence and  advancing  new  principles  and 
abandoning  old  ones  as  it  might  suit  their 
particular  objects,  was  just  of  a  piece  with 
their  conduct  with  respect  to  Afi|>ieby. 
Say  they,  if  the  pariah  and  the  borou^ 
have  the  same  name,  we  take  the  sum  of 
their  population ;  if  not,  we  count  only 
the  resident  inhabitants  of  the  borough. 
And  yet  Appleby,  which  answered  to  the 
former  descriptkm,  was  disfranchised, 
under  the  pretext  that  its  parishes  were 
djatinguiahed  aa  St.  Michaers,  Appleby, 
and  Sc  Lawrence,  Appleby.  Bridport, 
a  thiiaing,  mannfaoturingy  and  he  might 
almost  aaf»  eonuneroial  town,  in  the  same 
diaBce-«Mdley  way,  was  disfranchised, 
bacansam  ataaam  chanced  to  flow  through 
it,  and,  bacanse  Ministers  chose  to  reckon 
as  the  boimigli  only  that  part  of  the  town 
which  lay  on  ooeeido  of  the  brook*  What, 
if  tbe  Gommiaaicmeia  employed  ^  Minis* 
ten  had  happewBd  t#  visit  that  borough  a 
oouple  of  montlMi  later  m  the  season  ? 
Ihey  might  probaUv  jbave  found  the 
mtamlet  dry,  and  tMfr  Btidpoii  would 


be  saved  from  disfranchisement,    **  But,*' 
says  the  noble  Lord,  <Uhe  line  we  have 
drawn  is  on  the  whole  satisfactory.''    To 
whom  was  it  satisfactory  ?    Certamly  imt 
to  tbe  Opposition   side   of  the 
and  certainly  not  to  the  noble  Lora  i 
self,  for  how,  if  it  were  so,  could  it  be  ( 
plained,  that  of  the  forty-seven  boro 
originally  set  down  by  him  in  scbeduiv 
not  less  than  twenty  had  been  since  re- 
moved from  that  schedule,  or  made  to 
change  their  places  by  the  noble  Lord  f 
He  had  shifted  some  from  A  to  B,  and 
others  from  B  to  A;    and  some  again 
were  removed  from  both  A  and  6.     He 
was  now  speaking  of  the  original  lists  pre- 
sented by  the  noUe  Lord  in  the  outset, 
as  the  grounds  on  which  his  scl     lu 
were  afterwards  arranged;    and        i 
content,  not  to  reckon  as  c    ng     of 
Ministers  original  in  tent  i      ,  i      n 
of  the  Welsh  towns  fr*       ihai        ;  but 
after  every  allowance,  it  would  appear,  that 
eight  or  nine  alterations  had  taken  placa 
in  schedule  A,  and  that  full  one-third  6L 
the  boroughs  in  schedule  B  had  been  alao 
changed.    Such  changes  might,  or  m 
not  1^  right ;  but  they  prov^,  either  uiai 
the  Ministers  did  not  originally  understand 
their  own  principle,  or  were  obliged  by  iiM 
injustk^e  and  partiality  to  abandon. it  in  a 
large  proportion  of  cases.    This  y     ,        , 
an  admission,  that  the  Bill  introdu*       i\ 
Session  contained  twenty  or  thirty  i      sincea 
of  injustice,  and  yet  it  was  for  not  pa 
that  very  Bill  wholesale,  and  in  the  lump, 
that  the  late  Parliament  was  <       Ived.   So 
much  for  the  satisfaction  ana  •  y 

of  those  who  framed  the  Bill,      m  u 
awkward  dilemma,  between  their  pro  i 

of  taking  some  rule  as  their  guide,  i 
their  violating  it  in  fact,  the  noble  Lon| 
(tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  o 
his  noble  colleagues' relief,  and  said,'*  w  i 
it  is  true,  that  the  line  does  not       rt 
hold  good,  but  see  what  a  stead]f 
amount  of  assessed  taxes  paid  by  ui« 
ral  places  in  schedules  A  and       i 
those  others   which    retain    tbe 
complement  of  Representatives,  tl     wi 
die  practkal  effect  of  the  Bill  f         tl 
the  noble  Lord  tcdd  them,  that  u  wouia 
be  found,  that  the  average  amount  paid  by 
the  boroughs  to  be  dbfranchised  by  sche* 
duie  A,  was  200(.  per  annum ;  (^  those  in 
schedule  B  upwards  of  7001. ;  ana  of  those 
whkb  were  sUU  to  retain  two  Members 
1,8002.  Mr  annum.   But  how  did  the  noUe 
Laid  OMMA  thoae  averagta?    Why,  bj 
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actaally  taking;  the  parish  and  the  borough 
together,  which  they  refused,  in  several 
instances,  to  do  in  the  Bill  itself.  This 
was  the  fact,  and  he  defied  the  noble  Lord 
to  gainsay  it.  Nay,  this  was  not  all:  the 
noble  Lord  not  only  joined  the  parish  and 
the  borough  amount  of  assessed  taxes  to- 
gether in  those  places  which  were  to  be 
retained  under  the  Bill,  but  actually  sepa- 
rated them  in  those  places  which  were  set 
down  for  disfranchisement.  Thus,  for 
instance,  to  swell  the  account  of  Calne, 
he  reckoned  in  the  whole  taxes  of  the 
parish  of  Calne,  while  in  the  case  of  Ap- 
pleby he  calculated,  neither  of  the  two 
parishes  and  only  half  the  borough  itself. 
By  this  convenient  mode  of  first  begging 
the  very  question  in  dispute,  and  then 
striking  a  general  average,  there  was  nothing 
which  might  not  be  shown.  Without, 
however,  dwelling  on  this  point,  he  would 
take  the  noble  Lord's  own  selected  prin- 
ciple, and,  divesting  it  of  the  vague  de- 
lusion of  averages,  would  show,  from  the 
individual  sums,  how  it  applied  to  the 
favoured  and  unfavoured  places.  Morpeth 
was  to  retain  two  Members ;  and  therefore, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord,  should  pay  at 
least  1 ,200/.  of  assessed  taxes.  What  was 
the  fact  ?  According  to  the  returns  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  the  amount  was  but 
828/.  Northallerton  was  also  to  retain 
two  Members,  and  yet  its  amount  of  tax- 
ation was  300/.  under  the  noble  Lord's 
average.  Calne  paid,  according  to  the 
returns  taken  as  a  test  by  the  noble  Ijovd 
in  March  last,  but  650/.,  and  yet  was  to 
retain  two  Members.  And  here,  again 
and  again,  Calne  presented  itself  and 
obliged  him  to  observe  on  a  piece  of — he 
knew  not  how  to  term  it,  save  as  ofhcial 
chicane,  with  respect  to  the  returns  made 
for  that  place,  which  seemed  to  him  to  be 
got  up  in  a  way  peculiarly  calculated  to 
confuse  an  inquirer,  and  magnify  the 
borough.  He  had  himself  moved  for 
returns  of  the  population  and  amount  of 
taxes  paid  by  the  several  boroughs  and 
parishes  in  England,  distinguishing  the 
borough  from  the  parish,  and  was  told, 
that  so  far  as  Calne  was  concerned,  these 
returns  could  not  possibly  be  separately 
made  out.  Other  returns  also  stated, 
that  the  population  of  the  borough  and  the 
parish  could  not  be  distinguished  from  each 
other,  but  the  papers  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  month 
of  March  last,  showed  that  the  population 
of  the  borough  and  the  parish  had  been 


distinguished  from  each  other,  and  the 
male  population  of  Calne  was  ascertained 
to  be  996 ;  therefore  it  was  possible  to  dit- 
tinguish  between  the  borough  and  the 
parish,  although  the  other  retams  had 
officially  denied  the  fact ;  and  marie  the 
result :  if  the  returns  had  been  correct, 
Calne  would  have  been  in  schedole  A; 
but  by  confusing  and  confounding  the 
accounts,  Calne  had  been  juggled  into  the 
continuance  of  its  full  privilege.  Bat, 
notwithstanding  all  this  care  and  trouble, 
the  truth  escaped  by  crevices  unobserved 
by  the  foresight  of  Ministers;  and  the 
House  now  knew,  that  Calne  had  not  the 
requisite  population,  and  the  tax  returns 
betrayed,  that  it  paid  little  more  than 
half  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
average.  In  short,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
its  assessed  taxes  were  only  650/.,  those 
of  Mai  ton  were  950/.,  those  of  Horsham, 
974/.,  yet  all  these  places,  Whig  borooghi 
let  it  be  remembered,  were  each  to  retain 
two  Members.  So  far  it  was  plain, 
that  the  noble  Lord's  average  did  not  apply 
to  the  favoured  boroughs*  On  the  other 
hand,  if  they  examined  those  places  to  be 
disfranchised,  either  wholly  or  m  part,  they 
would  find,  that  the  amount  of  assessed 
taxes  was  as  much  above  the  noble  Lord's 
average,  as  those  already  alluded  to  fell 
under  it.  He  could  select  many  in- 
stances of  injustice,  but  for  the  present  be 
should  confine  himself  to  five  boroughs, 
all  of  which  were  in  schedule  B,  and  each 
of  which  paid  more  taxes  than  the  amount 
taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
(|uer  as  the  standard  average  of  boroughs 
retaining  two  Members.  The  first  he 
should  refer  to  was  Huntingdon,  a  county- 
town,  which  paid  1,750/.  There  was 
another  county-town,  Dorchester,  which, 
in  point  of  the  wealth  and  respectability  of 
its  inhabitants,  was  fully  entitled  to  its  pre- 
sent Representation,  was  yet  put  into  sche- 
dule 6,  by  the  exclusion  of  a  part  of  the 
town  called  Fordington,  which,  however^ 
was  so  much  a  part  of  it,  that  the  boundaries 
could  not  be  well  distinguished,  and  yetthat 
place  was  not  to  be  included  in  the  popu- 
lation. To  these  claims  Dorchester  united 
that  of  paying  2,100/.  in  assessed  taxes; 
and  all  this  was  considered  as  adhering  to 
the  fixed  line,  and  to  be  defended  by  the 
evidence  of  averages.  So,  of  assessed 
taxes,  Guildford  paid  1,960/.,  and  Chip- 
penham, 2,23 1  /. ;  and  all  these  boroaghs 
were  to  return  but  one  Member  each,  while 
Calne,  with  its  650/.,  was  to  retain  two. 
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Even  Sudbury,  with  its  l,l31Z.!of  asseised 
laxeSy  was  also  above  the  amount  of  the 
places  he  had  just  mentioned  as  retaming 
two  Representatives.  Northallerton,  which 
was  to  return  two  Members,  paid  only 
90 U.  for  the  borough;  but  then  a  parish 
was  added,  extending  sixteen  miles,  which 
gave  an  additional  sum  of  227/. ;  making 
in  the  whole,  1,128/.;  being  some  pounds 
less  than  Sudbury  paid  alone  within  the 
square  of  half  a  mile.  These  were  some 
of  the  anomalies  exhibited  by.  the  scale 
applied  by  the  noble  Lord  (the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer).  He  (Mr.  Croker) 
did  not  think  the  payment  to  the  as- 
sessed taxes,  by  any  means,  a  bad  mea- 
sure of  the  claims  of  a  place  for  repre- 
sentation. He  might  agree  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  it  was 
an  excellent  criterion — ^but  what  he  com- 
plained of  was,  that  the  noble  Lord,  who 
advanced  it  in  argument,  did  not  apply  it 
in  practice.  It  seemed  the  strangest  mode 
of  reasoning,  to  state,  that  the  amount  of 
taxation  should  be  a  measure  of  electoral 
rights,  and  then  to  insist  on  granting  the 
electoral  right  in  direct  defiance  and  con- 
tradiction of  the  principle  so  advanced. 
Had  it  been  propeiiy  or  fairly  applied,  all 
the  towns  he  had  named,  and  be  believed, 
all  those  towns  in  schedule  B,  on  which 
divisions  had  taken  place,  would  stillrbe 
entitled  to  return  two  Members.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  saying,  that 
if  any  one  of  the  various  rules  upon  which 
Ministers  professed  to  go  with  respect  to 
the  constituency  had  been  consistently  ap- 
plied,  many  of  the  places  which  were  now 
excluded  would  have  been  saved,  and, 
which  he  could  not  but  think  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  think  of  still  more  import- 
ance— many  of  those  called  the  Whig 
boroughs  could  not  have  escaped  disfran- 
chisement. 

Lord     AUhorp  said,  the    right    hon. 
\      Gentleman's  statement  was   based  on  a 
\   fallacy.    In  the  first  place  he  took  the  ex- 
\ception  for  the  rule,  and  in  the  next  place 
1^  took  for  a  rule  what  was  never  meant 
fo^more  than  an  illustration.  He  had  never 
taio,  there  was  any  other  rule  or  principle 
on  ii^hich  the  Bill  was  framed  than  popu- 
lation :  and  it  was  merely  as  an  argument, 
which  sprung  up  fbrtuitously  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  that  he  endeavoured  to 
show,  that  the  amount  of  assessed  taxes 
paid  by  the  several  boioiigfasandplaces  to  be 
effected  by  the  BiUoonespondedin  general 
iritb  the  amount  of  po^ditioft  t^n  aa 


the  line  of  disfranchisement.  This  was 
the  case  in  general,  but  not  invariably,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemanhad  shown.  But 
population,  as  he  had  stated,  waa  the 
principle  of  disfranchisement,  and  not  tax- 
ation. 

Mr.  Croker  had  only  to  observe,  that 
the  argument  had  emanated  from  tha 
noble  Lord  himself,  and  therefore  that  he 
was  not  responsible  for  its  defects. 

Mr.  C  IT.  Wynn  could  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  principle  of  popu- 
lation was  invariably  adhered  to  by  the 
Bill.  Indeed,  Ministers  seemed  to  act  on 
no  one  consistent  principle,  save  doing 
away  with  the  ancient  land-marks  of  the 
constitution.  See  how  their  refusing  to 
take  in  the  adiacent  population  of  a  town 
or  borough — the  overfiowing  in  general  of 
that  town  or  borouglHr-would  apply  to  the 
city  of  London.  In  point  of  fact,  the  re- 
sident population  of  the  city  was  less  now 
than  it  was  a  century  i^,  in  consequence 
of  change  of  habits  m  die  merchants  and 
traders,  and  the  great  increase  of  com- 
merce; so  that  we  very  circumatance 
which  ought  to  entitle  London  to  an  in- 
creased Representation,  would,  under  the 
Bill,  actually  lessen  the  number  of  its  Re- 
presentatives. But  these  were  not  1 
chief  objections  to  the  Bill ;  under  it 
most  ancient  rights  and  privileges  n 
destroyed.  The  Constitution  already  si 
under  the  blows,  for  they  heard  i  ny 
Gentlemen  assert,  that  they  were  advo<  w 
for  this  measure,  as  only  the  first  i 
greater  and  more  extensive  c  »  >     i 

he  feared  it  would  ultimately  leisa  to  1 
versal  Su£Brage.    With  these  feelings  ne 
must  resist  the  measure. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  thought,  suffi*     it 
exertions  had   not  been   viwsA  to  ol      a 
evidence  on  which  to  found  their  proo 
ines.    Instead  of  dwelling  so  mi       a 
rules,  the  Committee  ought  to  < 
facts,  and  not  to  decide  upon  any  < 
without  full  investigation.    1         w 
not  then  have  met  with  so  i      j,      i| 
his  opinion,  proper  delays,  in  e      m 
of  the  Bill.    The  noble  Lord  (Lo      , 
Russell)  had  alluded  to  Shre^         f ; 
having  made  inquiries  into        oonnign  i 
could  inform  the  noble  I        that  in 
reign  of  Elixabeth  a  part  oi  ine  city  \ 
then  formed  the  suburbs  was  added  to 
town,  for  the  purpose  of  enlargii 
constituency,    if  die  noble  Lord, 
foie,  meant  to  say,  that  ad 
nafor  been  {neviooaly  made 
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th«  aumber  of  foten,  be  was  certaiDly  m 
error.  Tbey  were  eo  much  in  want  of  6?i- 
Amce,  that  he  woukL  recommend  a  Com- 
mittee to  be  appointed  to  obtain  it. 

Mr.  Ramiboitom^  in  allusion  to  the  ob- 
servations applied  to  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  member  for  Windsor,  denied,  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  sought 
refuge  in  that  borough,  to  be  returned  on 
the  Reform  interest.  The  election  had 
been  free  and  independent,  and  had  he 
not  entertained  sentiments  of  Reform,  he 
would  not  have  been  elected. 

Mr.  Praed  observed,  if  that  was  so,  he 
would  ask  on  what  principle  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  returned  to  a 
teat  in  that  House  ?  He  had  always  un- 
dmistood  that  the  King's  name  was  a  tower 
of  strength  in  Windsor. 

Mr.  SimnUy  said,  his  election  had  been 
firee  and  independent.  His  return  had  not 
coat  him  one  shilling. 

The  question  **  that  schedule  B  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,*'  was  carried. 

Mr.  Bemai  then  called  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  schedule  C,  as  follows : 
**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  each  of  the  prin- 
oipal  places  named  in  the  iirst  column  of 
the  schedule  C«  shaH,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Act,  be  a  borough,  imd  shall  as  such 
borough  include  the  several  parishes, 
townships,  and  places,  mentioned  in  con- 
junction with,  and  named  in  the  second 
column  of  schedule  C ;  and  that  each  of 
the  said  boroughs  shall,  at  the  .end  of  this 
present  Parliament,  send  Members  to 
Parliament ;  and  that  each  of  the  principal 
places  named  in  the  first  column  of  sche- 
dule D  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall  be  a 
borough,  and  send  Members  to  Par- 
liament.'' 

Mr.  GovJUmm  said,  the  clause  which 
liad  iust  been  read,  alluded  to  schedule  D. 
He  «id  not  see  how  they  could  look  at  that 
schedule  uutil  they  bad  gone  through  the 
details  of  schedule  C.  He  thought  it  had 
been  determined  they  should  go  through 
all  the  schedules  to  the  Bill,  before  they 
dttttded  upon  any  of  the  other  clauses  it 
contained* 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  they  were 
about  toquit  the  ruinous  part  of  the  Bill,and 
proceed  upon  the  architectural  part.  They 
wme  to  build  up  boroughs  out  of  towns. 
Befioce  they  made  Manchester,  the  first 
gyeat  town  upon  the  list,  a  borough,  they 
ojBjg'Iti  to  he  sure  tbey  bad  not  improperly 
dMancbised  other  boroughs  to  accomplish 
^imiolyect.  ®  ^ 
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Lord  Altkorp  suggested,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  read  the  names  of 
places  as  they  stood  in  schedule  C,  and 
confine  themselves  to  those  places  which 
Gentlemen  might  consider  objectionable. 

Mr.  Croker  considered  that  the  most 
regular  course. 

Colonel  Wood  thought,  they  ought  to 
begin  by  taking  the  great  counties,  and 
giving  the  additional  elective  franchise  to 
them  before  they  considered  the  cases  of 
laj^e  towns  and  boroughs. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  divide  the  schedule*  taking 
the  question  of  supplying  two  Memberi 
first.  They  might  then  proceed  with  the 
towns  to  be  formed  into  boroughs. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  objection  to  the 
roposal  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
e  would  therefore  propose,  that  the  former 
part  of  the  clause  which  related  to  ache- 
dule  C  be  read,  and  that  the  blank  be 
filled  up  with  the  word,  '*  Two." 

Question  carried. 

The  question  was  then  put,  '^  that  Man- 
chester (including  the  Townships  of  Man* 
cfaester^Chorlton-roWyArdwicke,  Beswick, 
Hulme,  Cheetham,  Bradford,  Newton  and 
Harpurhey,  in  the  hundred  of  Salford, 
Lancashire)  stand  part  of  schedule  C." 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  could  not  under- 
stand why  it  was  necessary  to  g^ve  two 
Representatives  to  Manchester,  and  one 
to  Salford.  It  might  be  proper  that  be 
should  state  the  grounds  for  this  opinion. 
Manchester  was  separated  into  two  parts 
by  the  river  Irwell ;  one  of  these  divisimis 
was  called  Irish  Hill,  the  other  Salford. 
This  latter  place  was  formerly  a  suburb, 
but  now  formed  a  part  of  the  town  o(F 
Manchester,  being  brought  within  it  by 
the  turnings  of  the  river.  In  the  first  BiU 
brought  forward  for  Reform,  Manchester 
included  eight  adjacent  parishes,  of'iMdiick 
Salford  was  one.  In  the  second  Bill,  Sal- 
ford  was  omitted ;  and  in  the  third  Bill, 
again  introduced.  The  second  was  the 
remarkable  part  of  the  case,  that  Salford 
should  be  separated,  because  it  was  wholly 
identified  with  Manchester  in  character 
and  population.  In  the  event  of  these 
places  returning  Members  to  Pariiamenty 
under  the  plan  now  before  the  Committee, 
the  electors  must  be  bond  fide  house- 
holders, of  the  value  of  10/.  a-year  and 
upwards,  and  he  found  the  number  of  such 
houses  in  both  places  amounted  to  about 
32,800.  '5^o^,^fe'^w«ei^«n^^^s^^^^^3MX 
would   enceeifli  ^!tt»  xwca^wx  V5  Vfifi^\ 
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Maryieboot  by  S,000 ;  asd  LifWiKH)!  by 
244.  If  they  took  the  aoBMMHit  of  tbe 
assessed  taxes  as  a  t«al,  the  nauU  would 
be  the  same.  Ja  Maacbesler  hvA  Sidibrd 
these  attounied  to  149,000/^ ;  whjfe  the 
Tower  Hanlels  m^  assessed  at  188»0Q(U. ; 
Fiasbury  at  205,000/.;  Maryl^bo&e  al 
292,000/. ;  and  Lambeth  205,000/.  Tbe 
o«ly  argHment  in  favour  of  Manchester 
was,  its  being  the  centre  of  the  cotton 
trade^  and  as  this  trade  would  otherwiee 
be  adequately  represented,  he  thought 
this  argument  of  no  impedance,  compared 
with  the  great  inc<myenience  arising  from 
widely  distributing^  into  separate  divi-> 
sions,  the  system  of  Representation,  instead 
of  combiDiBg  the  parls  of  one  district,  and 
keeping  the  diffienat  int^ests  balanced. 
Such  an  argument  applied  particukrly 
to  places  where  the  pDpalation  waa  nu* 
merous,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the 
lowest  orders,  who,  from  iMir  iliying  and 
acting  together  in  numbtiSt  wO«ld  be 
always  subject  to  some  ki«d  of  escite- 
ment.  Such  a  class  ci  penoaa  coiildy  in 
this  caae,  pass  from  one  to  the  other  town, 
and,  by  tumult  and  riot«  put  down  all 
opposition  to  their  own  widiea;  wheceaa»  if 
the  two  places  had  oaly  two  M embeta^ 
and  the  election  took  pla^  at  Maackester, 
there  would,  he  thoup;ht,  be  a  balance  of 
parties,  and  the  peace  be  preserred.  He 
should,  therefore,  move,  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  the  Townships  of  Salford,  Pen*- 
dleton,  and  Broughton,  be  added  to  the 
Townships  already  given  to  Manchester, 
and  tbe  whole  should  return  oaly  two 
Members. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  there  was  a  great 
dbtinction  between  Manchester  and  Sal- 
ford,  even  more  than  there  was  between 
London  and  Southwark ;  for  iii  the  latter 
case  tbe  Corporation  of  London  had  juris- 
diction in  Southwaric,  while  in  the  former, 
the  two  towns  had  entirely  separate  juris- 
dictioBa.  He  therefore  truated,  that  tbe 
Ministers  iNNild  atot  for  one  moment  listen 
to  the  prcqposilioa  which  the  boa.  Qentie- 
maa  had  made.  While  tbe  questioa  was 
the  disfranchisemeaC  of  bocoughsp  he  had 
not  always  besn  aUe  to  agree  with  the 
Qovemmeat ;  bat  now  that  &ey  had  come 
to  the  enfraochisiog  part  of  the  Bill,  he 
could  assure  the  Miaisteni  that  they  would 
meet  with  no  opposilida  from  him.  If 
Maachester  by  imf  was  not  to  have  two 
Representatives,  after  all  they  bad  heard 
of  tbe  injustioe  iiutm  to  Kmingham, 
gtM  dissattafiKtiaft  iraiM  preiiML 


Mr.  Neifwood  aaidt  he  oomU  aol  refrain 
from  expressiag  his  satisfactioat  tfmt  Im  tai 
of  justice,  to  long  delayed*  was  al  ImifA 
about  to  be  conferred  on  this  opmlent  #wl 
imtwrtant  manufacturing  tQwnyWhktltel 
now  become  one  of  the  most  flourMNag 
mlurts  of  industry  and  trgiffick  ia  the  wMi 
British  empire.  The  population  of  MaiH 
Chester  and  its  neighbourhood  had  in* 
creased  within  the  last  sixty  yaaia  freia 
40^000  to  270,000,  being  an  iociaase  of 
230,000.  The  township  of  Mandiesler 
alone  contained  129,000  people.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  point  out  how  great  had 
been  the  iticreaae  of  its  manufocturiag 
establishmeats,  tta  mftdiioery^  and  other 
iaterests^  within  thai  pmod.  A  phrae  of 
this  impoitaaca  ou|ht  to  have  its  pro^orf 
tional  share  in  the  scale  of  ReproNaiatma. 
At  the  preeeat  moaMnI  ibi%  papahttioa  of 
the  pansh  of  Mancheeter  wai  at  great  aa 
that  of  the  wbote  couaiy  of  I<unmtr» 
wtithia  the  memory  of  eoaM  of  ill  jpeieeat 
inhabitants.  Within  that  period  thaw 
had  been  an  iacreaae  of  a  mttiOB  of  m*- 
habitants  in  the  whok  coanty*  flaUM 
was  a  distiact  town  from  MaaohetlCTi  -ae 
distinct  as  the  boioa|^  of  Sqathiratk  waa 
from  LondoB,  aad  separatod  ia  the  saasa 
manner.  It  eaatained  a  popnlatiaa  af 
50,000  inhabitants,  it  had  daninct  innmt 
eats,  and  it  wouU  he»  therefore^  anfoir  to 
throw  it  into  the  Representation  of  Mail* 
Chester.  There  were  other  great  towns  ta 
the  county  of  Lancaster^  such  as  Ashitaa» 
the  population  of  whkh  waa  3d,M0, 
Blackbom  with  22,000,  Rochdale  vilii 
3d»000,  aad  Burnley  13,000  paaals»  all 
increasiag  ia  industry  and  iateUigwM^ 
The  whote  coaaty^  with  a  popalalioa  ^aal 
to  several  of  the  southern  counties,  oaly  aa^ 
tamed  fourteen  Members,  and  of  these  oaly 
six  were  sent  by  the  papular  vowe.  ft  uti 
beyond  his  power  to  state  the  deefpcoatiO" 
tkm  that  prevailed  in  Lancariiine  ^  iki 
value  of  returning  Members.  Ha  had  ' 
self  been  most  unexpectedly  called 
with  no  other  pasaport  thaa  a  pMnM  to 
support  Reforai ,  he  had  beea  eeaitoFiiitor 
meat.  Hemust»iafoct,itate|tliafrbiawaft 
triuai|)hant  return  far  that aotmty  a^|A> 
amphaat  as  fiar  as  talatod  la  hiia  aa  f«c^ 
sooal  groundft  bat  aa  reaptctad  die  wim» 
ciplea  of  that  great  meaaawi  of  wUali  l» 
waa  known  to  fan  Ike  advaoate»  ami  » 
strong,  and  a  deoiahra  pitiof  of  itil  aaai»^ 
aity.  He  eoodaded  by  imni'saaing  aa  tl* 
Ckmimilliae  the jMrtioe  of  giMffliMaKi 
RopicieitBfiin  ilirtino!  bom  liindinatafc 
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Mr.  Cuflar  Ferguson  said,  they  had  been 
debating  several  days,  whether  a  doubtful 
population  of  4,000  persons,  more  or  less, 
should  continue  to  return  two  Members 
to  Parliament,  and  when  that  question 
had  been  disposed  of,  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  it  asserted,  that  a  condensed  popula- 
tion of  187,000  ought  not  to  have  two 
Representatives.  The  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  this,  if  of 
any  value,  only  went  to  shew  the  neces- 
sity of  additional  Representatives  for  large 
towns,  instead  of  deductions.  It  had  been 
proved,  that  the  wealth  and  population  of 
Manchester  exceeded  that  of  all  the  bo- 
roughs in  schedule  B ;  and  the  parish  of 
Pancras  alone,  paid  more  than  double  the 
amount  of  taxes  paid  by  all  the  boroughs 
in  schedules  A  and  B. 

Mr.  Slaney  wished  to  be  allowed  to  make 
a  few  remarks,  in  reply  to  what  had  been 
said  by  a  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
of  the  advantageous  change  in  Represent- 
ation about  to  be  made,  in  favour  of  the 
coal  districts.  The  increase  of  population 
and  wealth  in  these  districts,  was  the 
cause  of  this.  In  most  of  the  large  manu- 
facturing districts,  the  population  had  in- 
creased fifty  per  cent  in  the  last  twen- 
ty years,  while  the  population  of  the 
whole  country  had  not  increased  above 
twenty  per  cent.,  in  the  same  period.  In 
Liverpool,  the  population  had  increased 
fifty-two  per  cent ;  Coventry,  fifty-three; 
Birmingham,  forty;  and  Glasgow  100  per 
cent,  in  the  period  referred  to.  As  an  in- 
stance of  the  increased  and  comparative 
wealth  of  those  places  to  which  the  fran- 
chise was  about  to  be  extended,  he  would 
mention,  that  thirty-eight  of  the  new  bo- 
roughs to  which  they  were  about  to 
give  Representatives,  paid,  on  an  average, 
26,000/.  a  year  each  in  assessed  taxes, 
which  was  260  times  more  than  the  aver- 
age of  the  taxes  of  all  the  boroughs  from 
which  the  franchise  was  about  to  be  trans- 
ferred. 

Mr.  Ewart  corroborated  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lancashire, 
as  to  the  immense  increase  of  wealth  and 
population  of  Manchester.  He  perfectly 
concurred  in  the  act  of  justice  now  about 
to  be  done  to  that  place,  which  was  hourly 
increasing  in  importance.  The  inhabitants 
of  Manchester  had  recently  established  a 
silk-market,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
rival  the  whole  world,  now  that  the  two 
great  places  of  Manchester  and  Liverpool 
ipere  so  closely  connected,  by  the  great 


work  recently  completed,  which  UDited 
them  so  closely,  that  they  might  be  said 
to  be  almost  one  town. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  that  in  the  first 
Bill  introduced,  Salford  and  Manchester 
were  joined  together,  bat  it  was  found 
afterwards,  that  local  jealousies  would 
prevent  them  from  doing  well  together, 
and,  considering  the  wealth  and  popula- 
tion of  Salford,  it  was  not  too  much  to 
give  one  Member  to  Salford,  and  two  to 
Manchester. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  objected  to  the 
principle  so  much  insisted  upon  by  hon. 
Members,  of  giving  Members  to  popu- 
lation, and  not  to  property.  To  hear 
hon.  Members  speak  on  that  side,  one 
would  infer  that  manufactures  were  the 
road  to  population  and  wealth,  and  that 
agriculture  was  the  road  to  ruin;  bat 
when  hon.  Members  talked  of  the  g^reat 
increase  in  the  manufacturing  districts^ 
they  omitted  to  notice  that  the  increase  in 
the  population  of  Sussex,  was  as  great  as 
that  of  any  manufacturing  district.  At 
all  events,  he  hoped  the  new  Members 
for  the  manufacturing  districts,  would  re- 
member, they  came  to  that  House  as  Re- 
presentatives of  the  whole  empire,  and 
not  for  the  advantage  of  a  particular  dis- 
trict. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  though 
he  admitted,  that  Manchester  and  Salford 
were  distinct  as  to  their  local  arrange- 
ments, yet  practically,  they  might  be  con- 
sidered as  one  place,  and  giving  a  Repre- 
sentative to  Salford,  was,  in  effect,  giving 
three  Members  to  Manchester.  He  would 
not,  however,  divide  the  House  upon  his 
amendment. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  contended,  that  his  hon. 
friend  was  perfectly  justified  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  this  sub- 
ject, as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  himself,  when  he  proposed  to  extend 
the  franchise  from  Penrvn  to  Manchester, 
included  Salford,  and  had  done  so  in  the 
bill  of  last  Session.  At  the  same  time, 
as  far  as  the  question  of  separate  Repre- 
sentation depended  on  the  fact  of  Man- 
chester and  Salford  being  distinct,  he  ad- 
mitted the  force  of  the  arguments  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.  If,  however,  Salford 
was  to  be  enfranchised,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  was  holding  out  a  premium  or 
bounty  to  future  contests,  by  giving  it 
only  one  Member. 

The  amendment  withdrawn,  and  the  ori- 
ginal question,  <<  that  ManchesteTi  indnd* 
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ing  the  townships  of  Manchester!  Chorl- 
ton-row,  Ardwicke,  Beswick,  Holme, 
Cheetham,  Bradford,  &c.  stand  part  of 
schedule  C"  again  pot. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  they  were  now  put 
of  the  disfranchising  clauses,  and  were  pro- 
ceeding to  thoset>f  enfranchisement,  and 
he  rose  to  protest  against  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  had  for  its  object  to  enfran- 
chise large  towns  at  the  expense  of  bo- 
roughs.    If  these  were  considered  as  spoils 
taken  from  places  which  had  long  enjoyed 
the  privilege,  he  should  decidedly  object 
to  the  principle.    He  objected  also  to  the 
principle,  because  it  went  to  enfranchise 
so  many  towns.     At  the  same  time  he  was 
called  upon  to  state,  as  he  had  done  pre- 
vious to  the  dissolution,  that,  looking  at 
the  difficulties  which  the  Government  had 
to  contend  with,  and  thoogh  differing  as 
he  did  from  a  majority  of  the  House  on 
the  subject^  of  Reform,  and  taking  into  ac- 
count the  circumstances  of  the  country, 
he  should  not  throw  any  obstacles  in  tne 
way  of  a  moderate  Reform.    As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  late  Government,  he  had  opposed 
the  enfranchisement  of  large  towns,  not 
because  he  apprehended  any  immediate 
dangers  from  such  a  measure,  but  because 
he  was  afraid  of  entertaining  the  question 
of  Reform  at  all,  and  was  fearful  that  any 
plan  of  Reform,  limited  exclusively  to  en- 
franchisement, proposed  by  a  Government 
which  had  been  previously  opposed  to  all 
Reform,  would  not  give  satisfaction,  and 
would  not,  probably,  be  permanent,  con- 
sidering the  feeling  of  the  country  on  the 
question.     On  coming  to  schedule  C,  he 
snould  consider  himself  privileged  to  ob- 
ject to  any  of  the  clauses,  particularly  if 
those  clauses   should  be    urged  on  the 
ground  that  the  boroughs  in  sqhedules  A 
and  B,  had  been  disfranchised,  and  that 
the  vacancies  caused  by  the  disfranchise- 
ment most  be  filled  up.    What  he  meant 
was,  that  he  would  not  consent  to  any 
enfhmebtsement  on  the  ground  that  dis- 
franchisement must  be  a  necessary  pre- 
liminary.   With  regard  to  the  first  clause, 
and  notwithstanding  the  feelings  of  the 
country,  he  must  say,  that  disfranchise- 
ment as  a  rule  was  unjust,  and  on  that 
point  he  was  prepared  to  yield  nothing. 
Having  regard  to  the  prevailing  opinion  of 
the  country,  however,  he  thought  it  im- 
possible to  deny  the  right  to  Manchester, 
the  first  place  mentioiied  in  the  schedule, 
to  send  Members  to  .Paibunent;  but  he 
thtmght  that  the  principle  of  di^iranchise- 


ment  was  onjust.    He  thoogfat  the. rule 
adopted  by  Ministers  an  absura  one ;  'there 
was  no  sufficient  ground,  in  his  opinion,  for 
disfranchisement,  but  he  was  not  prqpiiiied. 
to  say,  that  he  would  not  yield  on  th^  |i90ve 
of  enfranchisement.     He  thought  that , it 
was  impossible  to  contend  against  the  ftd- 
ing  of  the  country  on  the  subject,  andjhe 
was  not  disposed  to  diminish  the  favour 
of  concession  by    unavailing  opposition; 
But  if  he  were  proposing  enfranchisement, 
he  should  say,  that  in  all  cases  he  would 
give  the  enfranchised  place  two  Members, 
not  one.  That  was,  if  he  had  fifty  Members 
to  give,  he  would  select  twenty-five  places, 
and  give  each  place  two  Members,  rather 
than  select  fifty  places,  and  give  to  each 
one  Member.    He  certainly  thought,  that 
the  enfranchisement  proposed  was  moch  too 
extensive ;  bot  as  it  was,  if  priority  were 
given  to  any  plac^,  Manchester  certainly 
deserved  to  be  the  first  place  enfranchised. 
Birmingham  also  was  fairly  entitled  to  the 
same  advantage,  and  then  followed  Leeds* 
which  ooght  to  have  the  same  privilege. 
On  former  occasions  these  were  the  towns 
to  which   it  was  proposed  to  give  the 
forfeited  franchises ;  then  the  franchise  of 
Penryn  was  to  be  given  to  Manchester : 
that  of  Grampound  to  Leeds ;  and  that  of 
East-Retford  to  Birmingham.  ^Tbat  was 
proposed  by  those  Gentlemien  who  ^  wine 
favourable  to  the  transfer.    To  thetlttee 
towns  which  stood  first,  he  had  no  ob« 
jection ;  to  the  fourth  town  on  the  list  be 
should  object.     He  never  could  have  sap- 
posed  when  he  heard  of  a  Reform  Biu, 
that  Deptford,  and  Greenwich,  and  Wool- 
wich were  to  send  Members  to  Parliamc^it. 
He  believed,  too,  they  dreamed  as  little 
of  it  themselves  as  he  did.     He  onderstood 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was,  to  destroy 
nomination  borooghs ;  and  yet  it  was  pror 
posed  to  give  the  franchise  to  Woolwich, 
Greenwich  and  Deptford,  places  onder  thj^ 
immediate  infioence  of  the  Govemmeiif^ 
and  by  that  means  to  constitote  an  edifir 
moos  nomination  borough.    He  directed 
also  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  metropo- 
litan districts.    If  it  were  desirable  to  give 
those  districts  increased  Representatioo,  he 
should  prefer  doing  so  by  adding  two 
Members  to   the  coonty  of  Middlesex. 
The  proper  principle  opon  which  to  giv^ 
Representation  was  population ,  in  oqler 
that  lar^  masses  of  Uie  people  might  have 
a  voice  m  ike  Repreaentatbn.    On  tbeee 
fptomiM,  and  seeing  the  impoisiUlitf.of 
fesjsritipt:^  proposed  enfianduseiqnjt  to 
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certaia  large  towns,  he  would  not  waste 
the  time  of  the  House  by  discussing  or 
opposing  the   enfranchisement  of  Man- 
chester,  Birmingham,  or  Leeds,  and  no 
man  more  sincerely  hoped  that  this  change 
would  turn  out  for  their  good.     Taking, 
however,    any   single    case — taking    the 
town  of  Manchester,  and  the  descnption 
given  of  it  by  hon.  Members,  as  to  its  in- 
crease in  population,  wealth,  and  industry 
— he  would  ask,  was  not  this  very  increase 
the  best  proof,  that  the  right  of  sending 
Representatives  was  not  necessary  to  im- 
provement, and  that  towns  could  flourish 
without  having  Representatives  within  the 
walls  of  the  Temple  of  the  State  ?     En- 
franchisement certainly  was  consistent  with 
the  practice  of  former  times,  but  it  ought 
to  be  recollected  there  was  no  correspond- 
ing disfranchisement.     On  these  grounds 
he  would  not  make  any  objection  to  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Hrst  three  towns  in 
C ;  but  he  should  reserve  the  right  to  de* 
liver  his  opinion  on  all  the  other  plaees 
included   in  that  schedule.      When  the 
Committee  came  to  Greenwich,  Deptford, 
and   Woolwich,  he  should  move,   as   an 
amendment,  that  they  be  omitted,  because 
he  considered  they  were  under  influence 
— ^because  it  was  dangerous  to  give  the 
franchise  to  places  in  such  proximity  to 
the  House — and  because,  both  from  moral 
and  physical  strength,  they  might  influence 
the  deliberations  of  that  House.     For  these 
reasons  he  would  take  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee    on   giving    the    franchise  to 
Greenwich,  and  other  places  close  to  the 
metropolis.     But  he  should  consider  him- 
self at  liberty  to  form   what  opinion   he 
pleased  with  respect  to  the  other  proposed 
boroughs.     He  should  certainly  propose 
that  Greenwich  be  omitted  from  the  sche- 
dule C,  and  take  Aie  sense  of  that  House 
on  the  question,  because  he  objected  to 
the  undue  influence  which  the  metropo- 
litan districts  exercised  over  their  Mem- 
bers. 

Lord  John  Kusselheiid,  he  was  glad  to  find 
that  Ministers  were  to  have  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  support  on  one  point  at  least, 
though  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  present  declara- 
tions were  a  little  inconsistent  with  his 
former  opinions.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
liad  now  no  objection  to  enfranchisement 
without  disfranchisement ;  but  ho  must 
declare  his  decided  opinion,  that  such  a 
thing  was  impossible.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  woidd  find  it 


any  more  possible  to  carry  on  the  GoTere* 
ment  by  the  help  of  the  111   Members, 
representing  the  boroughs  in  schedule  A, 
than  to  exclude  Manchester  and  Birming- 
ham any  longer  from  sending  Representa- 
tives to  that  House.     The  public  opinion 
had  expressed  itself  as  decidedly  on  the 
one  subject  as  on  the  other.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had,  in  fact,  broached  a  new  plan 
of  Reform,  but  he  did  not  think  it  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  the  country.     As  he 
stated  before,  he  was  glad  now  to  have  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  support  in  the  pro- 
posal to  give  Representatives   to  Man- 
chester,  Binningham,   and   Leeds.      He 
would  argue  the  case  of  Greenwich  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  when  it  came  before 
the  House,  but  he  must  at  present  obserre, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  assertion,  that 
Greenwich  had  no  wish  or  suspicion  that 
it  would   receive  Representation  was  in- 
correct.    Previous  to  the  introduction  of 
the    Reform   Bill,   Greenwich    had   aent 
a  petition  to  that  House  praying  that 
its  ancient  right  of  returning   Members 
might   be   restored.     He   supported  the 
extension   of  the  franchise  to  the  me- 
tropolitan   districts,    which   contained   a 
vast  population,   and  possessed  a  rental 
of  some    millions  a-year;    and  he  did 
not  see  why,  because  they  were  situated 
close  to  the  metropolis,   the  capital  of 
all   the   wealth  and    intelligence  in  the 
country,  they  should  not  receive  Repre- 
sentation   as    well   as   Leeds    or  Birm- 
ingham. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  make  one  or 
two  observations  on  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite.  The  noble  Lord 
could  not  imagine  how  any  person  could 
support  enfranchisement  without  disfran- 
chisement. But  he  told  the  noble  Lord, 
that  one  was  a  question  of  expediency,  and 
the  other  of  justice ;  and  those  who  might 
be  prepared  to  yield  to  the  point  of  ex- 
pediency, might  still  think  themselves 
justified  in  resisting  proi)osals  which,  in 
their  opinion,  were  founded  on  injustice. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  '*  You  who 
have  been  against  Reform,  never  ahonld 
be  a  Reformer :  you  are  cut  off  from  all 
possibility  of  ever  becoming  a  Reformer, 
and  not  even  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  (altered  in  consequence  of  one 
Government  leaving  office  becaase  they 
would  not  concede  Reform,  and  another 
coming  in  pledged  to  prrant  it;  altered  by 
the  sanction  of  the  King^s  Government 
and  the  King's  name  being  given  to  their 


637 


Chmmitiee — 


{Aug.  2} 


Fourteenth  Day. 


09S 


plan  of  Reform  y  and  by  the  weight  and 
iDfloence  of  the  royal  character  being  taken 
away  from  the  Constitution,  as  it  had 
hitherto  existed,  and  transferred  to  the 
support  of  an  extensive  change)  will  form 
any  excuse  for  your  turning  Reformer." 
And  was  it  the  noble  Lord  who  said,  that 
he  ought  to  allow  no  change  to  take  place 
in  his  opinion,  on  the  subject  of  Reform  ? 
Had  he  ever  taunted  the  noble  Lord  with 
a  departure  from  his  principles  ?  Had  he 
said,  that  he  would  bind  the  noble  Lord 
down  to  the  opinions  which  he  had 
formerly  expressed  ?  If  the  noble  Lord's 
doctrine,  that  no  change  should  take  place 
in  a  man's  opinions,  was  to  be  considered 
as  correct,  what  must  be  the  feelings  of  his 
two  right  hon.  friends  opposite  (probably 
Mr.  Grant,  and  Viscount  Palmerston)  who, 
for  fifteen  years  past,  had  distinguished 
themselves  for  their  adherence  to  the  po- 
litical opinions  of  Mr.  Canning,  whose  do- 
mestic policy  was  marked  by  the  most  de- 
cided resistance  to  Reform  in  every  shape. 
But  did  he  deny  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  his 
right  hon.  friend,  the  perfect  right  to  take 
what  course  they  thought  fit,  on  account 
of  the  altered  circumstances  of  the  country, 
on  the  question  of  Reform  ?  Had  they  any 
other  reason  or  pretext  to  assign  for  their 
support  of  the  present  measure,  except 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  country  ? 
In  1826,  when  the  application  of  the 
forfeited  franchise  of  Grampound  came  to 
be  considered,  what  course  did  his  noble 
friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  take  ?  Did 
he  concur  in  the  expediency  of  transferring 
it  to  some  large  town,  or  did  he  not  rather 
adhere  to  the  policy  of  Mr.  Canning,  and 
vote  for  transferring  it  to  the  neighbouring 
hundred.  Had  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  even 
insinuated  that  there  was  anything  un- 
worthy in  the  course  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  pursued?  But  he 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord,  after  the 
speeches  which  he  had  made,  and  the  able 
treatises  which  he  had  written  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Reform,  and  flanked  as  he  was  on 
the  right  hand  and  on  the  left  by  persons 
who  had  always  opposed  Reform,  should 
be  the  last  person  to  taunt  his  opponents 
with  change  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
Reform.  He  knew  not  what  possible  ad- 
vantage would  result  to  him  by  changing 
his  opinion,  if  chan^  there  was.  He 
had  uniformly  held  the  same  language, 
since  the  Question  had  been  under  con- 
sideration. After  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment had  taken  place^  he  declared,  that 


rather  than  risk  another  change  of  Go- 
vernment, in  the  then  state  of  the  countiy, 
he  would  lend  his  assistance  to  the  Goyem- 
ment,  in  the  hope  that  some  moderate  plan 
of  Reform  would  be  proposed,  to  which 
he  should  be  able  to  give  his  consent  with 
justice.  He  still  adhered  to  his  declara- 
tion, and  would  support  such  parts  of  the 
Bill  as  he  could  without  violation  of  prin- 
ciple, and  perpetrating  injustice  ,  and  in 
spite  of  the  taunts  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
intended  to  persevere  in  the  course  he  had 
marked  out  for  himself. 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  that  when  he 
observed,  that  he  could  not  reconcile  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  observations  to-night 
with  his  former  opinions,  he  did  not  allude 
to  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  former  Parliaments,  but  to  the  declara- 
tions which  he  had  made  that  night,  and 
ever  since  the  Reform  Bill  was  brought 
in.  If  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  declaration  rightly^  it  was  this 
— that  he  objected  to  give  eniVanchise' 
ment  to  large  towns,  because  it  set  the 
question  of  Reform  afloat,  and  led  to  still 
ftirther  changes.  Now  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  con- 
sistently with  that  declaration,  could  be 
ready  at  the  present  moment  to  grant  the 
franchise  to  Manchester,  Leeds,  and  Birm- 
ingham. He  thought,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  kept  to  his  first  declaration, 
that  would  be  an  intelligible  course  of 
proceeding.  He  wished  to  throw  out  no 
taunt  against  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but, 
holding  the  place  which  he  did  in  the 
country,  he  was  bound,  if  he  became  a 
Reformer,  to  take  a  line  which  would  give 
permanent  security  to  the  country.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  assumed  a  line  by  which  he 
would  find  it  impossible  to  govern  Eng- 
land. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  he  was 
willing  to  adhere  to  his  opinion,  and  not 
take  any  share  in  the  Government.  He 
was  ready  to  pay  that  penalty  for  his 
opinion.  He  would  not  be  a  party  to  the 
hazard  which  he  thought  they  were  in- 
curring by  this  Bill.  He  would  infinitely 
prefer  paying  the  penalty  of  permanent 
exclusion  from  office,  to  sharfng  the  noble 
Lord's  responsibility.  But  the  proposal 
which  he  had  made  to-night  was,  in 
reality,  the  proposal  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  himself  made  a  few  years  ago. 
The  noble  Lord  had  thought  proper  to 
change  the  proposition  wfaieh   he  flnt 
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made,  to  grant  compensation  to  the  dis- 
franchised boroughs,  in  consequence  of 
the  altered  condition  of  the  country,  and 
that  was  the  excuse  he  then  offered  for 
his  own  change  of  opinion,  viz.,  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  founded  an  argu- 
ment on  the  rising  prosperity  of  Man- 
chester, that  Representation  was  not  ne- 
cessary to  insure  greatness;  but,  during 
this  time,  had  the  people  not  been  con- 
stantly petitioning  for  Members  ?  He  beg- 
ged to  call  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  what  had  transpired  upwards  of 
ten  years  ago,  at  Manchester.  At  that 
time  the  people  of  Manchester  were  at- 
tacked by  an  armed  Yeomanry,  and  ever 
since  they  had  continually  demanded  Re- 
form. If  ever  there  was  a  period  when  that 
circumstance  ought  to  be  alluded  to  in 
that  House,  the  present  was  that  moment. 
Ten  years  ago,  they  met  for  the  purpose 
of  petitioning  for  a  Reform  in  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament,  and  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Corn-laws — [cries  of  "  OA, 
oh  !  "]  If  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now 
cried  "  Oh,  oh ! "  had  been  there,  they 
would  have  cried  "Oh,  oh ! "  a  little  more 
in  earnest.  He  was  present,  when  this 
armed  Yeomanry  charged  a  peaceable 
multitude,  and  killed  sixteen  persons,  and 
badly  wounded  618.  It  appeared  to  be  a 
very  laughable  subject  to  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. He  begged  to  say,  that,  if  the 
principles  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were 
to  be  acted  upon,  the  Yeomanry  would 
have  to  kill  the  people  again.  He  would 
repeat,  that,  if  Reform  were  not  granted, 
the  arms  of  the  Yeomanry  would  have  to 
be  put  in  requisition,  in  various  parts  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  Calley  reminded  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  Committee, 
that  he  had  been  in  a  Yeomanry  corps, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  surprised  at  the 
hon.  Member  attacking  them.  He  (Mr. 
Calley)  could  affirm,  they  were  a  brave 
and  intelligent  body,  and  had  always 
shewn  great  forbearance,  and  a  desire  to 
conciliate  the  people. 

Mr.  Hunt  admitted  the  fact,  that  he 
had  been  a  Yeoman,  thirty  years  ago,  and 
he  would  moreover  allow,  that  the  corps 
to  which  he  belonged  certainly  did  run 
away  on  the  first  occasion  of  their  being 
called  into  active  service. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  he  had 
objected  at  the  time  to  the  enfranchisement 


of  Bassetlaw,  because  he  fSslt,  that  a  suf- 
ficient number  of  the  electors  of  East  Ret- 
ford had  not  been  convicted  of  bribery, 
and,  therefore,  he  could  not  consent  to 
the  disfranchisementof  thatboroagfa.  But 
he  had  never  contended  for  the  impossi- 
bility of  giving  new  representative  rights 
to  new  places.  He  had  no  objection  to 
give  the  right  of  Representation  to  Man- 
chester, but  to  give  that  town  a  franchise, 
which  had  been  unjustly  and  illegally  spo- 
liated from  another  town,  was  a  point  to 
which  he,  for  one,  would  never  willingly 
consent.  That  was  the  ground  of  his  re- 
luctance to  disfranchise  any  borough.  As 
to  the  collateral  proposition,  however,  of 
giving  the  right  of  Representation  to 
Manchester,  he  admitted,  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  bestow  upon  Manchester  the 
right  of  sending  Members  to  that  House, 
provided  that  right  was  not  the  spoil  of 
another  borough.  The  Representation  of 
Manchester  involved,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  three  principles.  The  first  principle 
was — what  ought  to  be  the  qualification  of 
the  voter?  Another  was — what  districts 
ought  Manchester  to  be  composed  of  .^ 
and  the  third  was,  ought  they  to  establish 
a  rule  or  an  exception,  in  giving  the  fran- 
chise to  such  a  town  as  Manchester  ?  If 
the  right  of  Manchester  to  return  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  put  on  the  ground  of  po- 
pulation, then  they  would  have  to  intro- 
duce a  new  feature  into  the  House  of 
Commons ;  for  that  House  had  never,  at 
any  period,  been  framed  on  the  basis  of 
population.  If  he  should  be  induced  to 
support  the  proposition  for  giving  Mem- 
bers to  Manchester,  it  would  not  be,  whilst 
the  Representative  was  to  be  elected  on 
the  principle  of  Universal  Suffrage;  and,  if 
he  were  to  give  the  elective  franchise  to 
10/.  householders  in  that  town,  he  knew 
that  he  should  be  making  the  suffrage 
universal.  He  contended  that,  according 
to  the  present  Bill,  the  Representation  of 
Manchester,  and,  indeed,  of  every  other 
place  in  schedule  C,  was  founded  upon 
Universal  Suffrage.  As  the  points  to  which 
he  had  alluded  formed  the  whole  essence 
of  the  qualification  to  entitle  an  indivi- 
dual to  a  vote  in  future,  he  should  have 
no  objection  to  the  enfranchisement  of 
Manchester,  subject  to  certain  limita- 
tions on  the  right  of  voting,  which  it 
would  be  improper  then  to  discuss.  When 
they  eame  to  the  10/.  clause,  as  it  was 
called,  he  should  deliver  his  opinion  on 
this  subject.  • 
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Lord  Althorp  would  not  follow  hon. 
Members  into  the  lengthened  discussion 
into  which  they  had  entered,  on  the  dis- 
tricts which  were  to  compose  Manchester. 
The  hon.  and  learned  gentleman  had 
stated,  that  in  giving  his  vote  for  grant- 
ing the  right  of  Representation  to  Man- 
chester, he  must  take  into  his  consider- 
ation three  circumstances — first,  the  qua- 
lification of  the  voter ;  secondly,  the  dis- 
trict to  be  included  in  Manchester ;  and 
lastly,  the  question  whether  the  case  of 
Manchester  was  to  be  considered  as  the 
case  of  exception,  or  the  general  rule,  in 
instances  of  this  sort.  As  to  the  qualifi- 
cation of  the  voter,  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  agreed  with 
him,  that  the  present  was  not  the  proper 
time  for  deciding  that  point :  the  proper 
time  would  be,  when  the  qualification 
clause  came  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee.  When  that  clause  came 
to  be  discussed,  he  should  be  ready  to 
argue,  that  the  qualification  fixed  in  the 
Bill  was  the  best  that  could  have  been 
selected.  As  to  the  second  point,  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  come  at  once 
to  some  agreement  as  to  what  was  part 
of  the  district  to  be  included  in  the  new 
borough  of  Manchester.  Ministers  said, 
that  the  parts  included  in  schedule  C, 
were  to  form  Manchester.  Now  he  had 
understood  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  say,  that  he  had  no  objection  to 
that.  As  to  the  third  point  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  alluded. 
Ministers  had  no  right  to  expect  that  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  vote  for 
the  enfranchisement  of  Manchester,  upon 
the  same  grounds  upon  which  they 
voted  for  it.  As  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  objection,  that  the  grant  of 
this  right  was  the  spoliation  of  another 
borough,  he  would  only  say,  that 
the  disfranchisement  of  other  boroughs 
might  not  be  necessary,  if  only  Man- 
chester and  one  or  two  other  places,  were 
to  be  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  the  elec- 
tive franchise.  But  it  was  impossible,  that 
the  enfranchisement  should  be  as  large 
as  it  now  ought  to  be,  unless  room  were 
made  for  it  in  the  Representation,  by  the 
disfranchisement  of  the  small  and  corrupt 
boroughs.  Ministers  considered  the  small 
corrupt  boroughs,  to  be  an  evil  in  them- 
selves ;  it  was,  therefore,  an  advantage  to 
get  rid  of  them,  because,  by  so  doing,  they 
made  room  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
large  and  populous  towns.  His  principal 
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reason  for  addressing  the  Committee  on 
this  occasion  was,  his  desire  to  make  a 
proposition  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite. As  that  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
stated,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  en- 
franchise Manchester,  Birmingham,  and 
Leeds,  would  he  have  any  objection  to 
allow  that  part  of  the  schedule  to  be  dis- 
posed of  that  night,  and  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  remainder  of  it  to- 
morrow ? 

Sir  Rob.  Peel  said,  that  at  present,  from 
recent  experience,  he  had  great  objection 
to  enter  into  any  arrangement  at  all.  He 
did  not  mean  to  oppose  any  unnecessary 
obstacle  to  proceeding  with  the  rest  of 
the  clause.  He  would,  therefore,  let  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  Leeds  pass, 
without  opposition,  for  the  present.  To- 
morrow, the  Committee  might  take  the 
discussion  on  the  rest  of  the  schedule.  If 
it  should  turn  out  that  there  was  any  thing 
to  be  urged,  as  to  the  local  districts  of  the 
three  places  which  he  had  just  named, 
perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would  permit 
them  to  agitate  it  to-morrow. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  his  objections 
to  the  enfranchisement  of  Manchester 
were  very  strong.  He  objected  to  grant- 
ing the  elective  franchise  to  Manchester, 
because  it  had  been  taken  from  boroughs 
which  had  been  convicted  without  exami- 
nation, and  condemned  without  hearing 
or  trial.  They  were  increasing  the  strength 
of  the  democratic  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, at  the  very  moment  that  they  were 
diminishing  the  strength  of  the  aristo- 
cratic part  of  it.  Whilst  they  were  sweep- 
ing away  those  parts  of  the  Constitution 
in  which  the  aristocracy  were  intrenched, 
they  were  creating  new  works,  from  which 
the  democracy  might  easily  batter  down 
the  remaining  fortresses  of  the  aristocratic 
party.  These  were  the  principles  which 
had  induced  him  to  oppose  all  measures  of 
Reform,  and  with  this  feeling,  he  took  the 
present  opportunity  to  state,  that  his  ob- 
jections still  existed  in  all  their  force. 
Question  carried. 

The  Question,  that  the  words  "  Birming- 
ham, including  the  town  of  Birmingham, 
parish  of  Edgbaston,  townships  of  Dud- 
ston  and  Nechels,  and  Deretend,  War- 
wickshire— Returning  OflRcers,  the  two 
Bailiffs  of  Birmingham,"  stand  part  of 
schedule  C,  was  then  put. 

Lord  John  Russell  proposed,  as  an 
amendment^  that  the  township  of  Vitcham 
should  be  added  to  this  district.  ^ 
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Mr.  Crolicr  must  object  to  the  addition 
of  any  particular  township  in  this  manner, 
which  he  should  repeat  on  another  occasion. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  he  had  inquired  if 
these  towns  were  properly  designated  in 
the  schedule. 

Lord  John  Russell  replied  in  the  affirm- 
ative. 

Question,  as  amended,  carried  ;  as  was 
also  the  question,  that  the  words  "  Leeds, 
including  the  borough  and  liberty  of 
Leeds,  Yorkshire — Returning  Officer,  the 
Mayor  of  Leeds,"  stand  part  of  schedule 
C. 

The  Chairman  reported  progress.  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again  the  next  day. 


-'»««#  ^«««N' «^y«y#  - 


HOUSE    O.F    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  August  3,  1831. 

MrNOTES.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Marquis  of  Wb6T- 
MEATH,  tram  the  Land-holders  of  Clare,  against  the 
System  of  Grand  Jury  Taxation  (Ireland).  By  the  Bnhtip 
of  London,  from  thcC]ei*gy  of  the  Dioceceand  County  of 
Hereford,  Doncnstcr,  and  Dorking.  ti>  extend  the  powers 
of  the  Church  Building  Act.  By  Earl  Orky,  twm  the 
Sheriff,  Freeholders,  and  otiiers,  of  the  ('ounty  of  Uun- 
Inrton ;  Inhabitants  of  Weymouth,  and  Melcomb  Regis, 
Brecknock,  Royal  Burgh  of  Anstruthcr,  I-Zaster,  (lalstoun, 
I^mdena,  Denny,  Ballycallan,  Kilmanagh,  and  Killaloe, 
Pallet  (iireen,  Athlone,  and  Tipton,  in  fnvour  of  Reform ; 
from  the  Uomim  Catholic  Bishops'  (Ireland.),  and  Inhabit- 
ants of  Ross,  Hereford,  for  the  introduction  of  P(x>r  I^ws 
into  Ireland;  fhnn  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops'  (Ulster), 
for  particiimtion  in  the  Cirants  for  Education ;  fh>m  the 
Roman  QithoUc  Freemen  of  Londonderry,  praying  tlwy 
may  not  be  required  to  take  the  Oaths  of  Allegiance  at 
each  Election ;  fttnn  the  Inliabltonts  of  Donoughmore, 
for  an  alteration  in  tlic  Grants  for  E<lucation  (Ireland); 
from  the  Corporation  of  Smiths  (Dublin,),  for  Comi^ensa- 
tion  to  the  Coal  Meters  of  that  place:  from  the  Roman 
Cathdlie  Clergy,  Irish  Bar,  and  Resident  Magistrates  of 
Galway,  three  Potitioni!,  to  extend  the  Elective  Franchise 
to  Catholics  at  tliat  place;  from  the  Protestant  Inliabitants 
of  the  same  place,  for  the  Repeal  of  4th,  (Jeorge  1st,  re- 
<|uiring  the  Freemen  of  Galway  t<i  be  ProtcstintJ*.  By 
the  Ear\  of  C/ikuhle,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  Exeter, 
against  Capital  PunLstuncnt  for  Crimes  against  IVoperty 
only. 

Bekr  Bill.]  The  Bishop  of  London 
presented  a  Petition  from  fifty  Cleroymen 
of  the  counties  of  Chester  and  Lancashire, 
praying  for  an  alteration  in  the  Beer  Bill. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  clerjry  had  not 
come  forward  with  any  petition  against  this 
measure,  and  it  had  thence  been  inferred, 
that  it  had  not  been  productive  of  the  bad 
consequences  which  some  had  represented 
as  resulting  from  it.  He  himself  person- 
ally knew  the  petitioners,  and  could  speak 
to  their  respectability;  and  they  stated, 
that  the  Beer  Act  had  been  attended  with 
very  bad  consequences  in  the  parishes  with 
which  they  were  connected  ;  that  it  had 


encouraged  vice  and  immorality ;  and  par- 
ticularly, that  it  had  led»  in  a  great  degree, 
to  a  disregard  of  the  Christian  Sabbath, 
and  had  taught  even  children  to  become 
drunkards.  He  had  heard,  from  all  quar- 
ters, complaints  of  its  bad  effects ;  and  he 
was  assured,  that  unless  it  were  materially 
altered,  the  consequences  would  be  of  the 
most  alarming  description.  He  had  re- 
ceived letters  from  clergymen ,declaring that 
they  could  not  find  language  to  describe 
the  lamentable  results  of  this  measure. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

KiNci's  Mrssaok — Provision  for 
Princess  Victoria.]  Earl  Grey  mored 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  taking  into  con- 
sideration his  Majesty's  MesMge  rclati?e 
to  the  making  an  additional  provision  for 
the  Duchess  of  Kent  and  the  Princets 
Victoria. 

The  Message  was  read ;  for  which  see 
ante  p.  584. 

Karl  Grey  said,  their  Lordships  having 
heanl  this  recommendation  of  his  Majeatr 
to  niako  a  further  provision  for  her  royal 
hi;rhness,  the  Duchess  of  Kent,  and  for  the 
maintenance  and  support  of  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  her  royal  daughter  the 
Princess  Alexandrina  Victoria,  he  was  not 
aware,  that  it  was  necessary  for  htm  to 
say  any  thing  in  support  of  that  recom- 
mendation, lie  was  persuaded,  that  their 
Lordships  would  be  fully  sensible  of  the 
propriety  of  making  an  augmented  pro- 
vision for  her  royal  highness  the  Duchess 
of  Kent,  when  it  was  considered  that  she 
was  the  mother  of  the  presumptive  heiress 
to  tlie  Crown  ;  and  he  was  also  persuaded, 
that  their  Lordships  would  feel  the  pro- 
priety of  making  a  further  provision  for 
the  education  and  for  the  maintenance  and 
support  of  the  honour  and  dignity  of  her 
royal  highness  the  Princess  Victoria,  when 
it  was  considered  that  she  would,  in  all 
probability,  be  the  future  Sovereign  of  this 
empire.  It  was,  indeed,  of  the  last  im- 
portance, that  ample  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  su[)port  of  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Princess,  and  for  giving  her 
the  best  possible  education,  so  as  to  pre- 
pare her  for  the  adecjuate  execution  of 
those  high  and  important  duties  which  she 
might  some  time  be  called  upon  to  per- 
form. If  it  were  proper  to  mention  any 
personal  considerations  as  reasons  to  in- 
duce their  Ix)rdships  to  give  effect  to  the 
object  of  his  Majesty's  Message,  he  might 
say,  that  the  Duchess  of  Kent  hpd  per- 
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formed  her  duties  in  the  most  admirable 
manner,  both  as  a  wife  and  a  mother,  and 
had  conducted  the  education  of  the  Prin- 
cess her  daughter  upon  the  most  enlight- 
ened views  and  principles,  and  with  the 
most  praiseworthy  assiduity.  As  for  the 
amount  of  the  ^ant,  that  was  a  matter  to 
be  settled  by  the  other  House ;  and  when 
the  matter  should  come  again  before  their 
Lordships,  in  the  shape  of  a  bill  brought 
up  from  the  other  House,  it  would  be  for 
their  Lordships  to  say  whether  it  was  suf- 
ficient. For  the  present,  he  would  con- 
clude by  moving,  **  That  an  humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  his  Maje5ty,thanking 
his  Majesty  for  his  most  gracious  Message, 
and  assuring  his  Majesty,  that  this  House, 
gladly  embracing  every  opportunity  of 
showing  their  respect  ?Mid  regard  for  his 
Majesty's  person  and  family,  would  cheer- 
fully concur  in  auy  measure  for  giving  ef- 
fect to  the  object  of  bis  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Message." 

The  Earl  of  Rosslyn  and  the  Duke  of 
Cumberland  whispered  something  across 
the  Table  to  Earl  Grey. 

Earl  Grey  was  now  informed,  that  there 
was  an  inaccuracy  in  his  Majesty's  Mes- 
sage. As  to  that,  he  had  only  to  say,  in 
excuse  for  himself,  that  he  had  desired  the 
Message  to  be  prepared  by  the  proper  per- 
son in  the  usual  way ;  that  the  Message 
bad  been  put  in  his  hand  in  the  usual 
way,  and  had  been  signed  by  his  Ma- 
jesty. He  had,  therefore,  concluded  that 
all  was  correct,  according  to  the  usual 
form  ;  and  whether  it  was,  in  fact,  correct 
or  not,  he  could  not,  of  his  own  knowledge, 
pretend  to  say.  But  he  was  informed,  that 
the  Message  was  inaccurate,  inasmuch  as 
it  did  not  designate  the  Princess  Victoria 
as  her  "  royal"  highness.  He  supposed, 
however,  that  no  one  would  say,  that  there 
was  any  thing  intentionally  derogatory  to 
her  royal  highness,  in  withholding  this  title 
of  respect. 

The  Address  agreed  to,  and  ordered, 
nernine  dissentiente,  to  be  presented  to 
his  Majesty. 

Affidavits  in  Chancery  Suits.] 
The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  Bill  which,  with  their  Lord- 
ships' permission,  he  would  lay  on  their 
Table,  the  object  of  which  Bill  was,  to 
prevent  delays  in  conducting  the  business 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware,  that  very  early  after  his  Ma- 
jetty  had  done  him  the  honour  to  intrust ' 


him  with  the  Great  Seal,  he  had  intimated 
his  intention  of  bringing  up  the  arrcar  of 
appeals  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  with  all 
possible  despatch;   and  this  object  bad 
been,  in  a  great  degree,  accomplished,  and 
his  labours  were  drawing  to  a  close.     A 
few  cases,  however,  still  remained  to  be 
disposed  of;  and  the  last  Seal  after  the 
Term  having  taken  place  last  Wednesday, 
after  which,  according  to  the  practice  of 
his  predecessors,  affidavits  could  not  be 
read,  and  therefore  appeals  could  not  be 
heard,  he  could  not  finish  these  few  cases. 
He  believed  it  would  not  be  illegal  for  him 
to  adopt  a  contrary  course,  but  it  would 
be  very  unusual.     He  wished,  therefore, 
to  be  empowered  to  have  affidavits  read, 
and  appeals  heard^after  the  last  Seal,  either 
in  or  after  Term.     The  practice  which  he 
wished  to  alter  was  merely  matter  of  form ; 
but  as  there  were  some  doubts  whether  he 
ought  to  alter  it  on  his  own  authority,  he 
had  prepared  this  Bill,  to  give  him  the 
power  which  he  required  for  the  benefit  of 
the  suitors.     It  was  highly  expedient,  that 
he  should  have  this  authority,  for  it  often 
happened,  that  the  losing  parties,  or  those 
who  were  likely  to  lose,  used  every  expe- 
dient in  their  power  to  delay  the  proceed- 
ings, and  to  prevent  a  final  decision,  as 
long  as  possible;  and,  for  this  purpose, 
advantage  was  taken  of  every  informality, 
an  instance  of  which  had  occurred  within 
this  last  hour.    Parties  of  that  description 
had  other  parties  to  back  them — solicitors 
and  others,  who  had  some  interest  or  object 
in  delaying  thefinal  judgment  ;andtime  was 
thus  consumed  in  useless  discussions  upon 
mere  matters  of  form.   He  wished  to  have 
the  authority  of  the  law  to  assist  him  in  his 
endeavours  to  accelerate  the  progress  of 
Chancery  suits :  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  those  who  thought  delay  bad,  and  de- 
spatch good ;  who  thought  justice  ought  to 
be  cheap  and  speedy  as  well  as  sure,  would 
support  this  Bill.     Here  he  begged  leave 
to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  those  who 
said,  that  he  had  not  of  late  paid  the  usual 
degree  of  attention  to  the  hearing  of  ap- 
peals in  their  Lordships'  House,  the  ar- 
rears of  which  he  had  promised  to  bring 
up.     In  the  first  place  he  answered,  that 
he  had  already  reduced  the  arrear  of  ap- 
peals in  their  Lordships'  House  to  a  mere 
trifle,  and  all  the  cases  had  been  disposed 
of,  that  had  any  existence  in  their  Lord-, 
ships'  House  previous  to  the  present  Ses- 
sion ;  and  in  the  second  place  he  answered, 
that  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  most 
Y2 
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convenient  plan  would  be,  to  dispose  of 
the  arrear  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in 
order  that  the  different  parties  and  solici- 
tors interested  in  them  mij^ht  return  to 
their  respective  homes ;  and  after  he  had 
so  disposed  of  them,  he  would  give  his 
whole  attention  to  the  Appeal-paper ;  and 
he  trusted, that  there  would  be  no  cause  to 
complain  of  any  unnecessary  delay. 
The  Bill  read  a  first  time. 

DoxNA  Maria  of  Portugal.]  The 
Marquis  of  Londonderry,  seeing  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  his  place,  observed,  that  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  a  question  which 
might  be  material,  in  relation  to  the  de- 
bate which  was  expected  to  take  place  on 
Friday,  on  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Aberdeen)  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
He  wished  to  know,  whether  orders  or  di- 
rections had  been  given  to  the  civil  and 
military  authorities  at  Portsmouth,  to  re- 
ceive Donna  Maria  as  Queen  of  Portugal? 
Since  Donna  Maria  had  been  here  before, 
circumstances  had  altered,  and  different 
arrangements  might  be  called  for.  If 
Donna  Maria  were  to  be  recognized  as 
Queen  of  Portugal,  it  was  obvious,  that  this 
country  would  bestill  further  alienated  from 
the  present  ruling  authorities  in  Portugal, 
and  that  the  resumption  of  our  usual  con- 
fidential and  friendly  relations  with  that 
Power,  would  be  very  problematical,  or  at 
least  postponed  to  a  distant  period. 

Earl  Grey,  not  having  had  any  notice 
as  to  what  the  nature  of  the  motion  was, 
which  the  noble  Earl  proposed  to  bring 
forward  on  Friday,  could  not  be  prepared 
to  say  whether  the  reception  of  her — he 
did  not  know  how  to  designate  her,  lest 
he  should  be  censured  for  using  some  im- 
proper expression — but  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  reception  of  Donna  Maria 
would  have  any  bearing  on  the  noble 
Earl's  motion  or  not.  But  he  could  under- 
take to  say,  that  the  only  answer  which  he 
could  give  to  the  noble  Marquis's  question 
could  have  no  bearing  on  the  noble  Earl's 
motion,  or  on  any  thing  else  ;  for  he  did 
not  know  what  orders  or  directions  had 
been  given  as  to  the  reception  of  Donna 
Maria,  nor  ;lid  he  know  that  any  orders  at 
all  had  been  given  on  the  subject. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  3,   1831. 

^bJiNCTJCA.]     Dkmib  O VoHNOii,  &q.  took  tiie  Oathi  and 
hit  Scat  for  Roicoaunon. 


RetuTDB  ordered.    On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CCovirBix,  of  llw 
KxporU  and  Imports  from  and  into  Coik«  disCiqguiiliiBS 
all  article*  abo^'c  the  value  of  500r..  fbr  the  hit  lU  jmnt 
and  for  the  tonnage  of  Ship*  and  Veadi,  tndiqg  to  and 
from  the  same  place,  for  the  laat  fifteen  yean;  and  tor  m 
account  of  all  applicationa  for  leave  to  file  Criminal  In- 
formations in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  (befaoid),  ^gatnt 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  from  1st  January,  1890,  to  5Ut 
December,  1830:— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  RcniTur.tif 
the  Catholic  Freemen  of  the  I'orporation  of  Galway,  who 
have  been  admitted  since  1st  April,  1R31,  distinguishing 
those  employed  in  trade :—  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bnmos, 
of  the  (luantity  of  Foreign  Sugar  imported  under  Act  9 
Georfre  -1th,  Cap.  93,  and  1  William  4th,  Cap.  7>f  ap  to 
5th  July,   1831,  distinguishing  the  quantitiei  entered, 
each  quarter,  and  the  porta  reoelTed  at  I  and  of  the  quantity 
of  Sugar  and  Treade  exported  from  Uverpool,  Briatnl, 
and  Glasgow  in  eadi  quarter,  from  5th  July,  18S8,  to 
5th  July,  1831. 
Petitions  presented.    By   Mr.  O'Convbll.   from  Roman 
Catholic  Inhabitants   of    Dunsharighlin,    Cultrummer, 
West  Muskerry,  Kiltobrlde,  Clonenagh,  and  UttowdL 
By  Sir  Chaelh  Cootb,  flrom  InhaUtanla  td  CSamwh, 
and  Preqpereas,  against  any  Auther  Oranta  to  the  KUdne 
Street  Society ;  from  Laod-hcriders  of  Clare,  for  a  reriaion 
ofthe  Grand  Jury  Laws  t  from  the  Lettnr^veiB  Printan, 
and  Dyers,  of  Dublin,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.    By 
Sir  Charles  Coots,  from  the  Freeholders  td  QaeenTs 
Count)',  for  Reform,  against  Tithes,  and  for  Repenlofthe 
Union.  By  Mr.  Ruthtbit,  from  the  Catholie  M^glslralfa 
of  Galway,  to  place  Catholics  on  an  equaHty  with  Pbo* 
tcstants.    By  Sir  Gbobok  Clbbk,  frtm  the  Fredtolden, 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  Commissionen  of  Siqipiy  of 
the  County  of  Edinburgh ;  from  the  Farmen  near  Edin- 
burgh, and  from  the  Farmers  of  Dalkeith.  By  Mr.  Cctlab 
Fbrgubon,  from  the  Corporation  of  Bruntislandf  against 
the  use  of  Molasses  in  Distilleries  and  Breweries.     By  Six 
Gborgb  Clbbk,  frrom  the  County  of  PeeUea,  enmplahiing 
of  losing  their  Members  by  the  Reform  Bill  for  Scotland 
By  Mr.  Wilks,  from  George  Lester,  Esq.,  againit  the 
Game  Laws.   By  Ix>rd  Mobfbth,  two  Petitions,  one  from 
the  persons  engaged  in  the  Woollen  Trade  at  HuddcaOBH, 
against,  and  the  other  firom  persons  employed  in  Factoctas 
at  Keighley,  in  Csvour  ofthe  Cotton  Factoriea  Apfrnntiess 
BiU. 

Punishment  for  Blasphemt  — 
Case  of  Mr.  Carlile.]  Mr.  John 
Wood  presented  a  Petition  from  Richard 
Carlisle,  praying  the  House  would  in- 
stitute an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  verdict  for  which  he 
now  suBered  fine  and  imprisonment  was 
obtained,  and  that  the  House  would  pre- 
sent an  Address  to  the  Crown,  prayin§^hii 
Majesty  would  grant  him  a  pardon,  and 
exonerate  him  from  the  fine  and  imprison- 
ment; and,  thirdly,  praying  the  House 
would  make  some  alteration  in  the  existing 
Jury  laws,  so  as  to  prevent  Juries  from 
being  starved  and  exhausted  into  a  verdict. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  stated,  that 
on  receiving  the  petition,  he  had  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  send  it  to  the  Recorder, 
in  order  that  that  functionary  might  be 
aware  of  the  charges  which  the  petition 
contained  against  him,  and  he  had  received 
a  reply  from  that  learned  person,  that  the 
petition  being  addressed  to  the  Houses 
and  not  to  him,  he  would  not  read  it. 
I  He  had  also  given  the  Attorney  Generml 
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notice  of  his  intention  to  present  it,  in 
order  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
might  refute  any  of  the  charges  in  case  he 
saw  fit;   but,   as   the  hon.  and   learned 
Member  was  not  present,  he  now  thought 
it  his  duty  to  defer  the  presentation  no 
longer.     The  petition  stated,  that  the  trial 
on   which  the   petitioner  was  convicted 
lasted  from  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning 
till  two  o'clock  in  the  next  morning,  during 
the  whole  of  which  time  the  petitioner  was 
kept   at  the  bar  of  the  Court,  without 
being  suffered  to  take  any  equivalent  re- 
freshment to  sustain  his  spirits  during  his 
harassing   and    tedious   trial ;    that    the 
Recorder  and  Counsel  left  the  Court  in 
order  that  they  might  dine,  and,  on  re- 
turning, proceeded  again  with  the   trial. 
That,  in   consequence  of  the   severe  ex- 
haustion of  his  animal  spirits,  from  fasting 
so  long,  the  petitioner's  defence  was  much 
injured,   and  many  circumstances  in  his 
favour  were  omitted,  in  consequence,  to  be 
urged   to  the  Jury.     That  after  he  had 
finished  his  defence,   the  Recorder  ad- 
dressed the  Jury  in  accusation  of  the  pe- 
titioner; and  that  after  he  had  concluded, 
the  Jury  retired  at  nine,  and  returned  at 
eleven,  stating,  that  they  had  not  agreed 
on  their  verdict.     The  Recorder  asked  if 
he  could  assist  them,  and  sent  them  back. 
They  were  recalled  in  an  hour,  and  stated 
that  they  could  not  agree  as  to  the  pubh- 
cation  being  a  libel ;  they  were  again  sent 
back,  and  at  the  interval  of  an  hour  were 
recalled,   and   addressed   in   uncourteous 
language  by  the  Recorder,  who  threatened, 
if  they,  did  not  shortly  agree,  to  leave  the 
Court,   go  home,  and  not  receive   their 
verdict  till  the  next  day,  thus  locking  them 
up,  fasting,  all  the  remainder  of  the  night. 
That  at  half-past  one,  they  returned  with 
no  signs  of  having  agreed  on  the  verdict ; 
and  after  some  further  observations  from 
the  Recorder,  they  asked  for  five  minutes 
more,  and  then  found  their  verdict — Guilty. 
The  Recorder    then  proceeded  to   pass 
sentence,  and  said,   as  a  reason  for  the 
aggravated  punishment  inflicted  on  the 
petitioner,  that  the  verdict  was  the  result 
of  great  deliberation  on  the  part  of  the 
Jury)  and  required  the  exercise  of  additional 
severity  on  his  part.     He  did  not  make 
himself  answerable  for  any  one  of  the  state- 
ments of  the  petition  ;  he  meant  to  make 
no  comments  on  those  statements  ;  but  if 
the  conduct  attributed  to  the  Recorder 
had  really  taken  place,  he  must  say,  the 
case  would  require  some  further  investi- 


gation by  that  House,  and  some  further 
proceedings  would  be  necessary  against 
that  Judge.  In  passing  sentence,  he  had 
inflicted  a  severe  punishment  on  Mr.  Car- 
lile,  because  the  verdict  was  the  result  of 
much  deliberation  ;  when  it  was  evident, 
if  the  statements  of  the  petition  were  true, 
that  the  Jury  were  starved  and  bullied 
into  their  verdict.  He  had  done  his  duty 
in  presenting  the  petition,  and  he  thought 
it  behoved  that  House  and  the  City  of 
I  London  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances.  He  moved,  that  the  pe- 
tition should  be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Hunt  very  much  regretted  that  none 
of  the  Aldermen  of  the  City  of  London 
were  present  at  a  time  when  a  petition 
was  presented  which  deeply  affected  the 
character  of  a  Judge  appointed  by  the 
Corporation.  He  could  not,  at  the  same 
time,  but  reprobate  the  practice  by  which 
judicial  guzzling  was  kept  up  at  the  Old 
Bailey,  and  which  materially  interfered 
with  the  ends  of  justice. 

The  petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Foot-Paths.]  Mr.  John  Wood  rose 
to  present  a  Petition  from  Manchester 
against  the  present  state  of  the  law  for 
stopping  up  Foot-Paths.  Parties  were 
frequently  put  to  very  considerable  ex- 
pense in  prosecuting  appeals  when  the 
order  of  the  Magistrates  was  abandoned, 
and  the  appellants  left  to  pay  the  costs, 
they  therefore  prayed,  that  appeals  might 
lie  from  Justices  to  Juries,  and  not,  as  at 
present,  from  Justices  in  Petty  Sessions 
to  Justices  at  Quarter  Sessions. 

Mr.  Strickland  said,  that  under  the 
common-law,  a  foot-path  could  only  be 
stopped  up  by  an  action  for  trespass, 
which  could  be  tried  by  a  Judge  and 
Jury.  The  Statute  gave  an  arbitrary 
power  to  two  Magistrates  to  stop  any  foot- 
way by  passing  an  order  for  that  purpose, 
which  could  be  quashed  only  by  appeal  to 
the  Qirarter  Sessions,  and  this,  which 
caused  a  great  expense  to  parties,  was 
tedious  and  vexatious.  Few  individuals 
would  trouble  themselves  to  prosecute 
such  appeals,  probably  to  be  heard  before 
the  very  Magistrates  who  granted  the 
order. 

Mr.  Wilks  thought  the  matter  of  great 
importance  to  the  health  of  the  people, 
because  foot-ways  had  been  generally 
stopped-up  of  late  years.  Many  rich  indi- 
viduals, from  the  prevailing  fashion  of 
desiring  to  be  private,  would  sacrifice  con« 


651 


The  Beer  Trade. 


{COMMONS}  Case  of  Murder 


w 


siderable  sums  of  money  to  attain  that 
object.  This  power  of  Magistrates  should 
be  placed  under  restraint.  There  could 
be  no  difHculty  whatever  in  Juries  decid- 
ing such  questions. 

Mr.  Fyshe  Palmer  observed,  that  the 
desire  to  encroach  was  so  general,  that  it 
was  a  common  thing  to  hear  one  Magis- 
trate saying  to  another,  ''  Come  and 
dine  with  me,  and  I  shall  expect  you  an 
hour  earlier,  as  I  want  to  stop  up  a  foot- 
way." The  public  convenience  was  out 
of  the  question.  In  Berkshire  these  prac- 
tices had  to  his  knowledge  been  carried  to 
a  great  extent.  Several  roads  had  been 
stopped  which  were  of  great  public  utility, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  remedy  the  evil  by 
the  Highways  Bill,  which  would  only  add 
to  them,  for  it  would  do  away  with  the 
technical  and  other  difficulties,  which 
were  at  present  some  restraint,  and  if  it 
passed,  there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent 
Magistrates  closing  up  every  foot-way  in 
the  kingdom. 

The  Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Distillation  from  Molassks.]  Sir 
George  Clerk  presented  a  Petition  from 
the  Distillers  of  Scotland,  complaining  of 
the  abuses  arising  out  of  the  allowance  of 
a  drawback  of  a  shilling  on  every  gallon 
of  whiskey  distilled  from  malt,  and  ex- 
ported from  Scotland,  and  praying  that 
the  Resolution  on  that  subject  be  repealed, 
as  it  caused  a  great  loss  to  the  revenue, 
without  being  of  any  advantage  to  the 
distillers. 

Mr.  Leader  complained  of  the  frauds 
practised  on  the  revenue  by  this  drawback: 
ihc  Irish  distillers,  by  its  operation,  were 
undersold  in  their  own  market.  He  freely 
concurred  in  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  0' Council  observed,  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  system  operated,  might  be 
judged  of  from  the  fact,  that  duty  was 
paid  on  16,000,000  gallons,  while  the 
drawback  was  obtained  on  17,(^00,000 
gallons,  though  there  was  a  considerable 
quantity  consumed  at  home.  The  system 
gave  one  class  of  men  more  advantages 
than  another  engaged  in  the  same  trade, 
and,  therefore,  ought  to  be  abolished. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

The  Bekr  Trade.]  Lord  Morpeth 
presented  a  Petition  from  a  number  of 
Clergymen  of  the  West  Riding  of  the 
County  of  York,  complaining  of  the  bad 
effects  of  the  opening  of  so  many  houses 


under  the  new  Beer  Act.  They  were  the 
scenes  of  all  kinds  of  immoraUty  and 
gambling,  were  frequented  by  the  worst 
characters,  and  in  many  cases  had  become 
nuisances  to  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
they  had  been  established.  The  petition- 
ers were  of  opinion,  that  they  had  pro- 
duced the  worst  effects  on  the  morals  of 
the  lower  classes. 

Mr.  Hunt  defended  the  Bill,  and  aaked 
the  noble  Lord  if  he  and  the  petitionen 
were  anxious  to  drive  the  people  to  the 
pernicious  practice  of  dram-drinking,  which 
was  infinitely  worse  than  beer  drinking: 
gin  shops  had  already  small  glasses  for 
boys  and  girls.  If  tne  consumption  of 
beer  was  discouraged,  the  use  of  ardent 
spirits  would  be  encouraged,  and  cheap 
beer  was  certainly  better  Uian  cheap  gio. 

Mr.  Strickland  professed  his  determi- 
nation to  oppose  any  sudden  alteration  of 
the  law  with  respect  to  beer- shops,  and 
observed,  that  at  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
where  the  Letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  taken  into  consideration,  the 
Magistrates,  after  hearing  all  that  conld 
be  said  against  the  beer-shops,  decided, 
merely  by  a  majority  of  one,  to  report 
against  them. 

Lord  Morpeth  had  no  wish  to  put  the 
retail  beer  trade  down,  but  was  of  opinion 
that  the  houses  might  be  better  regu- 
lated. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Case  of  Murder  in  Ireland.]  Mr. 
James  E.  Gordon  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and,  in  order  that  the  question 
might  be  perfectly  intelligible,  he  would 
brieHy  state  the  facts  of  the  case  out  of 
which  it  arose.  A  party,  consisting  of 
several  persons,  went  to  the  house  of  a 
parish  Priest  in  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  some  ceremony  performed.  When 
they  arrived  there,  they  found  the  Priest 
was  absent,  and  that  his  curate  was  on- 
ployed  in  baptising  a  child.  They  pressed 
their  desire  to  see  the  Curate,  and  he 
came  out  in  a  violent  rage,  seized  a  large 
club,  and  not  content  with  driving  the 
party  from  the  house,  chased  them  along 
the  street.  Tlie  Curate,  on  his  return  to 
the  house,  met  with  a  person,  who  fell 
upon  his  knees  and  implored  pardon.  This, 
however,  had  no  effect,  for  the  Curate 
raised  the  club,  and,  while  the  man  was  on 
his  knees,  struck  him  on  the  head.  From 
the  effects  of  the  blow,  the  man  dii 
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IB  tw6aty-four  hours.  A  Coroner's  Inquest 
was  held,  and  of  fifteen  persons  who  had 
witnessed  the  transaction,  not  one  would 
give  testimony  against  the  Priest.  He 
must  also  observe,  that  the  individual  who 
had  given  the  Priest  notice  of  the  death 
of  the  mail,  was  the  brother  of  the  mur- 
dered party.  After  much  supineness  on 
i\\e  part  of  the  Coroner  or  Magistrates, 
and  not  tiU  public  clamour  rendered  some 
step  necessary,  a  warrant  was  issued  for  the 
apprehension  of  the  Priest.  That  person, 
however,  in  the  meantime  between  the 
murder,  and  the  issuing  of  the  warrant, 
had  left  the  place  in  disguise,  and  fled,  it 
was  believed,  to  France.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  whether  or  not  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  before  the  Government,  and  if 
they  were,  whether  or  not  any  steps  had 
been  taken,  with  a  view  to  the  apprehen- 
sion of  the  person  who  had  committed 
the  murder?  He  did  not  draw  attention 
to  this  case  because  a  Catholic  Priest  was 
implicated  in  it,  but  simply  because  an 
act  of  dreadful  atrocity  had  been  perpe- 
trated, and  it  ought  to  be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  the  case  had  certainly 
been  laid  before  tl>e  Government,  and  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  much  misstated  it, 
as  it  had  come  under  his  (Mr.  Stanley's) 
knowledge.  A  Roman  Catholic  Priest 
was  performing  the  rights  of  baptism  ; 
some  persons  assembled  outside  of  the 
house,  initated  the  Priest,  and  the  Priest 
did,  with  a  large  stick,  kill  one  of  ihem. 
This  occurred  on  the  18th  of  last  month. 
On  the  19th  the  person  struck  with  the 
stick  died,  and  on  the  20th  a  Coroner's 
Inquest  was  held.  The  charge  of  supine- 
ness, therefore,  was  not  well  founded.  It 
was  true,  that  several  persons  who  were 
present  when  the  fatal  assault  was  com- 
mitted, refused  to  give  evidence,  and  it 
was  only  upon  the  evidence  of  two  sur- 
geons who  attended  the  murdered  man, 
that  the  Jury  were  able  to  arrive  at  the 
fact,  that  the  death  of  the  party  had  been 
caused  by  a  blow.  The  Jury,  therefore, 
which  consisted  of  seven  Protestants  and 
five  Roman  Catholics,  returned  as  their 
verdict,  that  the  man  came  by  his  death 
from  a  blow  inflicted  by  some  person  who 
could  not  be  identified.  It  was  true  the 
Priest  had  absconded ;  but  it  was  rather  too 
much  to  ask  the  Goveroment  to  say  where 
the  Priest  had  gone.  The  Government 
had,  in  fact,  no  ground  to  justify  the  appre- 
bensioQ  of  the  Priest;  or,  if  apprehended. 


to  commit  that  person.  The  Government 
had,  however,  been  extremely  anxious  to 
have  the  matter  investigated,  and  it  had 
adopted  all  means  within  its  power  to  ef- 
fect that  object. 

Mr.  Jcunes  E,  Gordon  intended  to  bring 
no  charge  aojainstthe  Government. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  there  was  one 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
which  had  not  been  proved,  vizi  that  the 
Priest  struck  a  person  not  engaged  in  the 
fray.  This  was  material ;  but  life  had 
been  lost,  and  the  utmost  activity  ought  to 
be  used  to  bring  the  criminals  to  justice. 
He  wished  to  ask,  if  the  parties  who  were 
said  to  have  refused  to  give  evidence  had 
been  committed  ? 

Mr.  Stanley  read  a  letter  to  the  Irish 
Government,  stating  the  origin  of  the  bu- 
siness, and  mentioning,  among  other  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  brother  and  sister  of 
the  deceased  said  he  was  struck  while  on 
his  knees,  asking  pardon  of  the  Priest  for 
what  he  had  done,  and  that  there  was  great 
diflBculty  in  procuring  any  testimony  from 
those  who  were  present.  It  further  ap- 
peared, that  the  persons  refusing  to  be 
sworn  had  been  committed  by  the  Coroner. 

Here  the  conversation  dropped. 

The  King's  Message  —  Provision 
FOR  THE  Princess  Victoria.]  On  the 
Motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee,  to  take  into 
consideration  the  Message  from  his  Ma- 
jesty, respecting  a  further  grant  of  money 
to  the  Duchess  of  Kent  and  Pruicess 
Victoria. 

Tlie  Chairman  having  read  the  Mes- 
sage— [for  which  see  ante  p.  591.] 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  he  apprehended 
no  difference  of  opinion  would  exist  with 
respect  to  the  proposition  which  he  was 
al)out  to  submit  to  the  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  the  wish  of  every.  Gen- 
tleman present,  that  the  provision  made 
for  the  Heir  Presumptive  to  the  Throne, 
should  be  such  as  was  suitable  to  her  sit- 
uation and  rank.  From  circumstances,  to 
which  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  al- 
lude, the  maintenance  and  support  of  her 
Royal  Highness  the  Princess  Victoria, 
had,  up  to  the  present  moment,  been 
scarcely  any  charge  at  all  to  the  public, 
A  change,  however,  had  taken  place  in 
those  circumstances,  and  it  had  now  be- 
come, he  conceived,  the  bounden  duty  of 
that  House,  to  make  such  a  suitable  allow- 
ance to  the  Princess,  as  might  support  her 
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the  part  of  the  people  of  England  which 
she  had  obtained;  and,  considering  the 
numerous  public  charities  which  she  con- 
tributed to  support,  he  was  far  from  think- 
ing that  the  grant  proposed  was  too  much. 
He  recommended  the  hon.  Member  to 
withdraw  his  amendment,  in  order  that 
the  vote  might  be  carried  unanimously. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  hoped  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  would  withdraw  his 
amendment. 

Sir  M.  W,  Ridley  declared  his  cordial 
concurrence  in  the  Motion,  and  begged  to 
take  that  opportunity  of  suggesting  to  his 
noble  friend,  what  he  thought  would  be 
▼erv  congenial  to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  tW  country.  He  hoped  he  should  not 
be  considered  intruding,  if  he  begged  to 
suggest,  that  it  might  be  possible  in  the 
course  of  this  proceeding  to  give  a  name 
and  title  to  her  Royal  Highness,  more 
accordant  to  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  handing 
down  the  name  of  Elizabeth,  instead  of 
Victoria,  as  the  Queen  of  this  country 
{laughter].  He  assured  the  noble  Lord 
who  laughed,  that  he  had  heard  the  sub- 
ject frequently  and  seriously  argued. 

Mr.  O'Coimell  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
l^rd,  and  believed  there  was  not  a  second 
individual  in  the  country  who  did  not  feel 
that  the  situation  of  the  Duchess  of  Kent 
entitled  her  to  this  provision.  The  conduct 
of  her  Royal  Highness  was  an  example  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  that  Ireland,  al- 
though poor,  was  anxious  to  contribute 
her  small  mite  to  the  proper  splendor  and 
dignity  of  tlie  Grown,  at  tl)e  same  time 
that  the  people  did  not  wish  to  see  any 
profuse  or  extravagant  luxury.  Tlie  people 
of  his  country  would,  he  was  sure,  cor- 
dially assent  to  the  proposed  grant* 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  concurred  most  cor- 
dially in  the  Motion,  and  was  disposed  to 
consider  very  favourably  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Newcastle.  The  name 
the  Princess  now  bore  had  no  historical 
associations  to  recommend  it  to  the  people, 
and,  dear  though  she  was,  other  names 
might  be  given  her  which  would  render 
her  still  dearer  to  the  nation.  There  were 
precedents  for  the  change  of  names  in  the 
Royal  Houses  both  of  Scotland  and 
France. 

Lord  AUhorp  begged  to  correct  a  mis- 
take of  the  hon.  member  for  Preston.  So 
far  from   the  question  of  the  Queen's 


Dower  having  been  brought  on  at  a  late 
hour  at  night,  it  was  brought  on  at  the 
same  hour  as  this  question.  In  fact,  a 
Message  from  the  Throne  always  received 
precedence  before  the  ordinary  business 
of  die  House.  After  the  unanimity  which 
had  been  manifested,  he  had  only  to 
express  his  satisfaction  and  gratification 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  House  had 
declared  its  approbation  of  the  proposi- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  sug^stion  of 
his  hon.  friend,  he  must  say,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  a  matter  of  great  consequence 
what  name  the  Sovereign  of  the  country 
bore.  He  could  only  hope  that  the  name 
of  Victoria  would  be  as  glorious  as  any 
other  in  the  history  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  most  cheer- 
fully agreed  with  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  re-christening  of  the  Princess ;  but  as 
to  the  grant,  he  had  heard  nothing  to 
induce  him  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 
The  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  West- 
minster, called  this  provision  merely  decent. 
A  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  went  further,  and  said, 
it  was  liberal.  The  fact  was,  he  believed, 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  proposed 
double  the  amount,  it  would  not  have 
been  opposed  at  that  side.  It  was  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  no  man  of 
proper  feeling  would  oppose  this  grant. 
He  hoped  that  he  had  as  good  feeling  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  When  they  talked 
of  decency  and  good  feeling,  he  wished 
he  could  take  hon.  Gentlemen  down  to 
the  North  of  England,  where  the  people 
were  not,  perhaps,  so  well  ofiPas  the  people 
of  Ireland,  who  were  giving  their  potatoes 
to  pay  this  grant.  He  would  take  them 
to  where  the  poor  weavers  of  Lancashire 
were  working  without  necessary  clothing. 
Would  that  be  called  decent  ?  He  thought 
the  sum  which  he  proposed  would  be 
quite  adequate  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Princess,  considering  the  alteration  in  the 
value  of  money,  and  he  could  not  with- 
draw his  amendment 

Mr.  Watson  Taylor  said,  her  Royal 
Highness  acted  as  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  of  this  country  had  always 
done — she  was  the  patroness  of  all  cha- 
rities, and  large  portions  of  her  funds  went 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  aged,  and  the 
infirm.  The  benevolent  institutions  of  the 
country  derived  great  benefit  from  the 
private  bounty  of  box  Royal  HighnesSi  and 
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he  thought  the  course  taken  fagf  the  bon. 
member  for  Preston  a  very  inmknis  ooe, 
appealing,  as  he  did,  to  the  worst  and  most 
mercenary  feelings  of  the  pe<mle»  He 
was  sure,  that  the  grant  woula  be  well 
applied. 

L(»d  Easinwr  conld  not  believe^that 
even  the  bon.  member  for  Preston,  if  be 
knew  how  the  funds  of  her  Royal  High- 
ness were  dispensed^  would  object  to  Vm 
proposition. 

Mr.  Protheroe  said,  that  although  he 
was  bound  by  his  pledges  to  his  consti- 
tuents to  support  every  measuie  of  eco- 
nomy, lie  could  not  forbear  expressing  the 
pleasure  with  which  he  supported  this 
proposition.  He  was  convinced,  that  the 
public  would  be  satisfied  with  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment, and  the  numbers  were*— Ayes  0$ 
Noes  223— Majoritjf  223, 

Original  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Usages  of  thb  House.]  Mr.  C.  IF. 
Wytm  complained,  that  the  door  of  the 
House  had  been  violently  closed  Kgaiaet 
him,  as  he  was  entering,  by  the  Deputy. 
Serjeant-at-Arms.  He  understood,  that 
every  Member  had  a  ri^t  to  enter  the 
House  previous  to  a  divisicMi,  imtil  the 
question  was  put  from  the  Chair ;  wheieai, 
he  had  been  excluded  before  the  questicm 
was  actually  put.  He  should  not  have 
noticed  this  affair  if  he  had  not  been 
treated  with  violence. 

Lord  Althorp  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Member  the  propriety  of  postponing  his 
complaint  until  the  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  that  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  was  the  officer  of  the  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  and  might  now  re- 
ceive directions  not  to  repeat  the  conduct 
of  which  he  complained. 

An  Him*  Member  said,  that  the  question 
had  bees  put  before  the  Deputy-Sei^nt 
closed  the  door,  smd  was  put  again,  in 
consequence  of  the  confusion  whKh  pre- 
vailed in  the  House. 

Mr.  Bernal  (the  Chairman)  understood, 
that  when  once  the  question  was  pat  from 
the  Chair,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  S&rjeant 
immediately  to  dose  the  door ;  and  if  his 
eyes  did  not  deceive  Um,  the  Deputy- 
Serjeant  proceeded  lo  do  so  in  the  just 
execution  of  his  duty.  If  there  was  any 
want  of  courtesy  mwn  )>y  that  officer,  a 
complaint  mig^t  properiy  be  made,  when 
tbe  House  reeumed^  to  itae  Speaker. 


Mr.  C.  W.  Wym  did  not  know  that  it 
was  part  of  the  duty  of  the  t^puty  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms to  shut  tbe  door  when  « 
Member  was  partly  in  and  partly  o«l  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  C  Calvert  said,  that  the  l)ap«lii» 
Serjeant  had  been  repeatedly  called  mlSf 
the  House  to  shut  tbe  door  previoua  f^ 
doinff  so. 

Aamiral  Adam  was  near  the  dooft 
tbought  it  his  duty  to  say  the  qi 
been  put,  and  the  door  could  noi  oe  gio» 
from  the  Members  about  it. 

Hie  House  resumed. 

Beloic    Nbootiatioks.]     On    L 
Akhorp'e  moviogi  dbat  the  House        ivc 
itself  mto  a  CoBmittee  of  the   i 
House   on  tbe   Refoou   of  Pi  m\ 

(England)  BiU, 

Lord  EUot  said,  he  r  as 

tioB  to  the  noble  Seen       '  oi  <         io& : 
Foreign  Afiairs,  which  ne  wi         j 
asked  in  the  Committee  of  £        y 
Monday,  had  the  House  met  < 

It  related  to  the  a&irs  oC  Ho 
had  had  personal  oppertuni  i 

ing  the  respect  and  mien     i        vaien  u 
English  were  fermeriy  Ue        w  Ho 
and  Belgium.    He  was  a       ac< 
with  the  Manner  in  v  king 

Netherlands  had       learea  tii 
inhabitants  of    tne  i  fMovi 

though   the  obstinate  preji  oi   u 

Belgians  prevented  them  fiora         a     *i3 
ciatmg  his  worth.    He  had  naa 
opportunity  of  witne  his       lu  ) 

paternal  government  ai  the 

reigned  over  liie  uni<      «ing(       m  «m 
laiKl  and  the  Netl       nds.    He  i      « 
pleasure  observed  Ifuri 

that  country  had  i    ae  m 
parity.    Hie '.        a  b 

the  kingdom  wuich,  ne  w  m 

called  into  existence  by  tac  % 
Vienna,  and  its  integrity  v       >%■ 
by  the  great  Powers  ol  a«k-\ 

acquisition  of<      itoryu       ou 
king  of  Holh  de  4 

Some  time  toe  . 

off  their  aliegu      i  ^ 

The  great  Powers  wouia 
to  o  the 
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the  part  of  the  i)Ooplc  of  England  which 
she  had  obtained;  and,  considering  the 
numerous  public  charities  which  she  con- 
tributed to  support,  he  was  far  from  think- 
ing that  the  grant  proposed  was  too  much. 
He  recommended  the  hon.  Member  to 
withdraw  his  amendment,  in  order  that 
the  vote  might  be  carried  unanimously. 

Mr.  Huglies  Hughes  hoped  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  would  withdraw  his 
amendment. 

Sir  M,  W.  Ridley  declared  his  cordial 
concurrence  in  the  Motion,  and  begged  to 
take  tliat  opportunity  of  suggesting  to  his 
noble  friend,  what  he  thought  would  be 
verv  congenial  to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  tills  country.  He  hoped  he  should  not 
be  considered  intruding,  if  he  begged  to 
suggest,  that  it  might  be  possible  in  the 
course  of  this  proceeding  to  give  a  name 
and  title  to  her  Royal  Highness,  more 
accordant  to  the  feelings  of  the  people. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  handing 
down  the  name  of  Elizabeth,  instead  of 
Victoria,  as  the  Queen  of  this  country 
[laughter].  He  assured  the  noble  Lord 
who  laughed,  that  he  had  heard  the  sub- 
ject frequently  and  seriously  argued. 

Mr.  O'Comicll  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
l^rd,  and  believed  there  was  not  a  second 
individual  in  the  country  who  did  not  feel 
that  the  situation  of  the  Duchess  of  Kent 
entitled  her  to  this  provision.  The  conduct 
of  her  Royal  Highness  was  an  example  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  that  Ireland,  al- 
though poor,  was  anxious  to  contribute 
her  small  mite  to  the  proper  splendor  and 
dignity  of  the  Grown,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  people  did  not  wish  to  see  any 
profuse  or  extravagant  luxury.  Tlie  people 
of  his  country  would,  he  was  sure,  cor- 
dially assent  to  the  proposed  grant* 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  concurred  most  cor- 
dially in  the  Motion,  and  was  disposed  to 
consider  very  favourably  the  suggestion  of 
the  hoD.  member  for  Newcastle.  The  name 
the  Princess  now  bore  had  no  historical 
associations  to  recommend  it  to  the  people, 
and,  dear  though  she  was,  other  names 
might  be  given  her  which  would  render 
bcr  still  dearer  to  the  nation.  There  were 
precedeots  for  the  change  of  names  in  the 
Royal  Houses  both  of  Scotland  and 
France. 

Lord  AUhorp  begged  to  correct  a  mis- 
take of  the  hon.  member  for  Preston.  So 
far  from   the  question  of  the  Queen's 


Dower  having  been  brought  on  at  a  late 
hour  at  night,  it  was  brought  on  at  the 
same  hour  as  this  question.  In  fact,  a 
Message  from  the  Throne  always  received 
precedence  before  the  ordinary  business 
of  die  House.  After  the  unanimity  which 
had  been  manifested,  he  had  only  to 
express  his  satisfaction  and  gratification 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  House  had 
declared  its  approbation  of  the  proposi- 
tion. With  res))ect  to  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  friend,  he  must  say,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  a  matter  of  great  consequence 
what  name  the  Sovereign  of  the  cx>antry 
bore.  He  could  only  hope  that  the  name 
of  Victoria  would  be  as  glorious  as  any 
other  in  the  history  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  most  cheer- 
fully agreed  with  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Loncl. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  re-christening  of  the  Princess ;  but  as 
to  the  grant,  he  had  heard  nothing  to 
induce  him  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 
The  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  West- 
minster, called  this  provision  merely  decent, 
A  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  went  further,  and  said, 
it  was  liberal.  The  fact  was,  he  believed, 
if  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  proposed 
double  the  amount,  it  would  not  have 
been  opposed  at  that  side.  It  was  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  no  man  oi 
proper  feeling  would  oppose  this  grant. 
He  hoped  that  he  had  as  good  feeling  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  When  they  talked 
of  decency  and  good  feeling,  he  wished 
he  could  take  hon.  Gentlemen  down  to 
the  North  of  England,  where  the  people 
were  not,  perhaps,  so  well  ofiT  as  the  people 
of  Ireland,  who  were  giving  their  potatoes 
to  pay  this  grant.  He  would  take  them 
to  where  the  poor  weavers  of  Lancashire 
were  working  wiUiout  necessary  clothing. 
Would  that  be  called  decent  ?  He  thought 
the  sum  which  he  proposed  would  be 
quite  adequate  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Princess,  considering  the  alteration  in  the 
value  of  money,  and  he  could  not  with- 
draw his  amendment. 

Mr.  Watson  Taylor  said,  her  Royal 
Highness  acted  as  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  of  this  country  had  always 
done — she  was  the  patroness  of  all  cha- 
rities, and  large  portions  of  her  funds  went 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  aged,  and  the 
infirm.  The  benevolent  institutions  of  the 
country  derived  great  benefit  from  tbe 
private  bounty  of  hex  Royal  HighnesSy  and 
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he  thought  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston  a  very  invidious  one, 
appealing,  as  he  did,  to  the  worst  and  most 
mercenary  feeUngs  of  the  people.  He 
was  sure,  that  the  grant  would  be  well 
applied. 

Lord  Eastnor  could  not  believe,  that 
even  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  if  be 
knew  how  the  funds  of  her  Royal  High- 
ness were  dispensed,  would  object  to  this 
proposition. 

Mr.  Protheroe  said,  that  although  he 
was  bound  by  his  pledges  to  his  consti- 
tuents to  support  every  measure  of  eco- 
nomy, he  could  not  forbear  expressing  the 
pleasure  with  which  he  supported  this 
proposition.  He  was  convinced,  that  the 
public  would  be  satisfied  with  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment, and  the  numbers  were — Ayes  0; 
Noes  223— Majority  223. 

Original  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Usages  of  the  House.]  Mr.  C.  W. 
Wynn  complained,  that  the  door  of  the 
House  had  been  violently  closed  against 
him,  as  he  was  entering,  by  the  Deputy 
Serjeant-at-Arms.  He  understood,  that 
every  Member  had  a  right  to  enter  the 
House  previous  to  a  division,  until  the 
question  was  put  from  the  Chair  ;  whereas, 
he  had  been  excluded  before  the  question 
was  actually  put.  He  should  not  have 
noticed  this  affair  if  he  had  not  been 
treated  with  violence. 

Lord  Althorp  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Member  the  propriety  of  postponing  his 
complaint  until  the  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  that  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  was  the  officer  of  the  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  and  might  now  re- 
ceive directions  not  to  repeat  the  conduct 
of  which  he  complained. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  that  the  question 
had  been  put  before  the  Deputy-Serjeant 
closed  the  door,  and  was  put  again,  in 
consequence  of  the  confusion  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  House. 

Mr.  Bemal  (the  Chairman)  understood, 
that  when  once  the  question  was  put  from 
the  Chair,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Serjeant 
immediately  to  close  the  door  ;  and  if  his 
eyes  did  not  deceive  him,  the  Deputy- 
Serjeant  proceeded  to  do  so  in  the  just 
execution  of  his  duty.  If  there  was  any 
want  of  courtesy  shown  by  that  ofHcer,  a 
complaint  might  properly  be  made,  when 
the  House  resum^,  to  the  Speaker.  | 


Mr.  C.  17.  Wynn  did  not  know  that  it 
was  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Deputy  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms to  shut  the  door  when  a 
Member  was  partly  in  and  partly  out  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  C.  Calvert  said,  that  the  Deputy- 
Serjeant  had  been  repeatedly  called  on  by 
the  House  to  shut  the  door  previous  to 
doing  so. 

Admiral  Adain  was  near  the  door,  and 
thought  it  his  duty  to  say  the  question  had 
been  put,  and  the  door  could  not  be  closed 
from  the  Members  about  it. 

The  House  resumed. 

Belgic  Negotiations.]  On  Lord 
Althorp's  moving,  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  the  Reform  of  Parliament 
(England)  Bill, 

Lord  Eliot  said,  he  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  which  he  would  have 
asked  in  the  Committee  of  Supply  on 
Monday,  had  the  House  met  on  that  day. 
It  related  to  the  affairs  of  Holland.  He 
had  had  personal  opportunities  of  observ- 
ing the  respect  and  esteem  with  which  the 
English  were  formerly  treated  in  Holland 
and  Belgium.  He  was  also  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  had  endeared  himself  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  northern  provinces, 
though  the  obstinate  prejudices  of  the 
Belgians  prevented  them  from  duly  appre- 
ciating his  worth.  He  had  had  ample 
opportunity  of  witnessing  his  mild  and 
paternal  government  during  the  time  he 
reigned  over  the  united  kingdom  of  Hol- 
land and  the  Netherlands.  He  had  with 
pleasure  observed  the  rapid  progress  which 
that  country  had  made  in  internal  pros- 
perity. The  Belgic  States  formed  part  of 
the  kingdom  which,  he  might  say,  was 
called  into  existence  by  the  Congress  o£ 
Vienna,  and  its  integrity  was  recognised 
by  the  great  Powers  of  Europe.  For  the 
acquisition  of  territory  thus  obtained,  the 
king  of  Holland  made  great  sacrifioes. 
Some  time  since,  the  Belgians  had  thrown 
off  their  allegiance  to  the  king  of  Hollands 
The  great  Powers  would  not  resort  to  force, 
to  compel  the  Belgians  to  return  to  their 
allegiance,  but  tli^y  interposed  between 
the  parties  by  mediation.  Throughout 
the  negotiations,  the  king  of  Holland  had 
acted  in  the  most  conciliatory  manner, 
though  he  would  have  been  justified  in 
considering  the  revolt  of  Belgium  aa  an 


663      Parliamentary  Reform--     {COMMONS}  Bill  for  England-^  664 


insurrectionary  movement,  and  in  having 
recourse  to  arms  to  quell  it.     It  now  ap- 
peared, tliat  Great  Britain  was  a  party  to 
an  arrangement  by  which  thetwo  kingdoms 
were  to  be  separated.     The  eflPect  which 
this  proceeding  had  produced  in  Holland 
was  very  great.  It  had  caused  Sir  Charles 
Bagot  to  be  completely  excluded   from 
society.     There  was  but  one  cry  through- 
out Holland,  not  against  the  hostility,  but 
the  duplicity  of  England.     As  to  the  for- 
tresses in  the  Netherlands  which  it  had 
'  been  agreed  by  the  Allied  Powers  to  raze, 
the  inhabitants  of  the  country  considered 
]  them  as  much  their  own  as  the  ground  on 
which  they  were  built.     The  question  he 
I  had  to  ask  he  would   put  in  nearly  the 
noble  Lord's  own  words,  and  it  was — "  Is 
*  there  any  objection  to  giving  the  other 
^acts  and  documents  the  same  publicity  as 
^the  Protocol?'' 

I     Viscount  Palmer  Stan  said,  it  would  be 
•extremely  inconvenient  to  enter  into  any 
^discussion  on  Foreign  Affairs  at  that  hour, 
and  impede  the  progress  of  the  Reform 
iBill.     He  therefore  would  content  himself 
?with  stating,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord, 
hhat  he  did  see  great  and  material  objec- 
tions to  giving  to  the  other  documents 
Jthe  same  publicity  as  to  the  Protocol  in 
f question.     He  could  not  possibly  at  pre- 
^sent  consent  to  lay  before  the  House  any 
^other  documents  excepting  those  which 
%ad  been  made  public. 
^     Lord  Eliot  asked,  why  it  was,  that  pub- 
licity should  not  be  given  to  those  docu- 
.ments  as  well  as  to  the  Protocol  ? 
r^  Viscount  Palmerston  replied,  that  the 
protocol   had  been   published  in  conse- 
jqueuce  of  the  allusion  which  had   been 
^ade  to  it  in  the  Speech  of  the  king  of  the 
Pprench,  and  which  rendered  it  necessary 
^hat  the  matter  should  be  fairly  explained. 
T3y  the  publication  of  the  other  papers,  the 
jobject  which  they  had  in  view  might  be 
nentirely  marred. 

^.  Mr,  O'Connell  protested  against  the 
Geology  pronounced  by  the  noble  Lord 
^iipon  the  king  of  Holland,  and  thought 
^the  Belgians  were  justified  in  revolting 
^against  a  gprinding  despotism. 

Parliamentary  Reform  —  Bill 
Efoe  England  —  Committee  —  Fif- 
teenth Day.]  The  House  resolved  itself 
Mnto  a  Committee  upon  the  Reform  Bill. 

The  first  question  was,  ''  that  Green- 
wich, including  the  parishes  of  Green- 
Sricb,  St.  Nicholas  and  St.  Paul,  Dept- 


ford,    and  Woolwich,  Kent,  form  part  of 
schedule  C." 

Sir    Robert  Peel    said,    before    they 
proceeded  further,  he  wished  to  ascertain 
the  construction  which  was  to  be  put  upon 
the  twenty-fifth  clause  of  the  Bill,  which 
had  a  material  bearing  upon  the  present 
question.   By  that  clause,  it  was  provided, 
*^  that  so  far  as  it  relates  to  any  city  or  bo- 
rough (except  those  enumerated  in   the 
said  schedule  A),  which  now  has  the  privi- 
lege of  sending  a  Member  or  Members 
to  Parliament,  but  does  not  contain  of 
houses,  warehouses,  and  counting-houses, 
more  than  300  in  the  whole,  such  houses 
being  assessed  to  the  duty  on  inhabited 
houses,  upon  a  yearly  value  of  not  less 
than  lOZ.,  or  such  houses,  warehouses,  or 
counting-houses,  whether  separately,    or 
jointly  with  any  land  occupied  therewith, 
being  of  the  clear  yearly  value  of  not  less 
than  lOZ.,  or  being  rated  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor  upon  a  yearly  value  of  10/.,  the  said 
last  -  mentioned   Commissioners,   or    the 
major  part  of  them,  shall,  within     months 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  proceed  to 
incorporate  with   any  such  city  or  bo- 
rough, for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  any 
one  or  more  parishes  or  townships,  the 
whole  or  a  part  of  which  may  be  situated 
within,  or  adjoining  to,  such  city  or  bo- 
rough.*'    What  he  wished  to  know  was, 
whether,  supposing  a  city  or  borough  had 
more  than  300  houses  rated  at  10/.  a  year, 
the   Commissioners  were   empowered    to 
annex    adjoining    parishes  to   places  so 
circumstanced  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  sM,  the  intention  of 
the  planners  of  the  Bill  was,  that  the 
twenty-fifth  clause  should  be  taken  in 
conjunction  with  the  twenty-fourth,  by 
which  the  Commissioners  would  be  author- 
ised  to  declare  the  boundaries  of  cities 
and  boroughs,  and  to  incorporate  adjacent 
townships,  even  though  such  places  with 
which  they  were  to  form  a  part,  should  con- 
tain more  than  300  10/.  houses. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  understood  by  this, 
that  the  Commissioners  had  power  in  all 
cases  to  annex  the  adjoining  parishes  to  a 
city  or  borough,  at  their  discretion. 

Lord  /.  Russell  sM,  it  was  so  intended. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  had  not  asked  the 
question  to  provoke  a  discussion  on  that 
clause,  but  merely  for  the  purpose  of  clear- 
ing away  a  doubt  on  the  provisions  of  a 
subsequent  clause,  which  had  a  material 
bearing  on  that  now  under  their  consider- 
ation. The  question  then  before  the  Com* 
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mittee  was,  that  Greenwich,  Deptford,  and 
Woolwich,  should  acquire  the  right  of 
sending  two  Members  to  Parliament.  He 
thought  these  places  ought  not  to  acquire 
that  right.  In  considering  the  matter,  he 
would  cautiously  abstain  from  entering 
into  observations  respecting  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  reserving  to  himself  the  full 
right  of  speaking  upon  it  when  the  report 
was  brought  up,  and  on  the  third  reading. 
He  meant,  as  he  had  done  throughout,  in 
discussing  any  of  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
to  confine  himself  to  the  special  circum- 
stance under  consideration.  In  this  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  he  thought  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  assume,  that  what 
had  heretofore  been  done,  had  been  done 
well,  and  justly,  and  rightly.  Conceding 
this,  therefore,  for  the  present,  he  begged 
to  state,  that  he  saw  no  peculiarity  which 
would  entitle  these  places  to  return  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament.  Assuming  that  they 
had  dealt  fairly  and  justly  by  schedules  A 
and  B,  and  that  the  franchises  which  were 
forfeited  should  be  transferred  to  other 
more  populous  and  wealthy  places,  still, 
he  must  deny,  that  the  selection  of  Green- 
wich and  Deptford  was  justifiable,  even 
according  to  the  principle  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill.  He  would  avoid  all  reference 
to  the  discussions  which  had  taken  place 
as  regarded  schedules  A  and  B ;  but  he 
felt  it  his  duty  at  once  to  object  to  the 
granting  the  metropolitan  districts  that 
vast  influence  in  the  Representation  of 
the  country  which  this  Bill  would  confer 
upon  them.  He  would  also  state,  that 
he  was  perfectly  willing,  in  order  to  avoid 
unnecessary  delay,  to  take  Greenwich  as 
a  fair  specimen  of  the  suburban  parishes 
which  were  to  receive  Representatives, 
and  to  consider  the  division  he  meant  to 
take  upon  this  question  as  decisive  of  all 
the  other  districts.  Certainly,  he  had 
been  much  surprised  to  find  Greenwich, 
Woolwich, and  Deptford  included  amongst 
those  places  which  were  to  be  enfran- 
chised. It  was  said,  that  Greenwich  had 
heretofore  exercised  the  right  of  sending 
Members  to  Parliament ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  could  not,  surely,  rely  upon  that  fact. 
He  admitted,  that  Greenwich  had/ormerly 
sent  a  Member ;  but  to  make  that  circum- 
stance now  available,the  noble  Lord  should  i 
propose  to  give  Representatives  to  every  \ 
other  place  which  had  formerly  been,  and  ! 
was  not  at  present,  represented.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  put  prescriptive  right  out 
of  the  question^  because  there  were  a 


number  of  places  which  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  enfranchise,  and  which  had,  in 
former  times,  like  Greenwich,  enjoyed  the 
right  of  Representation.  Even  if  that 
were  admitted,  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  claim  of  Greenwich  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  other  places  set  forth  in 
the  proposition.  In  the  next  place,  he 
was  not  aware,  that  there  was  any  trade 
carried  on  in  these  places  which  required 
protection.  The  only  claim  they  really 
possessed  was  founded  on  population ; 
and  this  could  scarcelv  be  considered  a 
good  one,  as  the  population  was  found  to 
vary  with  the  establishments  maintained 
there  by  the  Government.  In  the  very 
useful  notes  attached  to  the  population 
returns  of  1821,  it  was  remarked,  that  the 
population  had  fallen  off  in  Deptford,  and 
increased  in  Greenwich ;  and  the  falling 
off  in  Deptford  was  ascribed  to  a  reduction 
in  the  dock-yards;  and  the  increase  in 
Greenwich  was  attributed  partly  to  the 
naval  arsenal,  and  partly  to  the  fact  of  a 
greater  number  of  pensioners  choosing  to 
become  residents  in  that  town.  From 
the  influence,  too,  which  the  Government 
would  exert  through  these  establishments, 
he  contended,  that  in  all  cases  in  which 
the  interests  of  the  metropolitan  districts 
were  not  directly  concerned,  Greenwich 
and  its  dependencies  would  be  a  nomina- 
tion borough  :  but  he  did  not  object  to  if 
on  that  account,  though  it  certainly  seem- 
ed strange  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
selected  it  under  the  circumstances.  Great^ 
too,  he  observed,as  was  the  hostility  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  nomination  borough8,the  un- 
constitutional plan  of  giving  to  the  King 
the  right  of  nominating  Members  to  that 
House  had  been  hinted  at  It  was  true,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, had  not  expressly  stated,that  thu 
would  be  hereafter  proposed  ;  but  there 
was  a  mode  of  doing  things  which,  with 
all  apparent  caution,  rendered  peifectlj 
evident  the  object  which  men  had  in  vibh 
— Dum  tacenty  clamant.  The  Cabinet,  as 
a  responsible  body,  had  expressed  no  in- 
tention  or  opinion  upon  the  subject ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  introduced  thii 
Bill  had  spoken  of  this  project  as  a  mattei 
of  grave  consideration ;  and  it  was  to  be 
fairly  presumed,  he  would  not  have  ven- 
tured even  upon  this  expression  of  opinion, 
without  a  perfect  understanding  with  the 
other  members  of  the  Administration  upon 
the  subject.  The  truth  was,  the  noble 
Lord  was  frightened  at  the  probable  con- 
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stquences  of  his  own  measure,  and  was 
looking  out,  with  a  provident  eye,  for  re- 
medies to  meet  the  evils  which  it  would 
not  fail  to  create.  But  to  proceed  more 
immediately  to  the  question  before  the 
Committee  respecting  Greenwich,  upon 
which,  to  prevent  unnecessary  delay,  he 
was  willing  to  take  the  discussion  upon  all 
the  metropolitan  districts.  lie  would,  in 
the  first  place,  admit,  that  it  had  been  a 
blot  upon  our  Representative  system  that 
the  greattowns,  such  as  Leeds, Manchester, 
and  Birmingham,  which  had  grown  up  in 
the  country,  had  not  been  allowed  to  have 
a  fair  share  in  the  Representation  ;  but 
this  blot,  he  did  not  believe,  could  be  fairly 
alleged  to  exist  with  respect  to  the  metro- 
politan districts.  For  these,  he  considered, 
that  Representation  had  been  amply  pro- 
vided. Though  some  opulent  and  populous 
districts  about  the  metropolis  did  not  en- 
joy the  right  of  returning  Members  to 
Parliament,  yet,  looking  upon  the  metro- 
politan district  as  a  whole,  it  could  not  be 
supposed  to  be  imperfectly  provided.  First, 
there  were  the  four  members  for  the  city 
of  London  ;  secondly,  there  were  two  for 
Westminster ;  and  thirdly,  there  were  two 
for  South wark,making  eight  in  all.  To  these 
might  be  properly  added  the  two  Mem- 
bers for  the  county  of  Middlesex,  because 
these  Members  were  not  returned  by  a 
rural  population,  but  chiefly  by  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  Metropolis.  In  an  extremely 
valuable  return  which  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  the  Members  would  Rnd  stated, 
the  number  of  families  in  thocounty  of  Mid- 
dlesex which  were  eMp;a«^etl  in  agriculture, 
the  number  concerned  in  trade  and  manu- 
factures, and  the  number  of  those  employed 
in  neither.  From  that  return  it  appeared, 
that,  in  agriculture,  there  were  only  9,393 
families  engaged,  while  161,35^1  were  en- 
gaged in  trade  and  manufactures.  This 
showed  how  large  was  the  proportion  of 
town  influence  to  that  of  agricultural,  since 
the  ratio  of  those  engaged  was  as  161,000 
to  9,300.  Indeed,  the  rural  population  in 
Middlesex  did  not  altogether  amount  to 
more  than  70,000  or  80,000,while  the  total 
population  of  the  county  was  1,140,000. 
Thus  it  appeared,  there  were  ten  Members 
for  the  metropolitan  district,  and  to  them 
one  of  the  members  for  the  county  of  Sur- 
rey might,  in  his  opinion,  be  fairly  added  ; 
because,  considering  the  influence  of  the 
borough  of  South  wark,  and  observing  that 
the  population  of  Brixton  was  a  town  po- 
pulation, and  not  a  rural  population,  there 


could  be  no  doubt  that  the  town  popula* 
tion  exerted  sufficient  influence  to  return 
one  Member.     The  whole  of  the  rural  po- 
pulation of  Surrey  amounted  to  130,000, 
while  the  town  population  of  South  wark 
and  Brixton  amounted  to  268,000.     The 
consequence  of  all  this  was,  that  the  me- 
tropolitan districts  had  eleven  Members — 
the  four  for  the  city  of  London,  the  two 
for  Westminster,  the  two  for  Southwark, 
the  two  for  Middlesex,  and  the  one  for 
Surrey.  Never,  therefore,  was  there  juster 
cause   for  surprise,  than   that   ten    more 
should  be  added  to  them,  giving  the  me- 
tropolitan districts  twenty-one  Members. 
If  Ministers  were  to  say,  that  the  principle 
on  which  they  proceeded  was  population, 
or  contribution  to  the  taxes,  this  case  of 
enfranchisement    would   be    intelligible ; 
but  in  admitting,  that  all  they  had  here- 
tofore done  was  done  well,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  this  was  not  the  principle  upon 
which  they  proceeded.  Population  mere- 
ly was  not  the  principle  of  the  Bill.     Jf 
the  Ministers  were  to  say,  that  the  prin- 
ciple   upon  which    they  proceeded  was 
population,  or   contribution   to   the  At- 
sessed-taxes,  this  case  of  enfranchisement 
would  be  perfectly  intelligible,  and  the 
metropolitan  districts  would  then  have  a 
fair  claim ;  but  that  was  not  the  principle 
upon  which  they  had  proceeded.     It  was, 
indeed,  impossible  to  suppose,  that  any 
Ministry  would  bring  a  plan  forward  to 
deprive    England,  as  a    whole,  of   forty 
Members,  while  it  gave  to  the    metro- 
polis ten,  in  addition  to  the  eleven  which 
it  already  returned.      It  seemed  to  him, 
that  the   simple  statement  of  this  fact 
should  be  sufficient  to  deter  the  Com- 
mittee from  assenting  to  the  proposition 
involved  in  the  question  under  consider- 
ation.    A  moment's  reflection  ought  to 
convince  every  man  of  the   undue   pro- 
portion of  Representation  which  would  be 
given   by  this  clause  of  the  Bill   to  the 
metropolis  and  its  suburbs,  as  compared 
with  tne  great  counties  of  Yorkshire  and 
Lancashire.     It  should  be  considered  with 
what  justice  these  additional    Members 
could  be  given  to  the  metropolis,  after 
what  had  been  done  with  the  Represent- 
ation of  the  southern  counties,  and  with 
the  agricultural  districts  generally.     No- 
thing could  be  more  absurd,  in  his  opin- 
ion, than  to  say,  that  as  a  town  increased 
in  population,  so  the  number  of  its  Re- 
presentatives   should    also   increase.     A 
proposition  of  that  kind  would  be  regarded 
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as  a  wanton  and  unnecessary  departure 
from  the  principles  of  the  Constitution ; 
yet  that  was  the  very  proposition  which 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  in  recommending  the  clause 
for  enfranchising  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts. Ministers  said,  that  they  would 
disfranchise  all  nomination  boroughs  :  let 
them  do  so ;  they  had  some  ground  to 
proceed  upon  ;  but  if  they  had  any  regard 
for  justice — any  desire  to  maintain  a 
character  of  consistency — let  them  abstain 
from  making  such  wanton  and  dangerous 
innovations  on  the  Constitution  of  the 
country,  as  those  which  were  proposed  by 
this  clause.  It  never  was  a  principle  of 
the  Constitution  of  England,  that  Repre- 
sentatives should  be  given  to  towns  or 
districts,  on  account  of  their  population 
only.  The  prmciple  had  been,  to  dis- 
tribute the  Representation  between  large 
and  small  places,  and,  without  reference 
to  the  amount  of  population,  to  give  two 
Representatives  to  every  town  on  which 
the  elective  franchise  was  conferred.  Upon 
this  principle — to  which  there  were  out 
five  exceptions — the  opulent  town  of 
Liverpool,  and  the  smallest  borough  con- 
tained in  schedule  A,  were  equally  repre- 
sented. The  present  Bill  departed  from 
this  principle.  His  Majesty's  Ministers 
rejected  population  as  the  ground  upon 
which  the  elective  franchise  was,  under 
this  Bill,  to  be  given;  they  professed  to 
take  it  only  as  the  test — the  absurd  test 
— of  whether  orno  a  borough  was  a  nom- 
ination borough;  and  whether  it  was  or  was 
not  in  a  prosperous  condition ;  but  in  this 
case  they  adopted  that  alone  as  the 
ground  of  enfranchisement.  It  required 
but  little  consideration  to  convince  any 
man  of  the  absurdity  of  such  a  test.  As 
was  very  justly  said  the  other  night — the 
great  complaint  of  the  working  classes 
being  the  want  of  employment,  you  take 
the  numbers  of  the  population  as  a  test 
of  the  prosperity  of  any  particular  place ; 
whereas,  in  pomt  of  fact,  it  very  often 
happens  that  where  the  population  is  most 
numerous,  there  the  poor-rates  are  most 
grievous,  and  trade  or  manufacture  is  in 
the  least  flourishing  condition.  In  many 
towns,  large  numbers  of  Irish  had  located 
themselves ;  but  every  one  would  admit 
the  absurdity  of  taking  a  population  of 
10,000  natives  of  the  sister  kingdom  as  a 
proof  of  the  prosperous  condition  of  a 
borough.  In  other  casfs^  population  had 
not  been  taken  as  the  test  of  prosperity ; 


or  why  was  Liverpool,  a  town  unsurpassed 
in    increasing    wealth    i^nd    intelligence, 
and     which,    from    its    situation,     and 
the     enterprising     spirit     of    its    mer- 
chants, formed  the  great  connecting  link 
between  this  country   and    the    wester^ 
quarter  of  the  world,  left  with  two  Repre- 
sentatives only  ?     Liverpool  had  a  popu- 
lation of  200,000  inhabitants;  did  Min- 
isters on  that  account  propose  to    add 
to  its  Representation — to  confer  upon  it 
the  privilege  of  returning  four  or  six  addi- 
tional   Members    to    Parliament?      No. 
Then  what  became  of  their  principle  of 
population?     If  that    principle    were    a 
good  one,  and  was  therefore  to  be  applied 
to  the  metropolitan  districts,  the  metro- 
polis having  already  eleven  Represent- 
atives, why  should  it  not  also  be  applied 
to  Liverpool?    There  were  ipany  targe 
places  in  the  qeighbourhopd  of  that  bo- 
rough which  had  not  hitherto  taken  any 
part  in  the  election  of  Members,     By  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  they  were  to  be 
mcorporated  with  Liverpool,  and  thus  the 
constituency  of  that  borough  w^  to  be 
increased ;  yet  there  was  to  be  no  ipcr^fise 
in  its  Representation.     This  proved,  th^t 
the  case  of  the  metropolitan  districts  was 
an  exception  to  the  general  rule  laid  down 
by  the  Bill.     If  the  principle  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  metropolitan  aistricts  was  to 
be  considered  as  a  leading  and  a  guiding 
one,  how  could  the  Committee  possibly 
neglect  the  claim  of  Liverpool  to  addi- 
tional   Representation  ?       The   boroughs 
of  Aylesbury,   Banbury,    Calne,  Chnst- 
church,    Leominster,    malton,    and    two 
others  of   a  similar    stamp,  containing, 
together,  a  population  of  32,198,  were 
each  to  retain  the  right  of  returning  two 
Members.    Thus,  sixteen  Members  would 
be  returned  by  a  population  of  less  than 
33,000;  while  the  town  and  neighbour- 
hood of  Liverpool,  containing  a  population 
of  200,000,  was  to  return  but  two.     So, 
again  in  the  case  of  Birminghan).  which 
contained   a  population  of   170,000  or 
180,000  souls;    there,  so  devotedly  at- 
tached were  his   Majesty's   Ministers  to 
the  ancient  system  of  Representation,  that 
although,  by  the  result  of  their  own  plan, 
they  had  forty  franchises  to  dispose  of, 
they  would  give  no  more  than  two  Repre- 
sentatives to  the  great  town  of  Birmmj- 
ham,  with    its  180,000    inhabitants— m 
short,  they  would  give  it  no  ^eater  weight 
in  the  scale  of  Representation  than  tbey 
had  allowed  the  town  of  Malton  to  retain, 
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which  was  saved  by  just  eighteen  persons 
from  disfranchisement.  He  did  not  com- 
plain of  this  adherence  to  the  ancient 
principle ;  on  the  contrary,  he  approved 
of  it ;  but,  if  that  were  taken  as  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill,  it  was  incumbent  on 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  shew  some 
valid  ground,  some  great  and  overbearing 
reason,  why  the  metropolitan  districts 
should  be  made  an  exception  to  it.  If 
they  meant  to  proceed  according  to  popu- 
lation, and  the  amount  of  taxation  paid 
by  different  places,  they  ought  to  apply 
the  same  rule  to  all.  By  the  Bill,  certain 
Commissioners  were  to  have  the  power 
of  incorporating  and  joining  particular 
parishes  with  particular  boroughs ;  but, 
when  they  came  to  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts, their  powers  were  all  at  once  to 
become  null  and  void;  and  Greenwich, 
and  Marylebone,  and  other  districts  of 
the  same  kind,  were  to  have  their  own 
distinct  Representatives.  He  had  an 
unfeigned  respect  for  Ix)ndon  and  West- 
minster— perhaps  no  man  more — but  he 
saw  no  reason  why  their  suburban  dis- 
tricts should  not  rather  be  incorporated 
with  them,  than  allowed  to  have  district 
Representatives.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
the  districts  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
metropohs  should  be  made  an  exception  to 
the  rule  which  was  to  apply  to  those  in 
the  vicinity  of  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and 
other  large  towns,  which  had  equally  good 
claims  to  Representation.  He  had  now 
stated  the  reasons  for  which  he  would 
oppose  this  enfranchisement.  The  first 
proposition  he  wished  to  urge  upon  the 
House  was,  that  in  reference  to  the  other 
parts  of  the  country,  the  London  district 
was  already  sufficiently  represented.  The 
second  was,  that  the  ancient  usage  of  our 
Representative  system  had  been,  to  give 
an  equal  right  to  all  places  of  returning 
two  Members,  without  reference  to  their 
population  or  contribution  to  the  taxes. 
And  the  third  was,  that  Ministers  had 
heretofore  adhered  to  this  rule — as,  for 
example,  in  the  cases  of  Calne  and  Man- 
chester— the  one  of  which  they  deter- 
mined should  retain,  and  the  other  should 
acquire,  two  Members.  Having,  accord- 
ingly* sidhered  in  all  other  cases  to  the 
ancient  usage,  they  were  bound  in  the 
present  instance,  to  show  why  they  de- 
parted from  it  in  favour  of  the  metro- 
politan districts,  and  what  were  the  peculi- 
arities of  these  places  which  had  so  weighed 
with  them  as  to  induce  them  to  desert  their 


own  principles.  The  point  was,  could 
that  case  be  made  out,  which,  upon  a 
consideration  of  population,  and  contribu- 
tion to  the  taxes,  would  entitle  these  dis- 
tricts to  additional  Representatives?  It 
could  be  made  out,  but  it  told  against 
themselves.  So  far  from  these  places 
requiring  additional  Representatives,  he 
thought,  from  their  proximity  to  the  seat 
of  Government,  that  they  already  had  suffi- 
cient influence  over  it.  He  foresaw  very 
great  danger  from  giving  Members  to  the 
metropolitan  districts ;  for  looking  at  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  great  body 
of  the  constituency  in  communication — 
looking  at  their  locality,  their  vicinity  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  at  the  facility 
which  they  would  always  have  of  ap- 
proaching the  Government — Iookin|^  at 
the  ready  access  which  they  would  have 
to  the  reports  of  proceedings  in  this  House 
— looking,  he  said,  to  these  matters*  it 
could  not  be  denied,  that  the  constituents 
as  well  as  the  Members  for  the  metro- 
politan districts  would  have  immense  ad- 
vantages over  every  other.  Alluding  to 
one  of  those  districts — the  parish  of  Mary- 
la-bonne — he  might  observe,  that  it  was 
about  to  acquire  two  rights;  because, 
according  to  the  Bill,  if  he  understood 
it  rightly,  all  10/.  householders  who  had 
not  a  vote  for  the  city  of  London  were  to 
have  a  vote  for  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
which,  added  to  their  right  of  voting^  for  the 
new  borough,  would  create  a  double  right. 
Now  this  Representation,  he  considered, 
was  little  wanting  to  the  parish  of  Mary-la- 
bone.  It  so  happened,  that  there  were 
at  least  100  Members  of  Parliament  re- 
sident in  that  parish,  and  of  these,  very 
many  had  actually  an  identity  of  interest 
with  the  parish.  In  its  select  vestry  there 
were  no  less  than  ten  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  could  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers present,  whether  these  Members  were 
the  least  frequent  in  their  attendance. 
From  this  he  argued,  that  there  was  little 
danger  that  the  interests  of  this  district, 
which  had  virtually  so  many  Representa- 
tives, could  suffer  from  not  being  enfran- 
chised. If,  however,  it  was  deemed  im- 
proper that  the  inhabitants  of  so  rich  and 
extensive  a  district  should  be  left  without 
their  due  influence  in  the  general  Repre- 
sentation, why  did  they  not  proceed  upon 
the  same  plan  as  in  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire ?  Why  did  they  not  give  additional 
Representatives  to  the  county  of  Middle- 
sex ?    They  might  think  they  had  doDtt 


673 


Cammiitee — 


{Aug.  3} 


Fifteenth  Day. 


674 


little  in  adding  ten  Representatives  to  the 
eleven  already  enjoyed  by  the]inetropolitan 
districts,  but  they  were  much  mistaken. 
They  had  deranged  the  balance  of  inter- 
ests in  this  country  more  than  was  wise, 
and  in  a  degree  which  would  render  any 
endeavour  to  adjust  them  hereafter  a  mat- 
ter of  almost  hopeless  difficulty.  This 
balance  was  founded  on  prescription  ;  but 
it  was  not  the  more  unjust  or  the  less  to  be 
respected  on  this  account,  and  it  produced 
a  regularity  and  security  which,  in  the 
practical  working  of  the  new  scheme  of 
the  Constitution,  he  feared  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  ensure.  Let  them  not  lay 
the  flattering  unction  to  their  souls,  that 
the  whole  effect  of  this  proceeding  would 
be  the  conferring  of  twenty-one  Repre- 
sentatives upon  the  metropolitan  districts. 
It  would  create  a  new  order  of  men  in  that 
House,  which  would  alter  in  character  and 
increase  in  power  at  each  successive  elec- 
tion. Antseus-like,  the  more  they  came 
in  contact  with  their  native  earth,  the 
greater  would  be  their  force,  the  higher 
their  hope  and  vigour.  Another  point 
which  might  be  urged  was,  that  by 
this  addition  of  town  Representatives  they 
were  giving  an  undue  influence  to  the 
more  active  portion  of  the  House,  that  were 
desirous  of  changes,  and  that  which,  par- 
ticularly in  the  present  instance,  was,  from 
the  vicinity,  and  from  the  aggregated  na- 
ture of  their  constituency,  more  immedi- 
ately under  its  control ;  for  the  Members 
for  towns,  must  of  necessity  be  persons  of 
more  active  habits  than  those  who  sat  for 
counties ;  as  well  from  the  circumstances 
whereby  they  could  alone  recommend 
themselves  to  the  Representation,  as  from 
the  character  of  their  constituency.  This, 
he  thought,  was  no  reflection  on  the  coun- 
try Gentlemen.  On  the  contrary,  their 
indisposition  lightly  to  alter  ancient  insti- 
tutions and  established  usages  formed  an 
admirable  ingredient  in  the  constitution  of 
the  House ;  and  enabled  it,  when  combin- 
ed with  the  laudable  desire  of  changes 
(let  it  be  called)  upon  the  part  of  the  town 
Representatives,  for  the  sake  of  improve- 
ment, by  the  balance  of  these  conflicting 
opinions,  to  approximate  to,  if  they  did 
not  arrive  at  truth.  But  now,  by  taking 
away  from  the  one  class  of  Representa- 
tives, and  adding  to  the  other,  they  were 
doing  injury  to  the  agricultural  interests, 
without  conferring  any  benefit  upon  the 
general  interests  of  the  country.  Looking, 
he  would  say,  for  example,  to  the  cpunty 


of  Middlesex,  he  should  be  inclined  to 
conclude,  that  local  interests  and  local  at- 
tachments would  go  for  nothing,  but  that 
men  would  be  chosen,  as  in  the  case  of 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  the  county 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  for  the  marked 
line  of  politics  they  had  pursued.  He 
saw  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex 
selected  to  represent  that  great  county, 
though  he  possessed  no  local  connexions 
there,  and  selected,  indeed,  evidently  for 
the  line  of  conduct  he  had  adopted  in 
politics,  which  was  that  of  watching  with 
the  greatest  closeness,  the  expenditure  of 
the  country.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
honourable  Member  on  the  fact,  that 
such  had  been  the  cause  of  his  se- 
lection. The  hon.  Member  had  only  zea- 
lously performed  what  he  conscientious- 
ly believed  to  be  a  public  duty,  and  he  was 
rewarded  for  it  by  the  Representation  of 
the  metropolitan  county.  The  only  rea- 
son for  which  he  alluded  to  the  circum- 
stance, was,  to  show  the  sort  of  men  that 
these  metropolitan  Representatives  were 
likely  to  be,  and  to  mark,  in  consequence, 
the  great  additional  influence  which  such 
men,  so  closely  in  communication  with 
their  constituents,  must  have  in  that 
House.  There  would  be  in  this  manner 
ten  additional  Members  for  London,  and 
the  change  would  be  most  considerable. 
Viewing  that  change  in  its  future  effects 
by  those  which,  so  far  as  circumstances 
permitted,  the  prospect  of  Reform  had  al- 
ready produced,  he  must  say,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  a  change  that  was  likely, 
upon  the  whole,  to  work  well  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  country.  He  viewed  it  as  a  de- 
parture from  the  ancient  usages  of  the 
country,  and  he  could  not  but  anticipate 
that  it  would  not  be  for  the  better.  He 
thought  it  would  aggravate  the  loss  the 
agricultural  interest  were  about  to  sustain 
by  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill,  and  that  it 
would  give  an  undue  influence  to  the  po- 
pular voice  in  that  House.  On  these 
grounds,  he  should  certainly  resist  giving 
the  franchise,  in  the  manner  now  proposed, 
to  Greenwich,  Woolwich  and  Deptford, 
by  placing  them  in  schedule  C. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  he  must  do 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  credit  of 
saying,  that  he  had  in  arguing  the  ques- 
tion adhered  strictly  to  the  point,  and  had 
stated  his  opinions  with  considerable 
ability.  He  felt  a  difficulty  in  following 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman,  but,  at  the 

same  time,  he  thought  it  wds  hii  ciuty  to 
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state  the  grounds  on  which  he  differed 
from   the  right  hon.   Gentleman   in   his 
view  of  this  part  of  the  Bill.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think,  that  the 
proportion  of  Members  now  about  to  be 
given   to  the   metropolitan  districts   was 
much  too  large.     On  that  point  they  were 
decidedly  at  variance  with   each  other ; 
for  he  (Lord  Althorp)  felt  convinced,  that 
in   the   line    which    the    Ministers    had 
adopted  on  this  subject,  they  had  not  in 
the  least  degree  exceeded  the  proportion 
to  which  the  metropolitan  districts  were 
fairly   entitled.      The   first  thing    which 
struck   them  in   framing    this   Bill,   and 
which  always  had  been  considered  a  great 
grievance,  was  the  circumstance  that  large 
tracts  of  the  metropolis  (if  he  might  use 
such  an  expression)  were  totally  unrepre- 
sented in  that  House.     In  remedying  that 
deficiency,  the   question  was,   how  they 
could  best  accomplish  their  object.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed   to  think 
that  these  populous  districts  might  have 
been  added  to  those  in  their  neighbour- 
hood which  already  sent  Members  to  that 
House ;    and  he   supposed   that   such  a 
course  would  be  more  consistent  with  the 
general  nature  of  ihe  measure,  and  with 
the  principle  on  which  the  Constitution 
had  hitherto  acted.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  however,  quite  mistaken  in 
that  opinion  ;  for  the  principle  of  the  Con- 
stitution which  bore  on  this   point,  was 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, and  that  was,  that  Representatives 
were  given,   not  to   the  populousness  of 
the  towns,  nor  to  their  size,  but  to  a  town 
as  a  separate  and  distinct  place.     That 
was  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  be  the  rule ;    and    if  it   were   so,  the 
plan    proposed  by  the  right    hon.    Gen- 
tleman   would   be    an   exception.      The 
course  pursued  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
was  not,  therefore,  a  departure  from  the 
principle  of  the  Constitution,  but  an  adher- 
ence to  it.     But,  putting  that  consideration 
out  of  the  question,  he  would  ask  whether 
the  House  would  be  .prepared  to  add  new 
Representatives    to    those    places   which 
already  possessed  Members.     He  thought 
they  would   certainly  answer  in  the  nega- 
tive, for  if  they  were  so  to  add  them,  it 
would  almost  amount  to  a  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  electors  in  the  old   places. 
The  franchise  of  the  present  inhabitants 
of    Westminster    would    be    diminished 
almost  to  nothing,  if  Pancras,  and  Mary- 
la-bonne,  and  the  adjoining  places,  were 


to  be  added  to  the  present  number  of  its 
electors.     It  would  be  like  throwing  the 
population  of  a  large  town  into  a  borough ; 
and  he  thought  they  could  not  adopt  luch 
a  plan  with  any  degree  of  fieiimess  or  con- 
sistency.    The  course,  therefore,   which 
they  had  taken  was,  to  consider  these 
places  as  separate  boroughs,  in  the  same 
manner  as  Westminster,  Southwark*  and 
London,  though  adjoining  each  other,  had 
always  been  considered  as  separate  and 
distinct  boroughs,  and  had  alwayssent  sepa- 
rate Members  to  Parliament.  In  doingthis, 
he  thought  they  had  taken  the  course  most 
consistent  with  reason,  and  roost  in  unison 
with  the  principle  on  which  the  presentstate 
of  the  Representation  had  been  formed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  next  toU 
the  Committee,  that  these  Representatives 
of  the  metropolitan  districts  would  gift  an 
overwhelming  or  overbearing  power  to  the 
metropolis  compared  to  the  other  reprssent- 
ed  places  in  the  empire.  W  ith  all  due  deftr- 
ence  to  the  present  Members  for  the  me- 
tropolis— notwithstanding  the  respect  due 
to  them  as  Representatives  of  large  bodies 
of  men   of  wealth  and  intelligenoe — ^he 
must  say,  that  the  respect  they  obtaioed 
in  that  House  was  not  overliearingy  oa 
account  of  the  numbers  they  represented. 
When  any  peculiar  deference  was  paki 
them,  that  arose  in  a  considerable  degree 
from  the  respect  felt  for  their  personal 
characters,  and  from  their  intelligence  and 
their  habits  of  business.     Hon.  Memben 
might   agree   or  not  with  what  he  wts 
stating,   but    he   would    state  truly  his 
opinion  on  all  points  on  which  he  address- 
ed that  House;  and  in  doing  it  he  wis 
sure  he  should  not,  in  the  present  instance, 
offend   his  hon.  friends,  the  Represent- 
atives of  the  City.     He  might,  perhaps,  be 
prejudiced  by  his  old  habits  of  thinking 
m    favour   of  county  Members;  but  he 
must  say,  that  he  thought  they,  and  not 
the  metropolitan  Members,  were  the  men 
most  marked   and   distinguished   in   the 
general  business  of  the  House.     It  was 
not  the  Members  who  came  from  Westmin- 
ster, South  wark,  and  London,  but  those  who 
came  from  parts  of  the  country,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemea  to  suppose 
had    little  weight   in  that  House,  whose 
conduct  was,  in  fact,  guided  by  the  roost 
zeal«  and  most  attention  to  the  businen 
of  Parliament.     He  might  add  too,  that 
on  many  points  their  conduct  was  watched 
with  the  greatest  degree  of  nicety.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spokaa  of  the 
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want  of  zeal  and  want  of  actitity  of  the 
county  Members,  as  compared  with  that 
of  the  Representatives  for  the  towns; 
in  that  opinion,  therefore,  he  did  not  at 
all  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed,  that  the 
county  Members  performed  the  greatest 
part  of  the  practical  business  of  that  House. 
It  was  also  stated,  that  there  ought  to  be 
no  Members  for  Marv-la-bonne,  because 
so  many  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  district 
were  Members  of  that  House.  He  did 
not  think,  that  that  was  a  fit  objection  to 
be  entertained.  They  must  look  to  the 
state  of  the  constituent  body,  and  not  to 
the  particular  number  of  men  who  hap- 
pened to  come  into  that  House.  He  must 
confess  he  saw  no  reason  whatever  why 
a  man  who  lived  on  the  north  side  of  Ox- 
ford-street, should  be  prevented,  by  that 
circulnstance,  from  enjoyinj^  the  elective 
franchise  at  the  same  time  with  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  south  side  of  Oxford  Street. 
In  drawing  the  line  of  distinction,  he  did 
not  think  that  they  ought  to  draw  a  line 
that  would  exclude  the  most  wealthy,  in- 
telligent, and  populous  part  of  the  metro- 
politan district.  Having  made  these  ob- 
servations upon  the  general  question  of 
the  clause,  he  should  now  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  the  particular  point  of  Green- 
wich. If  they  were  about  to  give  Repre- 
sentatives to  those  parts  of  the  metropolis 
which  were  not  now  represented,  he 
wished  to  know,  whether  they  would  not 
take  the  same  view,  with  respect  to  con- 
ferring the  franchise  upon  the  populous 
places  on  the  south  as  on  the  north  side 
of  the  river  —  and  whether  any  other 
course  could  possibly  have  been  justifi- 
able? The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  that  the  people  of  Deptford  and 
Greenwich  depended  in  a  great  measure 
upon  the  Government.  It  was  true, 
that  they  did  somewhat  depend  upon 
the  Government,  but  not  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  affect  the  freedom  of  their 
election  of  Representatives.  Still,  however, 
if  that  were  the  case,  the  fact  of  the  Govern- 
ment's possessing  an  influence  came  rather 
oddly  as  an  objection  from  the  mouths  of 
those  who  had  been  in  the  course  of  these 
discussions  so  repeatedly  objecting  to  this 
Bill  as  a  measure  that  was  calculated  to 
destroy  the  influence  of  the  Crown.  It 
was  supposed,  that  Deptford  and  Green- 
wich would  become  a  tort  of  nomination 
borough  for  the  Crown.  Why,  the  idea  of 
m    nomination   borough   with   a  body  of 


40,000  electors,  seemed  to  him  an  ab- 
surdity and  an  impossibility.  The  Go- 
vernment might  possess  some  influence 
there — it  was  very  probable  it  would — but 
not  enough  to  affect  the  freedom  of  elec- 
tion. Under  all  these  circumstances,  he 
must  say,  that  he  did  not  see  any  justice 
in  the  arguments  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sought  to  exclude  Deptford 
and  Greenwich  from  the  right  of  sending 
Members  into  that  House  ;  and  he  should 
certainly  press  it  on  the  Committee  to 
keep  these  places  in  schedule  C. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  the  noble  Lord 
to  understand,  he  had  not  intended  to  cast 
the  slightest  imputation  on  county  Mem- 
bers. Quite  the  reverse ;  all  he  had  said 
was,  they  did  not  usually  exert  so  much 
versatility,  or  desire  for  change,  as  the 
Representatives  of  towns  and  boroughs. 
For  this  reason,  he  thought  the  provisions 
of  this  clause  gave  the  party  desiring 
change  an  additional  power.  He  had 
always  regarded  the  county  Members  as  a 
most  enlightened,  intelligent,  and  useful 
body,  but  they  did  not  possess  the  active, 
restless  qualities  of  their  opponents. 

Lord  Althorp  cou\d  hardly  approve  of 
the  explanation  of  the  hon.  baronet,  be- 
cause he  assumed  one  class  of  Represent- 
atives would  be  an  offensive,  the  other  a 
defensive  class  in  relation  to  the  existing 
institutions. 

Mr.  Hudson  Gurney  did  not  approve  of 
the  general  arrangements  of  the  Bill ;  but 
as  they  had  disfranchished  so  many  bo- 
roughs, by  which  the  indirect  Represent- 
atives of  many  interests  in  the  metropolis 
were  supported,  he  thought  it  necessary 
that  these  should  be  replaced  by  direct 
Representatives.  He  was  very  doubtful, 
however,  if  the  new  Representatives  would 
be  of  such  good  materials  as  the  old 
ones.  They  would  not  answer  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  various  great  inter- 
ests so  efficaciously  as  the  borough  Mem- 
bers. It  was  obvious,  that  in  times  of  ex- 
citement, some  of  the  worst  description  of 
Representatives  would  be  returned ;  such 
as  gentlemen-demagogues,  who  knew 
little,  plausible  public  orators,  who  re- 
presented nothing  but  their  own  talents. 
But  these  were  to  legislate  for  futurity. 
Interests  were  permanent,  excitement  was 
transitory,  the  consequences  would  be, 
the  great  commercial  and  colonial  interests 
which  centered  in  the  metropolis  would 
lose  their  just  weight.  It  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  leave  the  capital  without  a 
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large  share  of  Representatives.  He  view- 
ed the  matter  in  yet  another  light,  which 
made  him  anxious  to  uphold  these  clauses. 
Greenwich  would  probably,  from  lying 
near  the  river,  send  some  Gentlemen  to 
Parliament  connected  with  the  shipping 
interest,  and  Finsbury  might  elect  a  man 
connected  with  the  great  commercial  and 
money  establishments  of  the  metropolis. 
Such  representatives  might  serve  as  a  ba- 
lance to  the  Members  for  the  new  bo- 
roughs, who  would  represent  the  manu- 
facturing interests  in  the  north  which  had 
been  erected.  By  the  Bill,  a  great  number 
of  Members  was  taken  from  the  south, 
and  given  to  the  north  of  England,  so 
that  the  latter  would  have  a  great  prepon- 
derance. By  this  clause,  however,  that 
evil  would  be  much  lessened,  for  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  metropolitan  districts 
would  be  a  balance  to  those  of  the  great 
towns  in  the  north  of  England.  The  new 
Members  for  the  metropolis  would  be 
Representatives  of  the  old  commercial  and 
money  interests  of  the  empire,  centered 
in  the  south  of  England,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  give  his  support  to  the  clause. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  the  boroughs 
which  had  been  disposed  of  were  found 
extremely  useful,  in  enabling  officers  from 
India,  merchants  in  active  business,  and 
gentlemen  retired  from  business,  to  gain 
admission  to  that  House.  The  same  faci- 
lities would  not  be  offered  by  these  new 
creations.  He  thought,  instead  of  en- 
franchising these  places,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  grant  more  Representatives  to 
some  of  the  great  counties ;  and  he  had 
yesterday  advised  Ministers  to  begin  by 
giving  two  additional  Members  to  the 
county  of  York.  He  perfectly  concurred 
in  all  the  objections  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the 
establishment  of  these  metropolitan  bo- 
roughs. He  thought  it  would  be  much 
more  preferable  to  give  to  the  countyof 
Middlesex  six  Members,  in  the  same 
manner  as  they  proposed  to  give  six  Mem- 
bers to  the  county  of  York.  These  two 
counties  corresponded  pretty  nearly  in 
"wealth  and  population,  and  probably,  he 
supposed,  in  intelligence,  although  the 
geographical  extent  of  Yorkshire  was  so 
much  greater  than  that  of  Middlesex. 
There  were  the  Tower  Hamlets,  which 
had  a  lord -lieutenant  of  their  own,  a 
county  rate  of  their  own,  and  a  militia  of 
their  own.  Let  two  Members  be  given 
to  the  Tower  Haiplets,     Let  two  Members 


also  be  given  to  the  eastern  division  of  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  and  let  Hackney  be 
the  place  of  election.  Then,  let  there  be 
two  Members  also  for  the  western  division 
of  the  county,  and  let  Brentford  be  the 
place  of  election.  Lambeth  was  another 
metropolitan  borough  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  create,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
the  Bill  gave  two  additional  Members  to 
the  county  of  Surrey.  He  should  suggest' 
that  the  county  of  Surrey  might  be  ad- 
vantageously divided  in  the  same  manner 
as  he  had  proposed  that  Middlesex  should 
be  divided.  A  similar  plan  might  be 
adopted  with  regard  to  Kent,  and  he  was 
convinced  that  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  quite  as  acceptable  out  of  doors  as  that 
proposed  by  the  Government.  There  were 
great  objections  to  Greenwich,  Woolwich, 
and  Deptford  being  made  a  borough. 
From  the  large  public  establishments  at 
these  places,  there  was  reason  to  fear  they 
would  be  controlled  by  Government;  and 
the  plan  he  had  suggested  would  have 
more  beneGcial  effects.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying,  that  he  should  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  conceal  the  fact,  that  Members 
for  such  places  as  these  were  more  under 
the  control  of  their  constituents  than  the 
Members  for  any  other  places.  All  ex- 
perience demonstrated  this  fact.  After 
what  they  had  seen  the  other  day  of  U^e 
conduct  of  the  City  towards  one  of  its 
Members,  who  had  thought  proper  to  vote 
conscientiously — after  what  they  had  seen 
of  the  conduct  of  the  borough  of  South- 
wark  towards  a  gallant  Officer,  formerly 
the  Representative  of  that  borough — they 
need  not  go  very  far  back  for  instances  of 
this  control.  Now  if,  when  a  Member 
voted  according  to  the  dictates  of  his 
conscience,  there  was  to  be  the  next  day 
a  meeting  of  his  constituents— of  such 
persons  as  would  form  these  new  consti- 
tuencies— to  reprimand  that  Member  for 
his  past  votes,  and  to  dictate  to  him  how 
he  should  vote  for  the  future,  then  he 
must  say,  an  influence  would  be  exercised 
over  the  proceedings  of  that  House  which 
would  be  very  inconvenient  at  least,  if  not 
dangerous.  He  believed,  that  the  noble 
mover  of  this  Bill  had  stated,  in  one  of  his 
early  publications,  this  very  argument  as 
a  reason  why  Representation  uioald  not 
depend  entirely  upon  numbers ;  and  few 
hon.  Members,  he  thought,  would  forget 
that  the  principal  eyils  of  the  FreDch  Re* 
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volution  had  resulted  from  the  too  grea 
control  of  the  constituents  over  their  R,e- 
presentatives.  He  might  be  told,  that  he 
was  going  into  an  old  story  when  he  spoke 
of  the  French  Revolution,  but  allow  him 
to  say,  that  it  was  an  old  story  which 
ought  to  be  ever  present  to  their  minds. 
What  was  the  fact?  Was  it  not  the  in- 
fluence of  the  sections  of  Paris  upon  the 
Legislative  Assemblies  which  produced  all 
the  worst  evils  of  the  French  Revolution  ? 
Upon  these  grounds,  believing  that  the 
plan  would  give  an  influence  to  the  po- 
pular opinion  of  the  metropolis,  which 
would  have  a  mischievous  and  injurious 
eflect  upon  the  proceedings  of  Parliament, 
he  should  oppose  the  motion  before  the 
Committee.  In  the  expression  of  public 
opinion  by  large  masses  of  society  so 
situated,  it  should  be  remembered,  that 
they  had  the  opinion  of  the  lowest  classes 
more  exclusive  of  those  of  the  higher  than 
in  the  case  of  any  other  popular  meetings 
ill  the  country.  Let  any  man  look  to  the 
periods  of  public  clamour  which  had  oc- 
curred in  the  history  of  the  country,  and 
it  would  be  seen,  that  it  had  always  been 
led  by  the  populace  of  large  towns,  often 
created  by  them  alone,  and  often  effec- 
tually neutralized  by  the  more  sober  and 
deliberate  decisions  of  county  meetings. 
He  must  not  be  told,  that  excitement  in 
a  district  sending  a  Member  to  Parliament 
was  of  little  consequence,  and  could  pro- 
duce but  little  effect  upon  the  proceedings 
of  Parliament.  If  the  enactments  of  this 
Bill  should  pass  into  a  law,  and  a  popular 
clamour  arise  in  Westminster,  was  it  too 
much  to  say,  that  that  clamour  was  sure 
to  extend  to  London,  to  South wark,  to 
Greenwich,  and  to  Deptford,  and  to  all 
these  new  metropolitan  boroughs  ?  He 
thought  not;  and,  if  the  constituencies  of 
those  places  chose  to  meet,  after  the  ex- 
ample of  London,  their  Repesentatives 
would  be  compelled  to  vote  in  accordance 
with  such  clamour,  instead  of  being  allow- 
ed the  exercise  of  their  own  reason  and 
judgment.  A  common  principle  and  bond 
of  union  would  prevail  among  all  the  me- 
tropolitan Members,  and  they  would  act 
as  a  body  in  the  House.  For  these  rea- 
sons, he  should  vote  against  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Warre  said,  he  could  not  perceive 
any  ground  for  apprehending  that  a  Mem- 
ber would  be  the  more  under  the  control 
of  his  constituents  because  he  happened 
to  live  among  them.  If  a  Gentleman 
voted  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  his  con- 


stituents, and  a  meeting  of  those  con: 
tuents  were  to  be  called,  for  the  purp 
of  expressing  an  opinion  upon  the  a 
duct  of  their  Representative,  he  could 
see  what  difference  there  was  between 
Member  receiving  notice  of  the  resolute 
to  which  such  meeting  should  come 
the  post — as  that  Member  certainly  wo 
receive  it — and  the  Member  receiving 
by  some  more  speedy  means  of  comn 
nication.      The  same  result  would  t? 
place  in  whatever  part  of  the  country  ' 
constituents  of  an  hon.  Member  mi: 
happen  to  reside,  and  he  did  not  th 
that  that  result  was  the  more  dreac 
because  a  Member's  constituents  happe 
to  live  near  the  place  at  which  the  He 
of  Commons  held  its  meetings.    He  cc 
not  help  expressing  the  opinion,  that 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  in 
speech,  had  much  underrated  the  tal 
abilities,  and  activity  of  county  Memi 
Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  recollect 
flght  which  the  country  gentlemen 
made,  a  few  years  ago,  upon  the  Cc 
laws  ?     Could  any  men  have  acted  nc 
firmly,  or  more  intrepidly — could  any  m 
have  attended  in  their  places  more  c: 
stantly,  than  the  country  gentlemen 
upon  that  occasion  ?     And  now,  wha 
game  bill  was  introduced,  or  when  a  qi. 
tion  of  hops  or  wool  was  touched,  did 
country  gentlemen  show  any  want  of 
tivity  ?     He  thought  not ;  and  he  had 
doubt,  that  the  county  Members  woul 
a  match  for  those  who  would  be  sent  tr 
the  towns.     He  had  no  doubt,  that 
King's  Government  was  taking  a   rf 
course.      He    believed,    that   the    tov 
would  send  to  Parliament  men  of  taleri 
and  of  integrity,  and  not  such  panons 
were  denominated,  on  the  other  side 
the    House,    **  gentlemen   demagoguci 
But  most  hon.  Members  whom  he  w 
now  addressing,  had  seen,  that  if  a  Ge 
tieman  in  that  House  came  forward  wi 
extravagant  propositions,  he  was  alwa 
in  a  very  small  minority,  and  was  renden 
much  more  powerless  within,  than  withoi 
the  walls  of  Parliament.  ( 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  said,  that  he  hs 
been  provoked,  on  a  great  many  occ 
sions,  to  rise  and  say  something  in  answ 
to  the  remarks  made  upon  the  memtx^ 
for  the  city  of  London,  but  he  ba^l  rn 
done  so  from  a  fear  that  he  should  I 
assisting  in  delaying  tluf  Hill,  lie  ha 
not  allowed  himself  to  be  provoked  by  tl 
remarks  of  one  right  hon.  Gentiemarii  b 
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another  had  now  got  up,  and  had,  in  the 
same  spirit,  referred  to  the  members  for 
the  city  of  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  treated  the  electors  of  the 
Ivity  as  men  of  the  lowest  order,  and  as 
men  who  acted  upon  principles  they  did 
not  understand.  He  must  tell  those  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  that  they  were  mistaken 
in  thus  treating  the  Livery,  for  that  many 
among  that  body  were  men  of  as  high 
character,  and  of  as  much  intelligence, 
and  held  a  rank  as  elevated,  and  enjoyed 
a  fortune  as  ample,  as  any  men  in  that 
House,  be  they  as  high  as  they  might. 
It  had  been  stated,  that  they  had  exer- 
cised an  improper  authority  over  an  hon. 
colleague  of  his,  who  had  been  called 
before  them — or  who  had  appeared  volun- 
tarily before  them — he  did  not  care  which 
— and,  he  believed,  there  were  several  of 
those  who  smiled  at  the  expression,  able 
to  testify  to  the  disagreeable  ceremony  of 
being  called  to  account,  and  to  the  more 
disagreeable  punishment  visited  upon  the 
crime  of  being  found  wanting.  Hon. 
Members  had  spoken  of  the  bad  effect 
likely  to  be  produced  by  the  operation 
of  the  schedule  they  were  now  consider- 
ing, and  objected,  that  the  constant  pre- 
sence of  the  Representatives  amongst  the 
constituents  was  an  evil,  inasmuch  as  that, 
ill  the  midst  of  a  discussioA  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  community,  the  former 
might  be  called  upon  to  account  for  the 
course  he  had  thought  proper  to  pursue. 
But  he  begged  to  ask,  whether  a  similar 
inconvenience  had  not  been  felt  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  whose  constituents  were 
a  hundred  miles  from  the  metropolis  ?  In 
small  boroughs  it  was  an  easy  matter  to 
call,  the  Representatives  to  account,  but 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of  pre- 
cipitate complaint,  or  censure,  in  those 
which  were  extensive.  The  Liverv  con- 
sisted of  a  body  of  14,000  or  15,000,  and 
had  his  hon.  colleague  been  called  to 
account  by  that  body  ?  It  had  been 
said,  that  the  meeting  of  that  House  on 
Saturday  had  been  resolved  upon  in 
consequence  of  an  expected  meeting  of 
the  Livery ;  but  had  the  Livery  met  ? 
A  few  individuals  of  that  body  had  met ; 
but  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  it  would  be  advisable  to  call  a 
meeting  of  the  great  body,  and  they  came 
to  what  he  considered  to  be  a  most  wise 
Resolution — a  Resolution  not  to  summon 
their  brethren,  because  they  saw,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemea  who  opposed  the 


Bill  had  l>egun  to  show  that  they  were  at 
length  coming  to  their  senses ;  became 
they  supposed,  that  those  Gentlemen  might 
be  looking  out  amongst  the  places  upon 
which  the  Bill  was  to  confer  the  advan- 
tages of  the  elective  franchise  for  a  pass* 
port  to  place.  He  begged  the  House 
would  for  a  moment  look  to  the  nature  of 
the  Opposition.  There  were  hon.  Mem- 
bers objecting  to  give  a  franchise  to 
50,000  persons,  after  having  been  for 
days  and  weeks  arguing,  that  a  few  hun- 
dreds should  have  it  to  the  fullest  extent. 
But  the  inconsistent  opposers  of  the  mea- 
sure were  not  satisiied  without  throwing  a 
slur  upon  the  city  of  London  constituency. 
He  knew  that  the  voters  of  the  city  of 
London  were  not  equalled  by  any  other 
voters  in  the  country.  If  the  House 
would  look  to  the  meeting  of  the  mer- 
chants and  bankers  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  city,  in  favour  of  Reform,  and  at  which , 
several  persons  possessed  of  100,000/. 
and  200,000/.  each  attended,  they  would 
acknowledge  the  injustice  of  the  charge 
against  the  Livery.  One  of  his  great  ob- 
jects in  rising  on  the  present  occasion  was, 
to  state  his  opinion,  that  it  was  but  just  in 
the  Ministers  tosecure by  their  Bill,  to  those 
voters  who  would  lose  their  franchise  in 
the  city  by  non-residence,  the  privilege  of 
voting  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metro- 
polis, where  they  carried^on  such  extensive 
trade  and  commerce,  and  which  they  en- 
riched by  all  the  honourable  means  in 
their  power. 

Lord  Valletort  rose  in  consequence  of 
the  worthy  Alderman  having  told  them, 
that  no  meeting  had  taken  place  in  the 
City  respecting  the  proceedings  in  that 
House,  and  that  no  resolutions  had  been 
come  to.  He  had  so  understood  the  wor- 
thy Alderman.  There  had,  however,  been 
such  a  meeting,  and  resolutions  had  been 
agreed  to  at  that  meeting.  He  held  those 
resolutions  in  his  hand,  and  he  had  cut 
them  that  morning  out  of  The  Timeu  news- 
paper. His  attention  had  been  called  to 
them  by  an  expression  in  the  leading  arti- 
cle of  The  TimeSj  which  was  to  the  follow- 
ing effect: — That  although  the» meeting 
was  adjourned  for  a  time,  yet  that  it  was 
held  in  terrorem  over  the  House.  Let 
him,  therefore,  warn  hon.  Membeti  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  against  whom  this 
meeting  was  directed,  that  there  was  a 
sword  hanging  over  their  heads  more  terri- 
ble than  the  sword  of  Damocles ;  but  let 
him,  at  the  same  time,  ezpreN  a  bope^  tluil 
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they  would  treat  the  threat  as  he  should 
treat  it — with  utter  and  entire  conte/npt. 
The  resolutions  ran  thus, — **  That,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  progress  made  in  the 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
since  the  signing  of  the  requisition  to  the 
Lord  Mayor,  particularly  on  Saturday  last, 
when  the  disqualifying  clauses  were  nearly 
terminated,  and  from  the  fear  that  the 
proceedings  of  any  public  meeting  might, 
by  those  engaged  in  the  present  factious 
unprincipled  opposition  to  the  measure.* - 
[cheers,]  •*  The  worthy  Alderman  cheei-s 
that  expression,  but  he  did  not  use  it  in 
his  speech  ;  it  is  not  his  ;  and  I  challenge 
any  man  to  apply  such  language  to  those 
with  whom  I  sit ;  I  say,  that  any  man 
who  uses  this  expression  accuses  us  of 
what  we  are  not  guilty  of;  and  1  say,  too, 
that  that  accusation  is  false/*  The  noble 
Lord  continued  reading  the  resolution  as 
follows  : — *'  And  from  the  fear,  that  the 
proceedings  of  any  public  meeting  might, 
by  those  engaged  in  the  present  factious 
and  unprincipled  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure, be  used  as  a  new  means  of  causing  a 
frivolous  and  vexatious  delay,  this  meeting 
withdraw  their  requisition  for  the  present, 
and  express  their  desire  that  a  Common 
Hall  should  not  immediately  be  held ;  and 
that  the  liverymen  now  assembled  do  form 
themselves  into  a  Committee,  with  power 
to  add  to  their  numbers,  and  that  such 
Committee  do  meet  again  on  Monday  next, 
or  earlier  if  expedient,  to  consider  whether 
it  will  then  be  necessary  to  adopt  any  and 
what  measures  respectin;;  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill."  This  was,  to  have 
one  Committee  assembled  here  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  how  the  measure 
was  to  be  carried  through  Parliament,  and 
another  Committee,  or  more — perhaps 
eight  of  them  for  the  different  districts  of 
the  metropolis — sitting  clsewliere,  to  watch 
and  control  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment. Such  a  course  could  not  but  have 
a  most  injuriousand  unconstitutional  effect 
in  the  House ;  but  he  hoped,  that  none  with 
whom  he  coincided  would  be  deterred  from 
the  manly  discharge  of  their  duty.  He 
had  brought  down  the  extract  he  had  read, 
without  being  at  all  determined  to  use  it ; 
but  after  what  had  passed,  he  thought 
himself  in  duty  bound  to  produce  the  reso- 
lutions. [Mr.  Alderman  YFood  observed, 
that  they  were  not  resolutions  of  the 
Livery.]  If  they  were  not  resolutions,  he 
did  not  know  what  were,  and  those  who 
framed  them  called  them  so,  for  they  said 


that  ''  the  following  resolutions  were  un- 
animously adopted  "  [laughter],  AVhat 
there  was  reason  to  laugh  at  he  could 
not  sec,  for  it  seemed  to  him  a  very  serious 
matter,  that  any  set  of  men  should  stand, 
as  it  were,  at  the  doors  of  the  House,  so 
presumptuously  to  attempt  to  influence  its 
proceedings. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wailhman  said,  that  no 
one  could  be  more  unwilling  than  he  was 
to  prolong  this  discussion  ;  but  after  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  j  ust  sat 
down,  he  felt  it  necessary  to  say  a  few 
words.  He  was  glad,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  thought  those  Resolutions  of  so  much 
consequence,  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  called  to  them ;  but  he 
was  sorry,  that  Resolutions  which  the  noble 
liord  had  seemed  to  desuise  so  much, 
should  so  far  have  affected  him,  as  to  lead 
him  into  so  much  loss  of  temper.  [Lord 
Valletort :  **No,  no."]  Well,  if  the  noble 
Lord  liad  not  lost  his  temper,  he  was  unable 
to  tell  what  losing  one's  temper  was.  He 
was  surprised,  however,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  in  reading  those  Resolutions,  had 
not  been  able  to  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  meeting  of  a  few  individuals,  and 
a  meeting  of  the  whole  constituent  body. 
His  hon.  colleague  (Mr.  Alderman  Wood] 
had  stated,  very  truly,  that  there  had 
been  no  meeting  of  the  constituent  body  ; 
and  his  hon.  colleague  hud  also  stated, 
with  equal  truth,  that  there  had  been  a 
meeting  of  certain  individuals.  He  knew 
the  individuals  who  had  passed  those  Re- 
solutions ;  he  knew  that  they  were  men 
of  honour,  of  character,  and  of  understand- 
ing, but  he  had  had  no  communication 
with  any  one  of  them.  He  should  not  b€ 
acting  honestly  if  he  did  not  state  plainly, 
that  he  knew  there  was  an  indignant  feel- 
ing  in  the  public  mind  at  the  manner  ir 
which  this  measure  had  been  treated  ir 
that  House,  He  hoped  that  he  nevei 
should,  in  any  public  assembly,  impute 
improper  motives  to  any  one ;  but  whe- 
ther the  conduct  to  which  he  alluded  had 
arisen  from  want  of  temper,  or  want  of  un- 
derstanding, or  want  of  any  thing  else, 
he  must  say,  that  he  was  not  surprised  ai 
the  indignation  of  the  public.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Valletort)  had  set  him  the  ex- 
ample of  quoting  newspaper  authority,  and 
he  should  follow  that  example.  He  had 
seen  it  stated,  he  l^lieved  in  the  same 
newspaper  from  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
quoted,  that  150  speeches  had  been  made 
upon  this  Bill  by  only  six  Members ;  aad^ 
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when  the  public  saw  this,  and  when  they 
observed,   that  those   speeches  consisted 
chiefly  of  tiresome  repetitions  of  the  same 
sentiments,  he  must  say,  that  ht  thought 
it  very   natural  for  the  pubhc  at  large  to 
fasten  imputations  of  improper  motives  upon 
hon.  Members  who  so  conducted  them- 
selves.    As  to   the   question   before   the 
Committee,  he  would  tell  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  extend  the  constituency 
of  London  any  further,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, his  scheme  was  not  practicable. 
As  to  the  fears  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  member  for  Montgomery,  had 
expressed,  lest   the  constituency   in   the 
neighbourhood   of   London   should   hold 
meetings  respecting  the  conduct  of  their 
Representatives  in  that  House  generally, 
he  would  tell  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  if  improper  measures  were  sanctioned 
in   that  House,  as  they  very  often  had 
been,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  constitu- 
ent body  of  the  heart  of  the  empire  to 
'meet  and  declare  their  opinion  upon  such 
measures.     He  should  like  to  know  what 
the   French  Revolution,   which  the  right 
■hon*  Gentleman  had   introduced,  had   to 
do  with  this  question  ?     The  French  Revo- 
•  lution  was  caused  by  the  oppressive  con- 
duct  of  the    French   government ;    and 
there  was  no  instance,  that  he  was  aware 
of,  of  there  ever  having  been  a  revolution 
:  against  a  good  government.     He  would 
:tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  the  Par- 
liament, had  persisted  in  those  abuses  of 
-which    the  people  had  so  often  and  so 
justly  complained,  and  if  the  people,  in 
consequence  of  that,  had  been  driven  to 
take  the  direction  of  public  affairs  into 
their  own  hands,  we  might  have  had  here 
the  same  scenes  which  had  occurred  in 
France,      He   considered   this    measure, 
therefore,  as  a  healing  measure,  and  con- 
sequently, as  a  wise  measure.     He  should 
like  to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  running  down  the  constitu- 
ency of  the  city  of  London  ?     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  surely  mean  to 
say,  that  if  any  number  of  London  voters 
were  taken  promiscuously,  as  one  might 
chance  to  meet  them  in  the  streets,  they 
would  not  be  as  good  at  least,  man  for  man, 
as  the  constituency  of  Montgomeryshire. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  anv  fur- 
ther  than  to  say,  that  he  should  vote  for 
giving  Members  to   Greenwich  and  the 
Other  places.    The  country  v^as  with  the 


Ministers,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  Ministen, 
therefore,  to  persevere  and  not  to  yield  one 
inch  of  ground  to  the  opposite  party. 

Lord  Valletort  said,  that  there  were  two 
accusations  which  the  worthy  Alderman 
had  made  against  him,  and  to  which  he 
was  desirous  of  making  some  reply.  The 
first  was,  that  he  had  lost  his  temper;  and 
the  second  was,  that  he  thought  these 
resolutions  very  important.  Now,  he  was 
not  conscious  of  having  lost  his  temper. 
He  might  have  spoken  with  warmth, 
but  there  was  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence between  warmth  and  loss  of  temper. 
So  far,  however,  from  thinking  these  reso- 
lutions important,  if  he  had  been  angry 
at  all,  it  was  because  anyone  should  think 
that  he,  and  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
could  be  affected  by  such  resolutions  being 
held  in  terror  em  over  them.  Yet  this 
seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  writer  of 
the  article  in  The  Times,  who  imagined 
that  Members  of  Parliament  could  be  in- 
fluenced in  their  conduct  by  the  proceed- 
ings of  those  who  had  agreed  to  these  re- 
solutions. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  as  the  new  con- 
stituency in  this  case  was  to  be  carved  out 
of  the  county  he  represented,  he  begged  to 
state,  that  he  cordially  concurred  in  the 
proposed  arrangement ;  and  that  he  be- 
lieved the  new  boroughs  would  take  a  just 
pride  in  selecting,  not  only  the  ablest,  but 
the  most  respectable  Members.  Green- 
wich formerly  returned  Members,  and 
though  the  right  hon. Baronet,  the  member 
for  Tamworth,  had  spoken  of  the  surprise 
with  which  the  parish  must  have  received 
the  intelligence  that  it  was  to  have  Re- 
presentatives, he  (Mr.  Hodges)  could  state, 
that  a  week  before  the  Bill  was  introduced 
he  had  presented  a  petition  from  the  parish 
of  Greenwich,  claiming  the  restoration  of 
its  ancient  rights ;  but  as  soon  as  the  in- 
habitants heard  of  the  intention  of  Grovem* 
mcnt  to  unite  Greenwich  with  Deptford 
and  Woolwich,  they  acquiesced  in  the  pro- 
posal, and  withdrew  their  own  claim. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  the 
hon.  Alderman  had  been  very  facetious 
upon  the  number  of  speeches  made  upon 
this  question  by  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  of  whom  he  was  one,  and  per- 
haps one  of  the  leading  ones,  to  offend  in 
that  respect.  But  the  hon.  Alderman's 
notorious  modesty  had  prevented  him  from 
telling  the  House  the  whole  of  thatstory^as 
it  had  been  got  up  at  a  City  meeting.  The 
hon«  Alderman's  modesty  bad  left  oat  the 
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moral  of  the  tale, — the  point  of  the  whole 
thing;  but,  in  justice  to  the  hon.Ald'ermaiiy 
he  would  supply  it  to  the  House.    When 
all  these  speeches  had  been  calculated  and 
enumerated  in  the  City,  it  was  added,  that 
they  had  all  been  put  to  flight  by  one 
speech    from    the  hon.   Alderman;     all 
their  arguments  were  put  down,  or  put  to 
flight,  or  exhaled  in  the  sudorific  qualities 
of  one  speech  from  the  hon.  Alderman.    A 
right  hon.  friend  of  his,  for  whose  opinion 
he  generally  entertained  the  greatest  pos- 
sible deference,  had,  upon  this  occasion, 
stated  an  opinion,  in  which  he  regretted 
being  only  able  to  go  along  with  him  half 
way.    He  had  said,  that  the  Members 
returned  from  the  metropoliUan  districts 
under  this  Bill  would  be  gentlemen  dema- 
gogues.   Now,  he  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  friend  that  they  would  be  demagogues, 
but  he  roust  begleave  to  differ  with  him  upon 
the  point  of  gentility.  He  thought  they  would 
be  any  thing  but  gentlemen.   He  would  un- 
dertake to  answer  for  their  gentility.  Whe- 
ther they  would  be  educated  or  not  edu- 
cated, whether  they  would  be  enlightened 
or  not  enlightened,  whether  they  would  be 
useful  or  omraaental,  he  would  not  under- 
take to  predict ;  but  there  were  no  words, 
expressing  even  the  very  antipodes  of  gen- 
tlemen, which  would  enable  him  to  describe 
his  idea  of  the  anti-genteel  qualities  which 
these  democrats  would  exhibit  when  they 
came  into  that  House.     The  addition  of 
ten  Members  to  the  Metropolitan  Political 
Union  of  eleven  Members,  which  had  been 
already  spoken  of  by  his  right  hon.  friend 
beside  him,  would  constitute  an  union  of 
twenty-one  Members,  which  would  be  an 
innovation  in  the  constitutional  system  of 
Representation  that  had  never  existed,  and 
that  ought  not  to  exist.     He  did  not  mean 
to  say,  that  such  an  union  as  that  within 
the  walls  of  Parliament,  would  be  as  dan- 
gerous as  the  Birmingham  Political  Union, 
with  which  a  Minister  of  State  had  thought 
it  fit  and  proper  to  correspond;    but  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  such    an   union, 
acting  together,  either  by  a  spirit  of  party, 
by  virtue  of  a  previous  compact,  or  by  the 
active  sympathy  of  similar  feelings  and  in- 
fluences in  that  House — ^it  appealed  to  him, 
he  repeated,  that  siidi  a  number  of  gentle- 
men, thus  confederated  together,  would,  as 
the  right  hon.  Banmet  beside  him  had 
already  said,  be  a  novel  thing  in  the  con- 
stitution of  that  Home ;  and  he,  for  one, 
did  think,  that  such  a  novelty  would  be 
prodactive  of  mischief,  to  an  extent  which 


he  should  not  at  present  predicate.  They 
had  already  seen  how  the  city  of  London 
which  would  form  a  portion  of  that  Metro- 
politan Union  to  wnich  he  alludedihad 
thought  proper  to  erect  itself  into  a  jodfe 
of  their  proceedings,  and  to  interfere  in  a 
most  unconstitutional  manner  with  the  pri- 
vileges of  Parliament.  Already  the  Livery 
were  acting  in  close  concert,  and  exercis- 
ing an  unconstitutional  and  dangerous  in- 
fluence; and  although  the  constituent  body 
might  not  yet  be  engaged,  a  Ck)mmittee  was 
sitting  week  'by  week  to  decide  upon  the 
necessity  of  calling  it  together.  One  hon. 
Alderman  had  been  required  to  attend  his 
constituents,  to  account  for  his  conduct ; 
and  although  his  attendance  had  been 
termed  "  voluntary,''  he  defied  any  man  to 
produce  a/ sense  of  that  word,  justifying 
such  an  application,  in  all  the  dictionaries, 
from  Johnson  down  to  Entick.  To  be 
sure,  as  the  worthy  Alderman  had  said,  the 
Livery  of  London  had  not  as  yet  pro- 
nounced their  judgment  on  that  House* 
they  had  not  as  yet  Jiated  their  decree— 
they  had  not  as  yet  thought  proper  to  de- 
termine, in  regard  to  a  matter  which  was 
still  under  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
and  in  regard  to  proceedings  which  were 
only  in  trannlUy  tnat  the  House  of  Com- 
mons must,  noUin»  votens,  pass  the  Bill  in 
the  shape  that  would  please  them — they 
had  not  as  yet  come  to  that  redoubtable 
civic  determination ;  but  their  resolution 
was  only  suspended ;  and  if  that  House 
did  not  comply  with  the  demands  of  the 
Livery,  then  down  would  fall  this  petition, 
like  the  sword  of  Damocles,  upon  their  de- 
voted heads.  And  this  was  the  sort  of  Re- 
presentation by  which  the  Members  for  the 
city  of  London  were  honoured.  He  re- 
membered, that  when  Dr.  Johnson  wto 
asked  for  a  definition  of  a  cong6  d^elire^  he 
replied,  that  it  was  like  throwing  a  man 
out  0^  a  garret  window,  and  recommend- 
ing his  falling  upon  the  ground.  In  the 
same  manner,  the  Representatives  of  Lon- 
don were  sent  into  that  House  with  a  amgi 
(TeHrCf  which  left  them  only  one  conrae 
to  pursue.  Would  not  this  be  the  case 
witn  all  the  other  metropolitan  Members, 
and  would  they  not  be  bound  together,  in 
the  same  chains  with  which  the  four  Mem- 
bers for  the  city  of  London  •  were  now 
bound,  disgracefully  bound,  together  ?  It 
had,  on  one  occasion,  been  declared,  that 
no  Deputy  to  the  French  Chamber,  shoold 
be  considered  as  the  Reprewntative  of  a 
Depanmenti'biit  of  the  whole  nation,  and 
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be  must  contend,  that  if  this  part  of  the 
Bill  were  adopted,  we  should  have  what 
the  French  decried,  a  Departmental  Re- 
presentation, controlling  and  influenc- 
ing the  proceedings  of  the  House.  The 
principle  upon  which  this  enfranchise- 
ment proceeded,  was  directly  opposed  to 
that  which  had  governed  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  other  places.  In  Guildford,  and 
other  towns,  the  Representation  had  been 
cut  off,  because  the  towns  happened  to  be 
bisected  by  parochial  divisions  ;  but  when 
they  came  to  give  Members  to  Greenwich, 
they  took  in  the  parishes  of  St.  Nicholas 
and  St.  Paul,  Deptford,  and  of  Woolwich, 
in  the  county  of  Kent.  And  this  was 
done  after  they  had,  in  a  manner  offensive 
to  common  sense,  refused  to  extend  the 
same  principle  to  important  county-towns, 
when  by  so  doing,  an  ample,  and  far  more 
trustworthy  constituency,  might  have  been 
formed.  The  tendency  of  sdl  their  mea- 
sures was,  to  give  an  undue  preponder- 
ance to  the  manufacturing  and  commer- 
cial districts,  which,  in  his  opinion,  had 
already  a  sufficient  influence  in  Parlia- 
ment. Not  content  with  depriving  the 
landed  interest  of  forty  Members  in  sche- 
dule B,  and  giving  them  to  the  working 
classes.  Ministers,  in  addition,  were  about 
to  add  twenty  more  Representatives  to 
populous  places.  Thus,  instead  of  in- 
creasing the  influence  of  the  already 
weaker  body,  Ministers  were,  according 
to  their  usual  rule  of  contraries,  adding  to 
that  which  was  the  stronger  party.  Se- 
veral principles  had  been  laid  down  on 
the  other  side,  none  of  which  were  closely, 
if  at  all,  observed,  and,  though  much  had 
been  said  by  the  supporters  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  as  yet  he  had  heard  no  sutficient 
reason  assigned  why  Greenwich  should 
be  favoured,  and  Chelsea,  unhappy  neg- 
lected Chelsea,  remain  without  Represent- 
atives. For  his  part,  he  could  see  none, 
and  perhaps  the  worthy  Alderman,  who 
so  stoutly  advocated  the  increase  of  Mem- 
bers for  the  metropolis,  could  not,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  ingenuity,  give  a  better 
reason  for  the  distinction  that  had  been 
made,  than  that  Greenwich  was  below 
London-bridge,  and  Chelsea  above  it. 
Both  these  places  were  in  many  respects 
similar.  They  had  each  institutions 
which  reflected  honour  on  the  country, 
asylums  for  men  who  had  served  their 
Kmg  and  country,  but  neither  the  differ- 
ence of  one  being  above  the  bridge,  and 
tbe  other  below  it^  nor  the  difference  of 


red  coats  being  worn  at  one  place,  and 
blue  coats  at  the  other,  could  make  a  dis- 
tinction in  their  res[)ective  claims  for  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise.  He 
mentioned  this,  as  might  easily  be  seen, 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  the  ab- 
surdity of  this  Bill,  and  not  to  enforce  the 
claims  of  that  place.  Many  other  large 
and  populous  places  near  London,  had  in 
the  same  way  been  unfairly  neglected  by 
the  noble  Lord.  Garrat,  for  instance, 
where  there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  find- 
ing a  retuniing  officer,  inasmuch  as  a 
Mayor  was  annually  elected.  Grass-giow- 
ing  Battersea,  cabbage-cultivating  Ful- 
ham,  rural  Richmond,  and  picturesque 
Petersham,  together  with  the  lofty  and 
rival  eminences  of  Highgate  and  Hamp- 
stead,  seclusions  for  courtship  and  cock- 
ney ism,  were  equally  disregarded.  Why« 
too,  was  unhappy  Redriffe  omitted  ?  'Why 
was  not  that  affluent  and  hospitable  vi- 
cinity to  return  its  demagogue-gentleman, 
or  gentleman-demagogue  ?  Whatever  si- 
lence might  be  obstinately  observed  on  the 
other  side — however  the  noble  Lord  might 
submit  to  a  sort  of  voluntary  kxrk-jaw, 
the  people  of  England  would  expect  a 
justification  of  the  conduct  of  Ministers, 
and  would  require,  that  the  decisions  of 
the  House  should  be  founded,  at  least, 
upon  the  principles  of  common  honesty. 
Why  did  not  his  Majesty's  Ministers  sail 
up  the  Thames,  and  they  would  find  a 
population,  equal  in  number,  wealth,  re- 
spectability, and  gentility,  if  that  was  any 
criterion,  to  that  which  they  had  found  in 
Greenwich.  It  was  a  most  arbitrary  se- 
lection ;  but  then,  said  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.Russell),  Greenwich  had  formerly 
a  Member.  Now  this  might  be  true;  but 
it  was  a  very  odd  thing,  that,  because 
Greenwich  had  formerly  a  Member,  one 
should  be  taken  front  Guildford,  which 
always  had  two,  and  given  to  Greenwich 
[laughter].  Those  were  pleasantries,  and 
it  might  be  said  by  some,  vous  pUMontn 
ici ;  but  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Alder- 
man, that  the  people  of  England  ivere 
acutely  looking  to  the  proceedings  in  that 
House,  and  that  they  would  expect  to 
find  some  reason,  or  some  ground,  ibr  the 
propositions  submitted  to  it.  It  ought  be 
a  very  agreeable  thing  for  the  Admifmky 
barge  to  go  down  to  Greenwkh  next  time, 
with  two  new  Members  of  Parliament — 
no  doubt  a  precious  cargo— -but  acne 
reason  ought  to  be  given  for  llie  propo- 
sal.   Looking  at  all  the  ciicf 
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he  could  not  see  that  any  caie  had 
been  made  out  to  require  an  increase 
of  the  Members  for  the  metropoUs,  nor 
had  he  heard  any  attempt  made  to  answer 
the  close  and  logical  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  which 
shewed,  that  no  principle  of  justice  or 
policy  required  the  preference  which  was 
given  to  Greenwich,  or  which  at  all  jus- 
tified the  giving  it  Representatives. 

Captain  Berkeley  begged  to  state,  in 
allusion  to  one  observation  of  the  hon. 
Alderman  (Wood),  that  the  transaction  to 
which  he  alluded,  the  burning  of  his  hon. 
colleaguo  in  effigy,  did  not  arise  from  the 
vote  which  his  hon.  colleague  gave  on  the 
question  relating  to  the  borough  of  Down- 
ton,  and  was  not  a  proof  of  the  sentiments 
of  the  people  of  Gloucester.  Those  who 
got  up  that  farce  were  not  Reformers, 
but  a  party  opposed  to  his  hon.  colleague. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  reflect  on  the  hon.  Member,  he 
merely  alluded  to  what  he  had  seen  in  the 
newspapers.  He  had  made  the  remark 
in  reply  to  the  observation,  that  Members 
for  places  near  the  House  were  more 
under  the  control  of  their  Constituents, 
than  those  who  Represented  places  farther 
off. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  hoped  the 
Committee  would  bear  with  him  for  a  few 
moments,  as  he  had  been  alluded  to  very 
frequently  in  the  course  of  these  debates, 
and  had  never  before  ventured  to  take 
any  notice  of  the  observations  which  had 
been  applied  to  him.  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Boroughbridge,  (Sir 
Charles  Welherell)  had,  for  the  fourth  or 
fifth  time,  however,  alluded  to  a  transac- 
tion in  which  he  (Alderman  Thompson) 
was  concerned,  and  had  made  some  observ- 
ations reflecting  on  his  character  and  in- 
dependence as  a  Member  of  that  House, 
he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  break 
throueh  the  silence  he  had  hitherto  ob- 
served on  the  subject.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, he  would  state,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  totally  misinform- 
ed, when  he  supposed  that  he  (Alderman 
Thompson)  had  been  summoned  before  a 
body  of  his  constituents  to  answer  for  his 
vote;  and  that,  in  order  to  make  his 
peace,  he  had  surrendered  his  independ- 
ence. That  imputation  he  totally  denied. 
He  had  heard,  that  the  Livery  of  London 
was  about  to  meet  at  the  Guildhall,  and 
he  was  told,  that  the  meeting  was  about  to 
be  hMt  under  a  suppoeition  that  he  had 


acted  differently  from  a  promise  he  had 
given,  or,  to  speak  more  correctly,  from 
the  expectation  that  was  entertained  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  shoukl  act. 
Hearing  that  a  meeting  was  about  to  as* 
semble  under  such  an  impression,  he  felt 
tliat  anxiety  which  any  man  of  honour  <Mr 
integrity  must  feel,  to  set  himself  right. 
He  had  repaired,  therefore,  to  Guildhall, 
without  any  summons,  in  order  to  make 
a  precise  statement  of  the  circumstances 
as  they  occurred.  He  told  them  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  and  he  would 
venture  to  say,  that  no  person  came  into 
that  House  more  free  and  unshackled  than 
he  did,  as  to  the  general  course  which  he 
was  at  liberty  to  pursue.  He  was  asked 
at  the  election  by  an  important  body  of 
his  constituents,  whether  he  was  disposed 
to  support  the  Bill  brought  in  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  in  the  same  way  as  he 
had  done  last  Session?  He  answered 
unequivocally,  that  he  wouhl  do  so.  In 
answer  to  another  question,  he  said,  that, 
if  any  boroughs  set  down  in  schedule  A, 
or  in  schedule  B,  to  be  totally  or  partially 
disfranchised,  to  the  partial  or  total  dii 
franchisement  of  which  he  saw  rational 
objections,  from  the  population,  wealth, 
or  respectability  of  the  place,  he  would 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  to  resist  such 
parts  of  those  schedules.  He  would  ap- 
peal to  his  hon.  colleagues  if  such  had  not 
been  his  declaration  to  his  constituents. 
He  should,  therefore,  not  allow  himself  to 
be  told  in  that  Assembly,  that  he  was  a 
disgraced  or  dishonoured  Member  of  it. 
Looking  back  over  the  whole  course  of 
his  conduct  in  that  House,  he  could  not 
recognize  an  occasion  on  which  it  was 
possible  to  presume,  that  he  had  given  a 
less  honourable  or  disinterested  vote,  than 
the  learned  member  for  Boroughbridge. 
On  the  occasion  which  had  been  so  often* 
and,  he  would  add,  so  unfairly  referred  tO| 
he  came  into  the  House  at  the  conclusMn 
of  the  debate  on  the  case  of  Appleby.  He 
was  acquainted  with  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  that  town,  and  he  knew  many 
of  the  persons  who  had  signed  the  petU 
tion  ;  but  he  confessed  he  did  not  know 
that  the  object  of  the  Gentlemen  with 
whom  he  then  voted,  was  lo  irregular*  as 
to  wish  to  get  up  a  debate  in  the  case  of 
every  borough,  on  the  question  whether 
that  borough  should  be  defended  by 
Counsel  at  the  bar  of  the  House.  On 
consideration,  he  was  convinced,  that  he 
had  acted  injudiciously  in  suppoiting  thai 
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motion  ;  but  he  was  sure  it  would  be  con- 
ceded to  him,  that  it  was  no  very  rare  oc- 
currence for  Gentlemen  to  vote  in  a  divi- 
sion, without  having  beard  the  whole  de- 
bale  upon  the  subject  on  which  they  di- 
vided. He  still  thought,  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  state  in  that  debate,  what  he 
knew  respecting  the  parish  in  which  Ap- 
pleby was  situated.  He  thanked  the  Com- 
mittee for  having  heard  his  explanation 
with  80  much  attention.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  was  altogether  liberal  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  refer,  night  after 
night,  to  his  conduct  in  a  particular  in- 
stance. He  hoped,  that  after  the  expla- 
nation which  he  had  made,  his  feelings 
would  not  again  be  assailed  by  such  dis- 
sertations as  the  learned  member  for  Bo- 
roughbridge  had  that  evening  indulged  in. 
He  would  now  only  detain  the  Commit- 
tee by  one  remark  upon  the  question 
which  had  been  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member — namely,  why  it  was  that 
Greenwich  and  Deptford  were  to  have 
Representatives,  whilst  they  were  refused 
to  Chelsea?  He  thought  that  he  could 
give  a  better  reason  for  the  distinction 
than  that  which  the  learned  Member  had 
given,  as  the  answer  to  his  own  question. 
It  was  this— that  there  were  in  those 
places  a  great  many  extensive  ship-yards 
and  manufacturing  houses,  and  that  the 
population  was  respectable,  important, 
and  wealthy. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  he  had 
been  charged  by  the  worthy  Alderman  with 
making  attacks  upon  him,  but  he  had  not 
done  this.  It  was  the  hon.  Alderman  be- 
hind him  who  had  first  referred  to  the  de- 
bate upon  Appleby. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  gave  a  flat  and 
distinct  contradiction  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Borough - 
bridge.  The  debate  upon  Appleby  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  member 
for  Montgomery. 

Mr.  Baring  was  sure,  that  no  personal 
unkindness  was  meant  towards  the  hon. 
Alderman.  The  remarks  had  not  been 
made  in  any  spirit  that  could  be  consi- 
dered a  departure  from  those  rules  which 
usually  governed  Parliamentary  Debates. 
He  was  satisfied,  that  his  hon.  friend  had 
not  in  any  way  deviated  from  those  prin- 
ciples which  he  had  professed,  nor  could 
his  vote  on  Appleby  be  considered  as  in- 
consistent with  his  general  support  of  the 
question  of  Reform.  No  vote  of  his  had 
indicated  any  change  of  opinion  on  that 


question  ;  but  he  must  say,  that  the  case 
of  his  hon.  friend  was  closely  connected 
with,  and  illustrative  of,  a  broad  principle 
which  had  been  contended  for  by  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill.     That  principle  was, 
the  great  inconvenience  and  danger  of 
subjecting  Members  of  that  House  to  the 
immediate  and  sensitive  control  of  their 
constituents.     This  was  one  of  the  many 
instances  in  which  such  control  had  been 
found  to  operate  unfairly.    The  case  of 
Sir  Robert  Wilson  showed  also  the  incon- 
venience arising  from  the  want  of  inde- 
pendence on  the  part  of  Members^  without 
which  no  business  could  be  advantageously 
conducted  in  that  House.     With  respect 
to  the  threat  held  out  as  a  kind  of  rod 
over  the  heads  of  Members,  that  the  public 
eye  was  fixed  upon  them,  he  consider- 
ed it  but  a  fair  indication  of  the  future 
conduct  of  Reformers,  should  this  Bill  pass 
into   a  law.      These  examples,  and  the 
treatment  which  his  hon.  friend  experi- 
enced, pointed  out  clearly  to  all  those  who 
had  a  knowledge  of  mankind,  what  would 
be  the  condition  of  a  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment.     Even  in  the  present  Parliament 
attempts  were  made  to  stifle  discussion 
and  prevent  deliberation.     The  question 
of  giving  Members  to  Greenwich  was  taken 
up  as  an  instance  of  the  undue  influence 
about  to  be  given  to  the  suburban  districts, 
and  not  for  the  purposes  of  delay ;  and  yet 
delay  was  charged  upon  those  who  wished 
to  deliberate.     When  this  complaint  was 
made^  it  ought  to  be  recollected,  that  it 
was  not   merely   the  single   question  of 
Greenwich  that  was  at  issue,  but  the  whole 
proposed  Representation  of  the  metropolis 
was  involved  in  the  discussion.     Surely, 
upon  so  important  an  occasion,  the  delivery 
of  a  Member's  opinion  was  not  to  be  con- 
sidered as  given  for  purposes  of  procrasti- 
nation.    Such  charges  applied  more  pro- 
perly to  those  who  attempted  to  stifle 
opinion  on  a  subject  that  involved,  in  a 
great  degree,  the  future  welfare   of  the 
nation.     In  the  course  of  some  observa- 
tions which  he  made  on  a  former  evening, 
he  had  made  some  allusion,  by  way  of 
comparison,  to  the  town  and  county  Re- 
presentations ;  and  from  what  he  had  since 
observed,  he  feared  he  had  not,  on  that 
occasion,  made  himself  intelligible,  or  that 
he  had  been  misunderstood.      Nothing 
could  be  farther  from  his  thoughts  than 
any  disrespect  towards  country  gentlemen, 
who  were  the  very  persons  to  whom  he 
looked  for  safety  under  Uiis  new  Cmiitita« 
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tion.  He  too  well  knew  their  aUlity  and 
attention  to  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  as  well  as  their  integrity,  and  'of 
all  others,  they  were  the  last  body  hi  the 
country  upon  whom  he  would  make  any 
invidious  observations.  All  he  meant  to 
say  was,  that  a  country  life  had  a  ten- 
dency to  quietness.  It  had  been  observed 
by  several,  and,  amongst  others,  by  a 
distinguished  French  writer,  that  an  agri- 
cultural life  led  to  quietness  and  repose, 
whilst  the  pursuits  of  commerce  tended 
to  activi^  of  mind,  and  even  to  agi- 
tation. In  his  opinion,  country  gentle- 
men would  find  themselves  much  mis- 
taken, if  they  thought  that  mere  numbers, 
in  a  Reformed  Parliament,  would  enable 
them  to  compete  with  the  Representatives 
of  towns  approaching  in  the  franchise  to 
universal  sufirage.  In  such  places  as 
Westminster,  where  the  suffrage  would 
be  nearly  universal,  the  gentry  would  be 
ranged  on  one  side,  and  whole  masses  of 
the  community  on  the  other.  In  this  re- 
mark, he  meant  no  offence  to  his  hon. 
friend  who  had  so  long  represented  that 
city ;  but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that, 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stood  (and  which  it 
appeared  was  not  to  be  changed),  such 
places  would  not  make  choice  of  the  best 
Kepresentatives.  They  had  not  yet  come 
to  the  qualification  clause,  which  was  to 
confer  on  every  10/.  householder  the  right 
of  voting,  and  by  which  universal  suffrage 
as  he  would  call  it,  was  to  be  conferred  on 
large  places.  That  he  thought  a  danger- 
ous clause ;  and  from  wh'at  he  understood, 
it  was  not  to  be- changed,  nor,  according 
to  certain  resolutions  entered  into,  was  it 
even  to  be  submitted  to  the  deliberative 
sense  of  Parliament ;  but  was  to  be  pressed 
on  by  Ministers,  who,  with  majonties  at 
their  back,  regarded  not  arguments,  but 
numbers.  He  was  not  letting  out  any  se- 
cret, when  he  stated,  that  he  understood 
the  supporters  of  Ministers  were  required, 
and  agreed,  to  eive  up  their  individual 
opinions,  and  had  determined  not  to  make 
what  they  themselves  considered  necessary 
alterations  in  the  Bill.  If  that  was  to  be  the 
case,  then  would  the  suburban  districts  in 
particular  have  that  precise  scale  of  fran- 
chise which  the  hon.  member  for  Shrews- 
bury (Mr.  Slaney)  had  shown  to  verge  on 
pauperism.  When-  the  Bill  was  thus 
passed,  or  rather  foreed-  on,  without  the 
deliberate  opinion-  of  Parliament,-  there 
would  be  no  receding*  If  Parliament  gave 

tOQ  little  in  the  way-  of  fraiH^ise,  they 


might  easily  give  more  at  another  time ; 
but  if  they  once  gave  too  much^they  could 
never  remedy  the  evil.  In  any  way  iu 
which  he  viewed  this  measure,  he  thovght 
it  fraught  with  danger.  Under  the  saw 
system,  there  would  be  reaction  on  the 
House  from  abroad,  similar  to  that  pro- 
duced by  the  clubs  in  France,  which  had 
caused  so  much  inconvenience  and  con- 
fusion. The  worst  part  of  this  Bill  was 
the  disfranchisement  of  small  towns,  and 
the  enfranchisement  of  large  ones,  without 
limit,or  restraint,and,as  he  contended,with- 
out  necessity.  An  hon.  Alderman  had 
that  night  told  them,  that  no  tumultuous 
meetings  ever  took  place  under  a  good 
Goyemment.  This  he  denied,  and  woi^d  J 
give  sev^al  initances  to  the  contratyy 
Why,  no  later  than  Monday  last,  he  un- 
derstood and  believed,  that  notlesa  than 
20,000  or  30,000  persons  were  assembled 
in  Spa-fields,  while  his  Majeity  was  on  his 
way  to  London  Bridge,  and  tli^  dissemi- 
nating revolutionary  doctrines.  What  se- 
curity would  there  be  for  b*berty  or  property, 
if  such  a  plan  could  be  carried  on,  under 
the  new  system,  with  impunity  ?  His  great 
hope  and  consolation  were,  that  ^hen  the 
country  saw  the  .manner  in  which  this 
measure  was  forced  upon  Parliament,  the 
people  would  see  their  real  interest,  and 
resist  it.  If  they  did  not,  he  should  give 
them  less  credit  for  judgment  than  he 
had  always  done. 

Mr.  Hothouse  said,  he  felt  himself 
called  upon  by  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Thetford,  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  subjects  he  had  introduced 
into  the  discussion.  He  wished  the  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  be  fairly  heard ;  bat, 
he* would  not  attempt  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  by  refuting  arguments  which 
had  been  ten  thousand  times  refuted,  or 
by  discussing  principles  which  had  been 
completely  settled.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  seemed  partico* 
larly  anxious  about  Westminster;  and, 
though  he  had  so  long  lived  in  it,  it  was 
surprising,  that  he  should  be  so  ignorant 
of  the  nature  of  its  franchise,  imd  die 
mode  in  which  it  retomed  Members  to 
ParUament.  The  hon.  Member  made  a 
most  unfair  charge  against  Ministers,  by 
stating  that,  in  altering  the  constitutkm  of 
Westminster,  they  would  delose  the  bo- 
rough with  10/.  voters.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  hon.  Member  must  have  lived, 
to  be  so  Ignorant  of  the  franchise  of  that 
bofOPglif  KHT  be  beliered  it  was  known  tq 
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almost  every  one,  that  in  Westminster  the 
scot  and  lot  householders  had  a  vote,  and 
that  by  the  Bill,  not  less  than  1,500,  or 
1,800  of  the  constituency  would  be  cut 
off.  While  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  complained  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  adhere  to 
facts,  had  he  not  a  right  to  complain  of 
his  hon.  friend,  when  he  made  such  an 
erroneous  statement  respecting  West- 
minster? This,  however,  was  only  one 
specimen  of  the  correctness  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  it  was  not  by  such 
Eaitry,  by  such  temporary,  expedients  as 
ad  been  resorted  to,  that  the  question 
was  to  be  defeated.  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  take  it  for  granted,  that  the 
people,  from  a  natural  feeling,  had  a  ten- 
dency to  destroy  every  thing  like  good 
order  and  good  government;  and  that, 
if  they  should  have  full  play,  their  plans 
would  be  fatal  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
country.  He  denied  the  assertion.  The 
people  of  this  country,  even  that  class  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alluded,  had  no 
such  wish,  and  showed  no  such  inclina- 
tion. He  had  the  more  reason  to  com- 
plain of  such  an  insinuation,  when  coming 
from  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House  of 
great  experience,  of  high  character,  and 
who,  from  his  intelligence,  was  entitled  to 
high  respect.  But  it  was  not  only  that 
night  he  had  reason  to  complain,  for  on 
other  occasions  he  had  repeatedly  fallen 
into  the  same  line  of  argument.  He  said, 
what  chance  was  there  of  the  voice  of 
reason  being  heard  in  Parliament,  when 
Members  were  returned  by  such  electors  ? 
But  what  his  hon.  friend  might  call  reason, 
he,  perhaps,  regarded  as  folly  and  self- 
interest.  His  hon.  friend  spoke  of  what 
miffht  happen,  but  he  would  speak  of  what 
had  happened,  and  assert,  that  no  body  of 
men  ever  sat  together  who  had  displayed 
more  fatuity  than  had  been  displayed  by 
the  Houses  of  Parliament.  He  could 
quote  many  instances  to  prove  his  asser- 
tion, but  he  did  not  consider  it  at  all  ne- 
cessary to  do  so,  because  it  was  evident, 
that  while  Members  differed  on  first  prin- 
ciples, it  was  needless  to  quote  instances. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for 
Tamworth,  said  the  other  night,  that  facts 
proved,  that  the  system  worked  well ;  but 
he  could  state  with  as  perfect  confidence, 
that  it  worked  ill.  When,  therefore, 
they  differed  on  first  principles,  it  was  not 
for  the  House,  but  the  country,  to  decide. 
The  country  knew  that  it  was  vain,  and  he 


wonld  say  it  was  vain,  to  diipate  on  first 
principles,  when  it  was  known  that,  by  dis- 
puting on  first  principles,  they  mi^fat  lose 
the  opportunity  for  ever,  of  attaining  a 
practical  good.  His  hon.  friend  had 
asked,  if  the  Bill  were  carried,  who  could 
they  have  for  Ministers  of  the  Crown  ? 
He  would  as  soon  consult  the  electors  of 
Westminster,  on  that  subject,  as  consult 
those  who  had  so  long  appointed  the  Min- 
istry. The  King  was  not  at  liberty  to 
choose  his  Ministers,  for,  before  he  coald 
give  his  consent  to  the  change,  he  mast 
first  ascertain  whether  it  would  be  agree- 
able to  those  Gentlemen  who  posseased 
the  parchment  bonds.  The  Kioor  was 
obliged  to  inquire,  not  whether  auch  and 
such  a  man  was  a  man  of  talent  and  in- 
tegrity, but  whether  he  had  the  consent 
and  support  of  my  Lord  this,  and  the 
Duke  of  that.  He  had  to  ascertain  if  the 
owner  of  the  rotten  borough  of  Callingtoo, 
and  the  half*owner  of  the  rotten  borough 
of  Thetford,  would  support  the  man  be 
wished  to  be  Minister.  The  King  mast 
inouire  whether  he  could  command  the 
half  of  Boroughbridge,  and  dispose  of 
Newark  as  occasion  might  require  ?  Such 
was  the  free  choice  of  the  King.  He  wu 
compelled  to  bow  to  that  House  which  he 
himself  created.  He  begged  to  remind 
his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Thetford, 
who  had  taunted  the  electors  of  West- 
minster, that  they  were  a  free  and  inde- 
pendent body  of  men,  and  he  trusted  that 
their  influence  would  have  an  effect  apon 
the  country.  The  electors  of  Westminster 
were  as  independent  a  body  of  men  as 
any  that  could  be  found.  They  felt 
grateful  for  the  measure  brought  fbrward 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  because  it  got 
rid  of  an  evil  which  had  too  long  existed. 
They  saw  that  by  it,  the  grievances  under 
which  they  had  laboured  would  be  re- 
moved. But  with  regard  to  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  on  the  Representation  of  West- 
minster, it  must  be,  in  one  sense,  injurious. 
The  electors  of  Westminster  would  no 
longer  stand  pre-eminent — he  did  not 
mean  as  respected  himself,  or  the  talent  of 
their  Representatives,  but  for  the  princi- 
ples which  they  supported;  they  would 
no  longer  hold  almost  exclusively  that 
high  privilege  of  freely  choosing  their  Re- 
presentatives, nor  would  their  Repre- 
sentatives be  any  longer  almost  the 
only  Representatives  of  a  large,  and  in- 
telligent, and  wealthy  tolm  constituency. 
Other  places  of  importance  would  have, 
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in  that  HooMy  RtprMtntaltfet  diOMn  by 
the  peopk,  and  expressing  their  i«iti- 
ments.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Bv  R. 
Peel)  had,  in  his  speech  of  latft  night, 
admitted,  that  it  was  impossible  to  may 
there  was  a  feeling  in  the  country  m 
favour  of  enfranchisement*  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  **  that  a  change  mnst 
take  plaoe  " — ^he  had  admitted  that.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow,  that  a 
change  must  take  place  with  respect  to 
enfhinchising  large  towns?  Was  it  so 
evident  that  such  was  the  will  of  die 
country  that  a  change  was  inevitable? 
But  was  it  a  '^  roust"  in  one  case,  and  not 
a  "  must'^  in  the  other?  Did  not  the 
people  demand  disfranchisement  also? 
He  thought,  that  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
was  wrong  in  his  estimate  of  the  feeling 
which  prevailed,  if  he  thought  the  minds 
of  the  people  were  not  as  intent  upoii  die* 
fhinchisement  as  upon  mfranobbeiBient 
He  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  believed,  that  the 
people  thought  more  of  dlsHraMhiseaseBt 
than  ofenfranehisementfnnd  sooonvineed 
was  he  of  that,  that  bad  his  Majesty^ 
Ministers  only  disfranchised  the  rotten 
boroughs,  without  enfranohieinf  the  large 
towns,  so  deep  would  have  been  the  debt 
of  gratitude  on  the  part  of  the  people, 
that  they  would  have  been  contented  to 
wait  some  years  before  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  was  carried  into  effect.  They 
would  have  remained  satis6ed  for  some 
time  in  seeing  that  destroyed  which  was 
rotten,  before  proceeding  to  build  up  a 
new  fabric.  With  respect  to  these  dis- 
tricts, he  had  listened  with  the  utmost 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Tamworth ;  and 
would  frankly  own,  that  there  was,  in  that 
speech,  a  great  deal  of  forcible  argument ; 
but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say,  never- 
theless, that  the  great  argument  of  that 
speech  was  based  on  tibat  which  has 
been  the  around  taken  by  all  the  oppo- 
nents of  Uiis  BiU«-namely,  that  there  is 
something  mischievous  in  giving  this  de- 
scription of  people  votes,  because,  by  so 
doing,  we  arm  them  with  power  which 
they  can  exercise  against  the  Constitution, 
and  against  the  interests  of  the  country. 
He  had  seen  no  case  adduced  in  support 
of  that  assertion.  He  was  not  aware,  that 
in  any  great  populous  districts,  the  ch<»oe 
of  the  constituenov  had  generally  ftdlen 
upon  individuals  hoitiib  to  the  Consti- 
tutions, or  inclined  to  daetfoy  the  insti- 
tutions of  the  country.    Tlui  individual 


Members  of  that  House  who  had  shewn 
themselves  most  inclined,  and  hit  been 
most  able,  also,  to  undermine  thefMAilloaii 
and  the  legal  Constitution  of  the  eoiilitqr» 
were  not  to  be  found  among  the  Rm^ 
sentatives  of  populous  places.  His  Ml« 
friend  opposite  said,  that  popular  R^psii* 
sentatives  would  never  listen  to  reason. 
Could  his  hon.  friend  say,  that  the  bo* 
roughmongers  had  ever  shewn,  or  did  they 
now  shew,  themselves  disposed  to  listen  to 
reason  f  A  noble  Lord  had  spoken  <rfthe 
borough  of  Wootton  Bassett,  which  that 
noble  Lord  now  represented,  as  having 
been  the  place  to  which  Bolingbroke  owed 
a  seat  in  that  House,  and  whom  the  noble 
Lord  had  eulogised,  quoting,  at  the  same 
time,  an  opinion  expteased  by  that  writer. 
That,  oertainly,  was  an  unfoftuftat*  oase, 
fiir  he  begged  to  say.  in  hia  opinion,  n 
greater  rogue  than  Bolittgimki^  W0t  a 
flsora  trumpery  philoeophtr,  had  Mvir 
boen  sent  by  n  rottcm  borough  failo  thit 
House.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  hrtm- 
doced  the  name  of  Bdingbtfokt  w«a  Ml 
ignorant,  but,  on  tht  oottlraryi  wai»  ai 
•very  one  knew,  well  aoauainted  irillr 
history,  yet  he  must  say,  that  the  noMa 
Lord  mnst  have  presuoMil  on  the  Utter- 
ance of  his  auditors,  if  he  auppoeed,  that 
it  was  to  avail  hia  cause.  Toe  hon«  attd 
learned  member  for  Kerry  gave  a  ooili- 
plete  answer  to  the  argument  of  the  noUe 
Lord,  by  reminding  the  House  of  a  gen- 
tleman of  the  name  of  Mr.  Benjamin 
Walsh.  Of  these  two,  he  preferred  Mr. 
Walsh — for  he  never  leift  to  the  oountty  a 
legacy  of  mere  subtle  philosophy,  or  n 
OMe  of  bad  morality— he  left  no  eseaya 
on  history,  from  which  the  youth  Of  the 
next  genwation  might  learn  how  to 
become  as  great  rogues  as  himSelf<«Mhe 
never  left  us  anything  but  a  penal  statute, 
whidi  prevented  other  persons  from  taidng 
advantage  of  that  which  he  found  unpio^ 
tected  when  he  had  the  honour  of  doing 
so  much  credit  to  rotten  boroughs  in  thfi 
House.  His  hon.  fHend,  the  fiAeilher  Ihr 
Thetford  (Mr.  Baring),  had  leetnid  to 
make  it  a  matter  of  compUiat,  that  there 
was  in  thatlHouse  no  orsan  of  the  Forein 
Department :  he  had  been  aecfaientariy 
absent  when  a  questwn  was  about  to  be 
asked  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  with  the  best  inttntiooa,  of  course. 
Did  hon.  Members  forget,  that  during  tfie 
whole  existence  of  the  late  Govemtnent, 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affidra  was  bM 
in  that, but  m  the  other  House  olPartift- 
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ment?  yet  no  want  of  his  presence  was 
for  a  single  moment  complained  of  or  felt, 
since  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Tamworth,  as  the  organ  generally  of 
the  Administration,  answered  all  questions 
respecting  any  department  of  which  the 
head  did  not  happen  to  be  in  the  House ; 
and,  in  many  instances,  answered  ques- 
tions for  members  of  the  Government  who 
happened  to  be  present  in  their  own  proper 
persons.  He  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  absence  of  Ministers  from 
that  House.  Instead  of  thinking,  that  they 
had  been  too  few  there,  he  thought  they 
had  been  too  numerous.  He  recollected 
the  time  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
managed  the  official  business  of  that 
House,  with  little  assistance  from  his  col- 
leagues, most  of  whom  had  seats  in  the 
other  House.  He  had  no  apprehension 
for  the  fate  of  the  Bill,  which  he  was  sure 
would  pass  into  a  law,  notwithstanding  the 
strenuous  opposition  of  his  hon.  friend, 
whose  vote,  however,  he  thought  was  a 
conscientious  vote,  notwithstanding  his 
interest  in  Callington  and  Thetford.  His 
hon.  friend  shewed  he  was  conscientious, 
by  his  fears,  and  he  seemed  to  think  that 
armed  men  sprang  from  the  ground, 
when  a  demagogue  stamped.  For  his 
part,  he  could  not  believe  there  were 
25,000  persons  in  SpaBelds,  on  the  day  of 
the  opening  London  Bridge  ready  to  over- 
turn the  Constitution.  His  hon.  friend 
could  not  believe  such  to  be  the  fact. 
He  would  rest  the  question  relating  to 
Greenwich  and  the  other  towns  upon  the 
mere  question,  whether  there  had  been 
such  an  assemblage  ?  He  would  tell  his 
hon.  friend  it  was  not  so.  Was  the  House 
and  the  country  to  be  frightened  from 
propriety  by  such  a  tale  ?  His  hon.  friends 
who  sat  on  the  same  side  of  the  House 
that  he  did,  and  who  had  adopted  the 
resolution  of  supporting  the  great  measure 
of  Reform  then  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  were  taunted  with  being  a 
pledged  and  unlistening  Majority.  Lord 
North  had  sometimes  been  reproached  for 
falling  asleep  in  his  place  in  that  House, 
but  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  that 
he  often  wished  to  sleep,  and  could  not. 
He  wished  he  could  be  an  unlistener  to  the 
many  speeches  that  were  made.  He  con- 
sidered the  subject  had  been  argued  over 
and  over  again,  and  that  it  was  a  mere 
waste  of  time  to  be  continually  replying  to 
the  speeches  made  by  the  opposers  of 
the    oUl-^their  object   being   evidently 


delay.  He  begged  to  say,  that  he  did  not 
blame  them  for  the  course  they  took, 
believing  as  they  did — and  he  was  bound 
to  admit  conscientiously — that  the  mea- 
sure was  fraught  with  that  danger  which 
they  asserted.  If  he  believed  as  they  did 
on  the  subject — if  he  had  an  interest  like 
them  in  arguing  on  that  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  would  delay  the  measure  as  much 
as  possible,  but  he  would  also  own,  that  his 
object  was  delay.  This  would  be  putting 
the  question  upon  intelligible  grounds. 
It  would  be  tiie  fair  and  candid  way  of 
opposing  the  Bill,  to  declare  that  delay 
was  what  was  sought  by  its  opposers  in 
the  course  taken.  But  it  was  the  business 
of  the  friends  of  the  measure,  let  it  be 
borne  in  mind  by  the  House,  to  prevent 
delay  as  much  as  possible.  The  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  were  not  to  be  caugnt 
m  the  traps  which  the  young  fowlers  on 
the  opposite  side  had  thought  proper  to 
set.  The  experience  of  the  world  had 
taught  him  to  reject  the  advice  of  his  ad- 
versaries. It  was  a  good  general  rule 
upon  which  to  act,  and  he  trusted  in  the 
present  case,  that  the  friends  of  the  Bill 
would  not  do  as  its  enemies  recommended. 
The  Members  of  that  House  ought  to  re- 
present the  Commons  of  England,  and 
consequently,  ought  to  respond  to  their 
wishes.  Taunts  had  been  thrown  oat 
against  the  friends  of  Reform,  because 
they  were  pledged  to  support  the  Bill. 
It  was  rather  too  bad  to  hear  such 
taunts  fall  from  the  lips  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  no  right  whatever  to  a 
seat  in  that  House — who  were  merely 
sent  there  by  a  nominee — sent,  too,  not 
to  attend  to  the  public  interests,  but 
to  the  interests  of  their  patrons.  He  dis- 
claimed any  personal  allusions  in  what  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  declare.  He  must  con- 
fess he  heard  with  surprise  the  taunts 
which  had  been  thrown  out  respecting 
what  had  transpired  in  reference  to  the 
constituency  of  the  City  of  London.  It 
would  appear  that  a  great  and  populous 
constituency  were  not  to  exercise  any 
control  over  their  Representatives,  bat 
that  control  might  be  exercised  over 
Members  who  represented  nomination 
boroughs.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  do,  when  he 
differed  from  his  constituents,  the  electors 
of  the  University  of  Oxford  ?  His  conduct 
was  in  effect  this : — "  You  have  returned 
me  to  Parliament  for  one  purpose,  and  I 
have  thought  it  my  duty  to  take  imotbtr 
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course.  Here  is  the  trust  which  you  have 
reposed  ia  me  again  placed  in  your  hands." 
This  was  the  proper  course  to  take.  It 
was  truly  honourable.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  shown,  that  he  considered 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  bound  to  represent  the  people 
of  England.  He  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  what  were  the  workings  of 
his  mind  when  he  resigned  his  seat  for 
Oxford  ?  Was  he  not  pledged  against  the 
Catholic  Question  ?  It  was  well  known  that 
the  speeches  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  delivered  in  that  House  as  an  Anti- 
Catholic  Member,  had  procured  for  him 
the  suffrages  of  the  electors  of  Oxford, 
and  the  observation  of  Mr.  Canning  upon 
that  would  probably  be  remembered, 
that  he  did  not  envy  his  right  hon. 
friend,  who  was  then  his  Colleague,  the 
Representation  of  that  University,  for  he 
deserved  it;  and  to  this  he  would  add,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  never  deserved  it 
better  than  when  he  resigned  it.  His 
hope  was,  that  the  peculiar  interests  of 
the  country,  pressing  on  all  persons  at 
that  moment,  might  induce  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  to  show  himself 
equally  susceptible  of  the  true  course  of 
public  duty.  He  thought  he  saw  a  struggle 
in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  a  conviction,  that  he  was  fighting  a 
hopeless  battle — one  in  which  there  was 
no  glory  to  be  gained,  because  it  was  a 
stand  against  the  voice  of  the  country. 
His  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Thetford 
was  always  telling  the  Committee,  of  the 
time  to  come,  and  the  danger  of  carrying 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  into  operation. 
For  his  part  he  really  entertained  no  fear 
respecting  the  passing  of  the  measure. 
He  trusted,  notwithstanding  what  had 
been  insinuated  and  asserted  in  the  course 
of  these  discussions,  respecting  the  in- 
fluence of  another  place — if  he  might 
allude  to  it,  for  it  was  a  question  which 
properly  belonged  to  that  House,  that  the 
Bill  would  be  carried  triumphantly.  He 
would  ask,  if  this  great  measure  was  stopped, 
what  would  be  the  result?  He  had  heard 
it  said,  they  were  not  to  talk  about  the 
consequences,  and  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
rejected  was  settled  elsewhere.  This  he 
considered  unconstitutional,  but  he  would 
say,  he  had  no  fear  for  that  which  might 
happen  elsewhere.  He  had  no  fear,  for 
the  Members  of  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  would  know,  their  own  interest. 
His  hope  was,  that  they  would  know  that 
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this  great  Question  belonged  exclusively 
to  the  Houie  of  Commons.  It  did  belong 
to  the  Commons  of  England.  "  We  have 
heard  their  advocates"  said  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Westminster,  "  in  this  House,  and 
we  are  not  to  have  their  overbearance  in 
the  other."  Was  it  denied  ?  The  hon. 
member  for  Thetford  had  said,  "  Thank 
God,  if  the  influence  of  the  Peerage  was 
not  paramount  in  that  House,  it  was  at 
least  useful."  If  the  great  Question,  after 
having  been  disposed  of  by  a  majority 
of  that  House,  and  sent  to  the  other 
House  by  the  real  constituency  of  England, 
was  to  be  decided  against  them,  he  would 
ask  the  Peers  to  consider,  whether  those 
were  not  their  best  friends  who  advised 
them  to  march  in  unison  with  the  people 
of  England,  rather  than  those  who  coun- 
selled them  to  take  a  line  of  road  which 
led  to  an  impassable  torrent,  in  which 
they  would  be  inevitably  overwhelmed  and 
lost.  They  were  the  elegant  Corinthian 
capital  of  the  society,  according  to  Mr. 
Burke  ;  but  what  would  they  do  if  they 
wanted  a  base  ?  The  strong  case  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was,  that  they 
were  nominees  \^^No^*  from  the  Opposi- 
tion,'] These"  Noes"  were  extraordinary, 
for  the  great  merit,  or  the  stronghold  of 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill  was,  that 
they  were  nominees  sent  to  that  House 
to  prevent  the  excess  of  popular  power, 
and  they  themselves  had  fifty  times  over 
declared  their  merit  and  their  strength 
to  be,  in  having  been  sent  there,  not  as 
a  control  for  the  people,  but  a  control 
upon  them.  Yes,  they  had  been,  as 
they  themselves  stated,  sent  there  to 
prevent  the  accelerated  progress  of  popular 
opinion,  and  on  that  the  chief  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  rested.  He 
would  not  then  go  any  further,  but  he 
should  give  his  decided  vote  in  favour  of 
the  proposition  before  the  House  ;  and  his 
only  apology  for  not  before  having  given  his 
opinion  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill  was, 
the  consciousness  of  his  own  want  of  influ- 
ence, and  his  desire  to  have  it  passed  for 
the  general  welfare  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  Banng  was  doubtful  of  the  correct- 
ness of  the  assertion  of  his  hon.  friend, 
that  many  of  the  present  electors  for  West- 
minster would  be  disfranchised  by  the 
qualification  attached  to  the  present  Bill. 
He  feared,  on  the  contrary  that  the  fran- 
chise would  be  extended  ;  and  both  there 
and  in  Southwark,  great  additions  would 
be  given  to  the  power  of  the  people. 
2A 
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Mr.  Charles  Calvert  begged  to  state, 
that  the  right  to  vote  for  Southwark  was 
in  the  scot  and  lot  electors,  many  of  whom 
would  be  disfranchised  by  the  present 
measure. 

Mr.  Baring  would  then  advert  to  another 
point,  and  from  all  he  could  collect  of  his 
hon.  friend's  speech,  he  seemed  to  consider 
democracy  as  the  best  kind  of  Govern- 
ment. His  hon.  friend  had,  moreover, 
given  them  a  clear  view  of  the  result  of  the 
system  of_Representation  he  advocated,  by 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  spoken  of 
another  place.  It  was  impossible  to  hear 
of  the  easy  mode  in  which  he  had  dis- 
posed of  the  authority  of  the  other  House, 
without  understanding  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's allusions.  His  sole  object  was,  to 
have  the  interests  of  all  classes  of  the  State 
joined,  agreeable  to  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  he  feared  the  result  of  the  pre- 
sent measure  would  be  to  destroy  this. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  so  far  from  justifying  his  vote,  would 
afford  the  best  possible  argument  for  that 
which  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  intended  to  give. 
The  question  was,  whether  or  not  they 
would  increase  the  Representatives  of  the 
metropolitan  district  by  ten,  and  in  main- 
taining that  they  ought  so  to  do,  he  told 
them  the  Lords  were  not  entitled  to  come 
to  any  decision  upon  that  question. 

Mr.  Hobhouse  explained  what  he  had 
said  respecting  another  place,  which  was, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  much  ra- 
ther concur  with  the  general  feeling  of  the 
country,  than  oppose  themselves  to  that,  as 
well  as  the  expressed  opinion  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Goulbvrn  resumed.  He  certainlv 
heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  say,  that  the 
present  was  a  question  solely  for  the  Com- 
mons, and  that  the  Lords  incurred  the 
hazard  of  being  overborne  by  a  torrent,  if 
they  opposed  themselves  to  the  popular  will. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  had  perhaps,  spoken 
inadvertently,  but  hisargumentwasdestruc- 
tive  of  the  principles  of  the  Constitution. 
He  was  the  advocate  for  freedom  of  de- 
bate, and  could  never  consent  to  have 
Members  returned  to  that  House  who 
would  destroy  in  the  House  of  Peers  that 
check  upon  democracy  which  constituted 
one  of  the  most  valuable  principles  of  the 
Constitution.  The  right  of  discussion  and 
decision  upon  the  measure  then  before  the 
House,  or  any  other  measure,  belonged 
to  the  House  of  Peers.  It  was  a  right  he 
knew   to  be  indisputable.     It  appeared 


to  him,  that  the  only  way  to  mieet  the 
growing  democracy  of  the  country  was,  by 
affording  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  decide  upon 
this  momentous  question.  With  respect 
to  the  principle  upon  which  the  provbioni 
of  this  Bill  were  founded,  he  must  again  and 
again  state,  that  they  were  to  him  utterly  in- 
comprehensible. While  the  disfranchiee- 
ment  of  boroughs  had  been  going  on,  the 
increasing  suburbs  and  neighbourhoods  of 
particular  towns  were  pressed  upoa  the 
attention  of  Government,  but  without  pro- 
ducing any  effect :  and  yet  now,  when  the 
enfranchising  clauses  were  before  the 
Committee,  one  of  the  principal  argu- 
ments insisted  upon  by  Ministers  was  the 
increasing  suburbs  of  the  metropolis  The 
hon.  Member,  in  his  argument  in  favour 
of  the  union  of  circumjacent  districts,  ad- 
mitted that  Westminster  would  soffara 
reduction  of  its  voters.  If  that  was  so, 
what  became  of  the  noble  Lord's  argu- 
ment, that  vested  rights  would  not  be 
touched?  The  hon.  member  for  Wast- 
minster  had  spoken  of  the  nominees  that 
were  sent  into  that  House  to  oppose  the 
Bill ;  but  he  begged  to  tell  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  wai 
the  nominee  of  no  patron,  for  he  Repre- 
sented a  constituency  as  enlightened,  to 
sav  the  least  of  it,  as  that  which  returned 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  Parliament ;  but 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  pressing 
this  point  upon  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  (Mr.  (Youlburn)  could  not  help 
wondering,  that  it  had  never  struck  him, 
that  there  were  nominees  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  that  before  he  ventured 
on  making  such  a  charge,  it  would  have 
been  as  well  for  him  to  have  looked  at 
those  who  were  in  his  own  immediste 
neighbourhood.  When  he  looked  to  some 
of  the  districts  to  which  it  was  proposed 
to  give  Representation,  he  found  graat 
inconvenience  must  occur.  In  the  Tower 
Hamlets  nlone  they  would  bring  in  from 
25,000  to  26,000  voters.  As  to  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  respecting  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  having  given  up  his 
Representation  of  Oxford,  he  perfectly 
agreed  in  all  that  had  fallen  from  him  : 
but  he  thought  that  this  very  case  was  an 
argument  in  favour  of  close  boroughs,  in- 
stead of  one  against  them  ;  for  in  what  a 
srate  would  his  right  hon.  friend  have 
been,  if,  after  resigning  Oxford,  he  could 
have  found  no  means,  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  of  obtaining  another  seat  in  ihat 
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House.  Would  the  hoii.  GenBonftn  tell 
the  House  what  might  have  been  the  con- 
sequence to  the  great  measure  of  Emanci- 
pation if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  deprived  of  all  power  to  advocate  and 
carry  throueh  the  House  that  great  m^fh 
sure  ?  Had  it  not  occurred  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  borough  of  Weslbury 
was  most  useful  on  that  occasion,  and  that 
it  furnished  a  strong  argument  against  the 
disfranchisement  of  that  class  of  boroughs  ? 
With  respect  to  the  case  of  Greenwich 
and  the  other  townships,  he  should  rote 
against  the  Motion,  conceiving  at  the  same 
time  that  the  course  he  adopted  was  sup- 
ported by  the  arguttiehts  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  Representation  was  ex- 
tended to  GreedWichj  other  divisions  of 
the  metropolitan  distriets  moi^  ntimerous 
would  require  the  same  privilege;  There 
was  another  district^  containthg  17&,000 
inhabitants,  that  would  demalid  Repre- 
aentation,  which,  injustice,  and  u{idh  the 
noble  Lord's  scale  of  nuinbists^  could  not 
be  withheld.  Greenwich  had  no  other 
claim  than  that  founded  uj[>bn  its  50,000 
inhabitfints.  The  union  of  thosb  districts 
was  objectionable  in  many  points  of  view, 
and,  therefore,  he  should opfkrae  the  Motion. 
Mti,  Macauley  thought,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had,  to  a  certain  extent, 
contradicted  himself  5  for  he  refused  to 
vote  for  the  enfranchisement  of  Greenwich, 
because  it  would  be  a  nomination  borough 
under  the  control  of  the  Government,  and 
yet  he  had  complained,  that  under  this 
Bill  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  obtaining  seats  in 
Parliament*  But  another  objection  that 
had  been  urged  against  the  admission  of 
the  new  London  districts  to  the  right  of 
having  Representatives  was,  that  it  was 
contrary  to  the  ancient  rule  of  the  Consti- 
tution to  give  more  than  two  Members  to 
any  place.  This  appeared  to  him  to  be 
entirely  a  itlistake.  London  had  always 
had  four  Members,  and  Westminster  and 
Southwark  two  a-piece,  though  their  di- 
visioti  from  the  City  was  described  by  a 
very  narrow  line.  To  give,  therefore, 
Members  to  these  new  and  flourishing  dis- 
tricts of  the  metropolis,  would  be  strictly 
following  out  the  precedent  already  set ; 
besides  which,  in  all  previous  platis  of 
Reform  that  had  beeh  submitted  to  the 
House  (includitig  thai  proposed  by  Mr. 
Pitt  in  1785),  it  was  alWHys  a  part  of  the 
proposition,  to  give  additional  Members  to 
the  suburbs  of  London.    It  was  with  plea- 


sure that  he  had  heard  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  on  the  previous  night,  state,  that 
now  that  the  enfranchising  clauses  had 
come  before  the  House,  he  should  not 
have  to  continue  that  opposition  which  he 
had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  shew,  when  the 
question  was  tiie  disfranchisement  of  so 
many  ancient  portions  of  the  Constitution ; 
and  yet,  now  the  right  hon.  Baroi 
stated,  that  he  could  not  consent  to  tne 
enfranchisement  of  these  London  districts. 
He  should  like  to  know,  since  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  objected  to  this  proceeding, 
what  his  own  plan  of  enfranchisement 
was?  He  should  like  to  know  why,  if 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  Manchester  were 
to  have  Representatives,  the  districts  of 
the  metropolis  were  to  be  excluded  ?  To 
this  query  he  had  heard  no  answer,  for  he 
could  not  admit  as  one,  the  point^that  had 
been  laboured  to  show  that  these  suburbs 
were  already  represented  throng  the  me- 
tropolis ;  for  the  fact  was,  that  these  dis- 
tricts had  as  little  to  do  with  London  as 
Edinburgh  with  Sheffield,  or  Sheffield  with 
Cambridge.  If  the  rates  6f  the  houses  in 
the  different  districts  were  attefaded  to,  that 
ohe  point  alone  would  be  sufficient  to 
make  out  his  argument.  In  the  Tower 
Hamlets  the  majority  of  houses  was  rated 
above  201.  a-year;  in  the  Finsbury  dis- 
trict the  Majority  was  rated  above  30/.  and 
in  the  district  of  Mary-la-bonne  above  40/. 
He  therefore  thought,  that  the  Representa- 
tives of  these  respective  districts  would  re- 
present very  different  interests,  and  afford 
what  might  be  termed  an  agreeable  variety 
in  the  way  of  Members.  Two  points  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  appeared  to  have 
relied  upon  chieflv  for  his  opposition  were, 
that  these  home  districts  (as  they  might  be 
called)  would  have  such  early  intelligence 
of  the  proceedings  of  Parliament,  that  it 
would  enable  them  to  exercise  a  control 
over  it,  and  that  their  physical  force  was 
so  great,  that  they  might  have  it  in  their 
power  to  awe  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  with  respect  to  their  physi- 
cal force,  it  was  to  be  observed,  that  that 
would  neither  be  augmented  nor  dimin- 
ished by  giving  them  Representatives; 
and,  in  his  opinion,  so  far  from  increasing 
the  danger,  he  believed  that  their  having 
Representatives  would  diminish  it;  be- 
cause it  would  be  affording  a  legal  outlet 
fbr  the  ebullition  of  their  feelings.  With 
respect  to  their  means  of  speedy  intelli- 
gence, he  admitted  it;  but^  if  he  under- 
stood the  Bill  mghi,  that  was  one  of  its 
2A2 
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objects;  for,  Ministers  having  perceived 
that  the  wealth  and  power  of  the  country 
were  about  to  demand  their  rights,  this 
measure  was  proposed  in  order  that  those 
rights  might  be  legally  bestowed  upon 
them.  He  must,  therefore,  confess,  that 
when  he  had  listened  to  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  appeared  to  him 
as  if  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  been  saying,  be- 
cause London  is  the  greatest  city  in  the 
world — because  it  is  the  mart  of  all  wealth 
— because  it  is  the  centre  of  all  knowledge 
— because  it  is  the  hive  of  industry — for 
these  reasons  he  would  exclude  it  from  the 
right  of  having  Representatives.  For 
his  own  part,  he  believed  that  the  time 
was  now  come  when  they  might  attach  to 
the  Constitution  the  whole  of  the  middle 
classes  of  England,  who,  though  they 
^  loathed  corruption,  and  writhed  under  op- 
'  pression,  felt  as  much  interest  in  uphold- 
^  ing  the  Constitution  as  the  highest  noble- 
c  man  in  the  country.  But  if  they  were  to 
withhold  this  privilege  from  the  metropo- 
.  litan  districts,  while  they  gave  it  to  other 
parts  of  the  country,  he  must  confess,  that 
he  should  think  that  the  Bill,  instead  of 
ending  the  dispute,  would  only  be  the  be- 
ginning of  it;  and  he  would  never  consent 
:  to  do  that  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
lead  to  the  immediate  engendering  of  ill- 
will. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  he  had  attempted  to  ad- 
dress the  Committee  when  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Westminster  sat  down,  but  he  was 
glad  that  he  had  not  been  allowed  an  op- 
portunity of  doing  so.  The  hon.  member 
for  Westminster  had  indulged  in  remarks 
which  might  at  the  moment  have  drawn 
from  him  a  reply  that,  upon  consideration, 
he  might  have  regretted.  The  remarks 
and  the  taunts  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Westminster,  he  now  felt  to  be  unworthy 
of  further  observation,  and  he  would  at 
once  proceed  to  the  question  properly 
before  the  Committee.  The  question  now 
to  be  decided  was,  not  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Westminster  appeared  to  think,  a  stale 
and  often-argued  question,  but  it  was  a 
new  one,  and  one  of  vast  importance.  He 
certainly  thought  that,  looking  at  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  of  the  country,  some 
enfranchisement  was  necessary ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  those  were  fully  to  be  ex- 
cused who  formerly,  and  under  different 
circumstances,  contended  against  that 
question  altogether,  and  now  admitted  its 
necessity.  But  the  question  now  to  be 
considered  was,  not  the  abstract  one  as  to 


whether  any  new  and  large  and.  important 
places  of  commerce  and  wealth  should  be 
permitted  to  send  Representatives  to  that 
House,  but  whether  districts  of  the  metro- 
polis, which  had  never  before  entered  even 
the  dreams  of  the  most  fanciful  of  Re- 
formers, should  be  intrusted  with  that 
privilege.  That  was  the  question  now  to 
be  considered  ;  and  upon  that  he  should 
found  the  few  observations  he  should 
intrude  on  the  Committee.  If  the  metro- 
polis was  not  to  be  taken  as  one  great  city, 
it  must  be  evident  that  a  different  principle 
was  acted  upon  with  respect  to  it,  to  that 
upon  which  the  Bill  proceeded  with  refer- 
ence to  all  other  cities  and  large  towns. 
This  weakness,  this  defect,  in  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  had  been  felt  by  his  hon.  friend, 
and  therefore  his  hon.  friend,  endeavour- 
ing to  avoid  it,  had  contended,  that  the 
metropolis  was  not  one  great  city,  but  four 
great  cities.  Against  this  division  of  the 
metropolis  he  protested.  Nothing  had 
been  advanced  which  at  all  justified  it, 
and  indeed  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  im- 
possible to  justify  it.  No  distinction  of 
interests  had  been  shown,  or  even  asserted 
to  exist.  The  metropolis  was  one  con- 
tinuous mass  of  buildings,  and  it  was  an 
incontrovertible  fact,  that  the  buildings  in 
the  extreme  parts  of  it  were  frequently  to 
be  found  in  the  occupation  of  those  who 
had  mercantile  establishments  in  the  city. 
Surely,  then,it  was  an  error,  and  a  palpable 
one,  to  say,  that  the  metropolis  was  foar 
cities,  and  not  one  city.  Another  argu- 
ment which  he  must  notice  was  one  that 
had  been  frequently  touched  upon,  and 
was  this  night  again  renewed.  It  was 
contended,  that  the  agricultural  and  the 
manufacturing  population  ought  to  be 
subjected  to  the  same  rule — ^that  was,  that 
a  manufacturing  and  an  agricultural  po- 
pulation, of  an  equal  amount  in  number, 
ought  to  have  an  equal  number  of  Repre- 
sentatives— to  that  he  objected.  An 
agricultural  population  was  scattered,  and 
so  circumstanced  as  to  be  unable  to  com- 
bine as  a  manufacturing  population  might, 
and  naturally  would.  The  agricultural 
population  was  spread  over  the  country, 
while  the  manufacturing  population  was 
always  in  garrison,  as  it  were,  and  ready 
for  attack.  It  had'  been  asserted  by  his 
hon.  friend,  that  the  arguments  against 
dividing  the  metropolis  into  districts,  and 
giving  those  districts  Members,  were  found- 
ed in  a  fallacy,  and  that  that  fallacy  was 
the  assumption,  that  the  class  of  penons 
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who  were  to  have  the  right  of  voting  were 
actuated  by  a  mischievoas  spirit.     He 
assumed  no  such  thing ;  but  this  he  did 
assume,  and  for  this  he  did  contend — that 
the  class  of  persons  to  whom  the  right  of 
voting  was  proposed  to  be  given,  would 
not  govern  themselves  so  well  as  they 
would  be  governed  by  Representatives. 
Under  the  Bill,  the  districts  of  Finsbury, 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  Lambeth,  and  Green- 
wich, would  not  be  governed  by  Repre- 
sentatives, but  they  would  be  self-govern- 
ed.   The  voice  of  the  electors  would  not 
only  be  paramount  in  the  election,  but  it 
would  be  paramount  also  upon  every  ques- 
tion that  was  agitated,  and  the  voice  of 
the  Member  would  be  but  an  echo  of  the 
voice  of  the  multitude.     Upon  the  point 
of  the  unconstitutional  nature  of  the  entire 
subjection  and  control  of  the  Represent- 
ative by  the  elector,  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir.  Robert  Peel)  had 
been  so  conclusive  and  so  satisfactory,  that 
he   would  not  touch  it  further  than  to 
mention    one    circumstance   which    had 
hitherto  escaped  notice.    The  fact  of  the 
Parliament  being  held  on  a  particular  spot 
gave  an  influence  to  that  spot,  independent 
altogether  of  its  possessing  Representatives. 
If  the  members  for  Middlesex  were  dis- 
missed, and  the  members  for  Westminster 
cashiered,  and  the  members  for  the  city  of 
London  cast  adrift,  still  the  interests  of 
the  metropolis  would,  if  necessary,  be  pro- 
tected by  that  House.     This  must  be  felt 
by  every  hon.  Member.     If  the  members 
for  Dublin,  or  for  any  other  city  or  town, 
were  to  act  prejudicially  to  the  interests  of 
the  metropolis,  they  would  be  called  to  an 
account  by  their  constituents,  because,  by 
injuring  the  metropolis,  they  would  have 
injured  the  interests  of  their  constituents. 
Although  he  had  admitted  Manchester, 
Leeds,  and  Birmingham  to  the  franchise, 
for   these  reasons   he  should   resist  the 
admission  of  the  districts  of  the  metropolis. 
If  he  were  told  that  the  capital  ought  to 
possess  peculiar    advantages,  he    would 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  language 
used  with  respect  to  Chelmsford,  which 
was  the  capital  of  a  county,  and  of  which 
the  Attorney  General  said,  it  was  not  the 
worse  for  not  being  represented.     For  his 
own  part,  he  had  never  advanced  different 
opinions  to  those  which  he  now  professed, 
but  those  who  had  changed  their  opinions 
were  fully  justified  in  their  conduct.    The 
country  had  been  excited  by  the  conduct 
of  the  Goveromenti  a  cry  of  Reform  bad 
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gone  abroad,  and  that  cry  ought  to  be  met 

by  a  spirit  of  reconciliation,  but  not  of 

senseless  surrender.  He  could  never  agree 

with  those  who  exclaimed — 

"  Much  has  been  done,  much  more  remains  to  do ; 
The  City  bums,  why  not  the  Palace  too  ?" 

The  question  under  consideration  was  a 
most  important  one,  and  among  the  most 
objectionable  that  \yould  be  mooted  by  the 
Ministerial  plan  of  Reform.  He  disliked 
it  greatly  from  its  inherent  defects,  but  he 
disliked  it  more  because  it  was  an  imita- 
tion of  another  country.  If,  however,  the 
proposition  should  be  carried,  and  expe- 
rience should  prove,  that  the  Represent- 
atives of  divided  London  did  not  act  under 
the  influence  he  anticipated  they  would — 
if  it  should  prove  also,  that  the  virulence 
of  the  journals  was  softened  rather  than 
excited  by  this  increase  of  their  means  to 
affect  the  decisions  of  that  House,  then  he 
should  rejoice  in  his  error ;  but  until  that 
proof  was  given  him,  he  should  persevere, 
urging  as  his  excuse  the  language  of  the 
poet — 

"  Forgive  my  warmth  upon  a  theme  like  this— 
I  cannot  bear  a  French  metropolis*" 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  propose  to 
enter  into  the  subject  which  had  been 
so  fully  discussed,  but  simply  to  explain 
what  he  had  said  with  respect  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  a  Member  procuring  a  seat  under 
peculiar  circumstances.  What  he  had 
said  was,  that  if  this  Bill  passed,  it  might 
be  a  question  whether  it  might  not  be  ad- 
visable that  the  Act  of  Anne,which  obliged 
a  Minister  to  vacate  his  seat  on  accepting 
office,  should  be  altered.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee,  he  had  heard 
no  one  good  argument  or  reason  why  these 
districts  should  not  be  allowed  to  send 
Members  to  Parliament.  The  contribu- 
tions of  these  districts  to  tlie  exigencies 
of  the  state,  their  wealth,  and  population, 
fully  entitled  them  to  the  privilege. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  he  rose  to  answer 
the  question  of  the  hon.  member  for  Thet- 
ford,  as  to  how  a  newly-appointed  Mi- 
nister was  to  obtain  a  seat  in  the  House  ? 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  the  case. 
There  were  forty  boroughs  in  schedule 
B  ;  some  of  them  with  not  more  than  300 
voters.  The  application  of  5,000/.  or 
6,000/.  to  any  one  of  them  would  manage 
the  business.  He  wished  to  allay  the  ner- 
vous feelings  of  hon.  Members  on  another 
point :  that  was,  the  meeting  at  Copen- 
hagen House,  which  was,  to  prepare  a  pe- 
tition for  the  repeal  of  the  Com-Uws,  an4 
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grew  out  of  another  meeting,  held  tu  ce- 
lebrate the  French  revolution  of  the**  three 
glorious  days/'  and  probably  consisted,  at 
most,  of  2,000  or  3,000  persons,  though 
this  had  been  magnified  into  a  Spa- fields 
meeting  of  25,000  men.      He  gave  this 
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magnificent  and  imperial  city  ?  Such  was 
the  fact,  for  imperial  Westminster  was  to 
return  but  two  Members,  and  suburbaa 
Greenwich  was  to  do  the  same.  Green- 
wich was,  as  even  the  keenest  devourers  of 
white  bait  must  acknowledge,  do  rival  of 


explanation  to  prevent  any  further  alarm  ;  the  glories,  or  dignity,  or  wealth,  or  im- 


on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Croker  rose  amidst  cries  of  **  Ques- 
tion,'' which  were  continued  for  some 
time.  The  impatience  of  hon.  Members, 
even  thus  exhibited,  should  not  excite  him 
to  say  one  syllable  more  than  he  had  in- 
tended to  say  at  the  moment  of  his  rising 
[a  laugh].  He  need  hardly  add,  that  they 
would  not  induce  him  to  say  less.  He 
merely  wished  to  state  a  fact  or  two  sup- 
plementary to  the  two  able  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Westminster,  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Calne.  The  hon.  member  for  West- 
minster had  forgotten  one  part  of  the 
speech  he  evidently  intended  to  make. 
That  hon.  Member  said,  "  I  don't  rxacllv 
approve  of  all  the  distinctions  made,  and 


portance,  or  population  of  Westmiatter; 
and  yet  the  Bill,  which  was  to  he  satisfac- 
tory to  all  ranks  and  parties,  and  an  ar^ 
rangement  upon  intelligent  and  impartial 
principles,  was  to  put  the  city  and  suburb 
on  a  par.  if  it  had  been  proposed  to  give 
one  Member  to  Greenwich,  such  a  propo- 
sition, however  absurd  in  reference  to  the 
real  principles  of  Representation,  might  in 
some  measure  have  been  defended  upon 
the  principles  of  the  Bill ;  but  to  the  dis^ 
tinction  of  a  double  Representation  now 
claimed  for  Greenwich,  that  place  had  as 
little  pretensions  under  the  principles  of 
the  Bill,  as  under  those  of  common  sense. 
Its  population  did  not  amount  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  amount  of  the  population 
of  Westminster,  and  it  had  not  a  hun- 


I  will  come  to  that  point  presently.'*  That    dredth  part  of  the  wealth  or  importance 


**  presently,"  however,  never  came,  and  he 
(Mr.  Croker)  rose  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
He  knew,  that  hon.  Members  not  in  the 
habit  of  frequently  addressing  the  House, 
must  necessarily  commit  such  omissions, 
especially  when  they  entered  upon  so  com- 
prehensive a  view  as  that  attempted  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Westminster.  The  other 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  hon.  member  for 
Calne,  had  missed,  in  a  similar  manner,  a 
part  of  his  speech.  That  hon.  Member 
had  talked  of  the  North,  the  South,  and 
the  West  districts  of  London,  and  their 
population,  their  wealth,  and  their  imj)ort- 
ance,  but  he  had  said  nothin?^  of  the  East — 
of  Greenwich,  the  very  subject  of  debate. 
Upon  the  district,  now  properly  under 
consideration,  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
said  one  syllable.  It  was  to  supply  this 
deficiency  in  one  Member,  and  the  *  pre- 
sently' of  the  other,  indeed  to  finish  the 
matter  by  a  sort  of  postscript  to  the 
speeches  of  the  two  hon.  Members,  that  he 
now  intruded  upon  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  member  fur  Calne  had 
passed  a  high  eulogium  on  the  city  of  West- 
minster. He  had  characterised  it  as  the 
scat  of  arts,  and  as  a  magnificent  and  impe- 
rial metropolis;  but  having  thus  exalted 
Westminster,  he  ought  to  have  explained 
to  the  Committee,  why  it  should  raise  the 
paltry  town  of  Greenwich  to  the  same 
)    ght  in  the  constitutional  scale  as  that 


of  that  city ;  but  it  was  to  have  an  equality 
of  Representation.  Very  justly  did  the 
hon.  member  for  Westminster  say,  that  no 
persons  would  lose  more  by  the  Bill  than 
the  members  for  Westminster  would.  He 
(Mr.  Croker)  had  loudly  cheered  the  hon. 
Member  when  he  made  that  statement, 
and  he  now  repeated  his  approval  of  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  took  such  pride  in 
being  the  member  for  magnificent  and 
imperial  Westminster,  would  find  himself 
when  this  Bill  had  passed,  no  better  than 
some  dealer  in  old  clothes,  or  low  attorney, 
or  under-strapper  of  the  Ministry ;  who 
might  be  chosen  by  the  intelligent,  re- 
tined  and  independent,  10/.  lodgers  ot 
Woolwich,  Greenwich,  and  Deptford. 
He  (Mr.  Croker)  well  knew,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  very  reluctant  to  pro- 
pose this  absurdity — they  felt  that  Green- 
wich and  Deptford  burlesqued  Represent- 
ation, and  would  have  avoided  it,  if  they 
could ;  but  they  had  adopted  a  system 
founded  on  population,  and  by  it  they 
were  reluctantly  forced  to  include  Green- 
wich. But  then,  why  did  they  not  extend 
the  same  principle  to  other  places?  Why 
was  Clitheroe,  and  its  parish  of  Whalley, 
disfranchised  ?  Was  it  because  their  popu- 
lation was  too  great,  more  than  double  that 
of  Greenwich,  Deptford,  and  Woolwich? 
If  the  amount  of  population  was  to  be  the 
leading  rules  of  the  Bill|  then  London 
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wowM  Iw  mtidad  to  om-UoA  ot  the 
wholo  fUpronnUtioB,  for  il  psMUM^,  u 

nmrlj  u  lb*  catcnlatwii  OMild  b«  madfl, 
aoe-tenth  of  Uw  popiiUtion ,  abd  non  tluui 
one-tenth  of  th«  wealth  of  tba  wbots  eean- 
try.  If,  tk«a,  thou  rules  wera  M  be  Bcled 
upon,  London  ought  to  ratarn  fifty  Mmb- 
bera  tothuHouM;  but  if  they  wwe  lobe 
diae«nl«il,  mai  tba  Mfer  |uidM  of  commoa 
senae  mmI  prutkal  experience  adoptad, 
then  Oreeanich  bad  no  juit  claim  for 
Representatives,  and  as  little  deserved  to 
be  in  schedule  C,  as  Appiebjr  in  schedule 
A,  oi  Clitheroe  in  schedule  B. 

The  gallery  was  then  cleared,  and  the 
House    divided,  when    there    appeared : 
Ayes  295;  Noea  188— Majority  107. 
List  ^  the  Atks. 


Adeane,  H.  J. 
Althorp,  Vigcount 
Anson,  Sir  G. 
AiuoD,  Hob.  G. 
Alb«rl«y,  A. 
Baillia,  J.  E. 
Baiobiidce,  E.  T. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Bametl,  C.  J. 
BMj>n(un,  CapL  S.  A. 
BMien,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Beroal,  H. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,  VV. 
BiDDt,  Sir  C. 
Bcraoerie,  Hon.  D.  P. 
Bevwie,  P. 
Brajeo,  T. 
Briacoe,  J.  I. 
Brougham,  W. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  J.  W. 
Bulwer,  E.  E.  L. 
Bul»er,H.L. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
BurrdltSitC. 
Button,  U. 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  G. 
Byng,  0.  S. 
Calcraft,  G.  H. 
Calvert,  C. 
CalTeT^  N. 
Caltey,  T. 
Carter,  J.  & 
CavendiA,  C.  C. 
CavendUh,  H.  F.  C. 
Chaytor,  W.  R.  C. 
CtricheMer,  J.  B.  P. 
CUTord,  Sir  A. 
Clivt,  E.  B. 
"    ■     •J^SirC. 


ColbOme,  N.  W.  B. 
CraAoek,  Col.  S. 
CrecTejr,  T. 

CuTtwt,  II.  B. 
Daoiw,  Col.  T.  H.  H. 
Penison,  J.  E. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Uenman,  SitT. 
Dud  combe,  T.  S. 
DundBi,C. 
Duodai,  Hob.  T. 
Dundas,  Tlon.Str  B-L, 
Uuadas.HoQ.  J.  C. 
Easthope,  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
ElUce,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Etwall,  R. 

Evasa,  Col.  O*  Lacy 
Evans,  W.  B. 
STani>,W. 
Ewari,  W. 
Fergusson,  R. 
Fergusson,  Sir  R.  C. 
Fiuroy,  Lt.-Col.  C.  A. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Foley,  Hon.  f.U. 
FouUes,  Sir  W. 
Fox,  Lieut.-Col. 
Giihoioe,  T. 
Gordon,  a. 
Graham,  Rt.Hn.Sii  J. 
Graham,  Sir  S. 
Unuil,  Right  Hon.  R. 
Oteene,  T.  G. 
Gttise,  Sir  £.  B. 
Gurney,  II. 
Ha^ley,  W.  F. 
Hafcourl,  G.  V. 
Harrer,  D.  W. 
Hawkins,  J. 
HeMheoM,G.  J. 
MeM«gc,G.F. 


HobhoaM,J.  C. 
Hodges,  T.L. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Home,  Sir  VV. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,?.  H. 
Howard,  H. 
Ho  nick.  Viscount 
Hudson,  T. 
Hughes,  W.n. 
Hughes,  Colonel 
Hughes,  W.  L. 
Hunt,  H. 
Ingilby,  Sir  W. 
James,  W. 
Jeminghani,  H.  V. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
King,  G.  a 
Knight,  H.  Q. 
Knight,  R. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Langiton,  J.  H. 
Lawley.F. 
LefeTre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lenoard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  W. 
Lenooi,  Lord  J.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lesley  &  L. 
Littleton,  £.  J. 
Lloyd,  Sir  E.  p. 
Loch,  J. 
Lopei,  Sir  R.  F. 
Lumley,  J.  S. 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Maberly,  Col.  W.  L. 
Mabcrly,  J. 
Macauley,  T.  B. 
Macdonald,  Sir  J. 
Mackintosh,  Sir  J. 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijonhanks,  S. 
Marryatt,  J, 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Mayhew,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Milton,  Lord 
Moieion,  Hon.  H. 


Moslyn,  E.  M.  L. 
Noel,  Sir  G.  H. 
North,  F. 
Norton,  C.  F. 
Nugent,  Lord 
Oflfey,  F.  C, 
Ord,W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Sir  C. 
Page^  T. 
Palmer,  Geo.  C. 
Palmei,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Pendarris,  £.  W.  W. 


Penleate,  3.  S. 
Penrhyo,  E. 
Pepy8,C. 
Petit,  Louis  H. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Phillips,  G.  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  W. 
Powell,  W.  E. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ramsbotttom,  S. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Rusiell,  R.  G. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Sebright,  Sir  J. 
Skipwith,  SirG. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  J,  A. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  Hon.  B, 
Spence,  G. 
Spencer,  Hon.  CapL 
Stanhope,  Capl.  B.H. 
Stanley,  J. 

Slanley,Right  Hoo.  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stephenson,  H. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  P.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 
Talbot,  C.  a.  M. 
Tavistock,  Harquii  ol 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesae,  R. 
Thompson,  Aldennaii 
Thomson,  RtHo.C.P. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens.Col.  R. 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tynte,C.BLK. 
Tyrell,  C. 
Uxbridge,  Earl  of 
Veimbles,  Atd. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Villiers,  T.  H. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waithmu,  Aid. 
Walfood,  B. 
Watbnrlon,  H. 
Warre,  J.  A. 
Waterpark,  Lord 
Wason,  W.  a. 
WatMD,  Bon.  S> 
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and,  Major  R. 
bread,  W.  H. 
iiore,  W.  W. 
ahara,  G. 
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ims,  W.  A. 
ims.  Sir  J.  H. 


Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Wood  Aid. 
Wood,  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wroltesley,  Sir  J. 


),  Admiral  C. 
wr.  Sir  A. 
I,  J. 

ison,  R.  C. 
1,  W.  D. 
:,  Right  Hon. 
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lone,  A. 
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SCOTCH. 

Johnstone,  J.  II. 
Kennedy,  T.  F. 
Loch,  J. 

Mackensie,  J.  A.  S. 
Ross,  II. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 
Stewart,  E. 
Traill,  G. 
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IRISH. 

Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Lambert,  II. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Macnamara,  W. 
Mullins,  F. 
Newark,  Lord 
0*Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
O'Grady,  Hon.  S. 
Ossory,  Earl  of 
Parnell,  Rt.  Hn.Sirll. 
Perrin,  L, 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G. 
Power,  R. 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  S. 
Russell,  J. 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Sand  ford,  E.  A. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Westenra,  Hon.  II.R. 
White,  S. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLER. 

Duncannon,  Viscount 
Paired  off  in  favour. 
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The  Chairman  then  put  the  question, 
"  that  Sheffield,  including  the  townships 
of  Sheffield,  Ecclesall,  Brightside,  Nether 
Hallam,  Upper  Hallam,  and  Attercliffe, 
Yorkshire,  and  the  words  ^  the  Master 
Cutler,'  as  returning  officer,  stand  part  of 
schedule  .C." — Agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  '^  that  Sander- 
land,  including  the  parishes  of  Sunder- 
land, Bishopwearmouth,  and  Monkswear- 
mouth,  Durham,  stand  part  of  schedule 
C." 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  it  ought  to  be  clear- 
ly explained  who  was  the  returning  officer. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  put  the  question,  ''  That 
Devonport,  including  the  township  of 
Devonport,  parish  of  Stoke  Damerell,  and 
township  of  Stonehouse,  Deyonshire,  stand 
part  of  schedule  C." 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  had  some  observa- 
tions to  make  on  this  question,  which 
might  lead  to  some  discussion;  but  he 
would  either  proceed  now,  though  it  was 
late,  or  postpone  what  he  had  to  say  till 
to-morrow,  as  might  be  most  agreeable  to 
the  House. 

Lord  J,  Russell  thought,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  better  go  on  till  the 
usual  hour,  as  had  been  previously  ar- 
ranged. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  did  not  expect  this 
particular  question  to  come  on  that  night, 
and  therefore  he  had  not  come  prepared 
with  the  extracts  he  should  wish  to  quote. 
If,  then,  he  committed  any  error,  he  trusted 
the  noble  Lord  would  set  him  right. 
What  he  intended  to  contend  for  was  this, 
that  Portsmouth,  Portsea,  and  Gosport, 
were  as  much  entitled  to  return  four  Mem- 
bers, as  Plymouth,  Devonport,  and  Stone- 
house.  The  town  of  Portsmouth  was  a 
very  considerable  one,  and  immediately 
adjoining  it  the  town  of  Portsea  had 
sprung  up.  Across  the  harbour  was  the 
town  of  Gosport.  That  town  was  situated 
in  the  parish  of  Alverstoke,  and  contained 
the  Victualling  Yard,  Haslar  Hospital, 
and  other  establishments  immediately  con- 
nected with  Portsmouth,  and  it  therefore 
ought  to  be  considered,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Bill,  as  a  part  of  Portsmouth.  If 
that  were  the  case,  it  would  be  found,  that 
the  amount  of  the  population  of  Ports- 
mouth and  its  suburbs,  was  neariy  the 
same  as  that  of  Plymouth  and  its  suburbs. 
Now  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  gave  Ply- 
mouth four  Members,  two  to  Plymouth 
proper,  and  two  to  Devonport,  bbt  oolj 
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Maule,  Hon.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
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Newport,  Sir  J. 
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Throckmorton,  R. 
Vere,  J, 
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two  Members  to  Portsmouth,  Portsea,  and 
Gosport;  the  parish  of  Aiverstoke  not 
being  included  in  the  Portsmouth  calcula- 
tion, as  the  parish  of  Stoke  Damerell  had 
been  in  that  of  Plymouth.  Portsmouth 
being  a  walled  town,  it  was  of  course  cir- 
cumscribed, and  it  had  not  a  population 
of  more  than  8,000  or  9,000.  But  he  saw 
no  reason  why  Portsmouth  and  Port- 
sea  should  have  only  two  Members,  while 
Plymouth  and  Devonport  were  to  have 
four.  He  should  like  to  know  upon  what 
principle  this  was  done.  The  towns  of 
Portsmouth,  Portsea,  and  Gosport,  with 
the  parish  of  Aiverstoke,  were  in  all  cir- 
cumstances, exactly  like  the  towns  of  Ply- 
mouth, Devonport,  and  Stonehouse;  with 
the  parish  of  Stoke  Damerell,  and  he 
wished  to  be  informed,  upon  what  princi- 
ple, they  had  been  so  differently  treated  ? 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  the  population 
might  be  nearly  the  same,  but  Portsea  and 
Portsmouth  were  so  closely  connected  as 
to  be  one  town,  while  Devonport  was 
quite  a  separate  and  distinct  town  from 
Plymouth. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  noble  friend  had 
omitted  to  state,  that  the  number  of  10/. 
householders  was  much  greater  in  Ply- 
mouth, than  in  Portsmouth. 

Mr.  Croker  did  not  admit  either  of  the 
facts  stated  by  the  two  noble  Lords;  but, 
even  if  they  had  been  established,  they 
made  no  answer  to  his  objection,  which 
was  that  of  two  masses  of  population 
nearly  equal  and  resident  in  towns  exactly 
similar  in  interests  and  extent,  one  was 
to  have  double  the  Representation  of  the 
other.  If,  in  such  a  parity  of  circum- 
stances, either  town  were  to  be  entitled  to 
a  preference,  it  was  surely  that  which  was 
the  more  ancient  and  more  extensive  seat 
of  our  great  national  power ;  but  under 
this  inconsistent,  if  not  fraudulent  Bill, 
Portsmouth,  the  greatest  of  our  naval 
establishments  would  thus  have  only  two 
Members,  while  the  smaller,  Plymouth, 
would  have  four. 

Sir  James  MacdonaJd  said,  Gosport  pre- 
sented no  memorial.  The  inhabitants  in- 
finitely preferred  being  exempt  from  the 
privilege  of  returning  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  took  these 
towns  under  his  especial  care,  should  have 
made  himself  acquainted  with  their  wishes. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  must  express  his 
surprise  at  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  did  not  pretend  to  take  these 
towns  under  his  care,  but  he  took  the  Bill 


under  his  care,  as  it  was  the  bustness  of 
every  Member  of  that  House  to  do.  He 
took,  under  his  care,  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  people  of  England;  and 
would  endeavour,  as  far  as  his  humUe 
efforts  could  avail  to  procure  them  justice, 
not  only  without  the  assistance  of,  but 
even  against  the  opinions  of  their  nominal 
Representative.  But  he  must  take  the 
liberty  of  telling  the  newly-elected  Mem* 
ber  for  Hampshire — a  gentleman  very 
lately,  and  as  he  was  informed  not  very 
extensively,  connected  with  that  county — 
that  he  (Mr.  Croker)  might  justly  feel 
some  peculiar  interest  for  the  towns  in 
question.  He  had  been  for  twenty- two 
years  in  official  communication  with  these 
towns,  and  must,  therefore,  be  well  ac* 
quainted  with  them,  and  he  must  be 
blameably  insensible,  if  he  did  not  feel 
some  interest  in  what  concerned  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  inha- 
bitants of  Gosport  had  presented  no  me- 
morial. Nay,  that  "  they  infinitely  pre- 
ferred not  returning  Members."  Wnat? 
they  desire  to  be  excluded  from  this  great 
and  transcendant  boon?  What?  they 
repudiate  all  the  blessings  and  privileges 
of  Reform  ?  and  this  avowal  was  made  t^  a 
supporter  of  the  Bill !  Had  any  of  its  an- 
tagonists ever  said  any  thing  so  bitter?  Buf 
admitting,  that  these  good  folks  repudiate 
the  Bill,  the  House  must  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  influenced  by  that.  Was  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Macdonald)  influenced 
by  any  of  the  petitions  or  memorials  pre- 
sented to  the  House  deprecating  the  dis- 
franchisement of  the  boroughs  in  sche- 
dules A  and  B  ?  They  were  not  here  to 
consider  what  the  wishes  or  opinions  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Gosport  might  be  at  pre- 
sent, but  what  their  children  or  children's 
children  might  think.  They  were  to  le- 
gislate for  [posterity,  and  not  merely  for 
the  present  generation.  He  knew,  that 
extraordinary  pains  had  been  taken  to 
silence  and  suppress  the  opinions  of  those 
whose  fair  claims  had  been  neglected  or 
disregarded  in  the  Bill ;  and  then  for- 
sooth, they  were  told,  that  no  memorials 
had  testified  the  peojpk/s  dissatisfaction  on 
such  poinu.  But  if,  as  he  had  said,  the 
positive  memorials,  the  indignant  excla^ 
mations  of  those  whose  rights  were  spo* 
liated  and  destroyed,  had  no  effect  on  the 
hon.  Gentleman  op|>osite,  how  could 
they  expect  that  the  negative  approba- 
tion, which,  after  ail,  might  be  a  contemp- 
tuous silence,  wai  to  have  sueb  weifht  m 
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Uie  other  scale.  Let  the  Committee  be 
juit,  let  it  act  with  candour  and  common 
sense — if  it  was  to  regard  the  wishes  of  the 
parties,  let  that  be  done  in  all  cases  of  dis- 
franchisement, as  well  as  of  enfranchise- 
ment ;  but  if  it  was  not  to  regard  those 
personal  and  local  influences ;  then,  let  the 
Committee  legislate  for  posterity,  and  not 
betray  the  future  interests  of  Gosport  and 
Portsea,  merely  because  their  present 
Member  chose  to  abandon  them. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the  difference  in  the 
cases  was,  that  Portsea  and  Portsmouth 
were,  strictly  speaking,  only  one  town; 
not  so  Devonport  and  Plymouth. 

Mr.  Lennard  merely  rose  to  state,  that 
the  population  of  Devonport  exceeded 
that  of  Portsmoutli,  and  Gosport,  by 
several  thousands. 

Mr.  OotUburn  said,  when  they  came  to 
another  partof  the  schedule,  he  should  lake 
an  opportunity  of  asking  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  on  what  principle  he  proceeded 
when  he  increased  the  electoral  body  at 
Portsmouth,  and  pursued  a  different 
course  in  other  places. 

Lord  Alt/iorp  should  be  perfectly  ready 
to  give  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  any  in- 
formation at  the  proper  time. 

An  Hon,  Member  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  aware  of  the  facts  of 
this  ease.  Portsea  was  a  part  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Portsmouth,  and  a  great  propor- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  the  former 
place  had  actually  a  vote  for  the  latter, 
without  reference  to  any  clause  in  this 
Bill. 

Question  agreed  to.  House  resumed. 
Committee  to  sit  again  the  next  day. 

Excise  Acts — Duty  on  Slates.] 
Resolution  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Excise 
Duty  on  Candles  reported. 

Mr.  Goulbourn  begged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Grentleman  opposite,  whether  the  duty  on 
slates  had  been  taken  into  consideration. 
He  had  personally  suggested,  that  the 
duties  on  slates  and  tiles  ought  to  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing. 

Mr.  luring  Bice,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  begged  to  state,  that  the 
subject  was  still  under  discussion.  He 
was  aware,  that  complaints  had  been  made 
frwQ  several  places,  that  the  duties  were 
unequal,  and  it  had  been  referred  to  the 
proper  quarters  to  ascertain  the  exact 
amount  of  revenue,  that  would  be  lost  by 
the  removal  of  the  tile  duties.  There  was 
e"     f  wiA  ta  afford  relief. 


Mt. Goulburn  hoped  his  right  hon.  friend 
would  remember,  that  the  tile-trade  bad 
been  materially  injured  by  the  partial  re- 
moval of  the  slate  duty.  He  could  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  he  lived,  slate  could  be 
had  cheaper  after  land-carriage  of  thir- 
teen miles,  than  tiles  made  on  the  spot. 
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MrvuTB.]    Coal  Duties  Bin,  md  •  liooiid  tine. 

Affidavits'  inChancery  Suits.]  The 
Lord  Chancellor  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Chancery  Affidavits'  Bill.  When 
the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time,  he 
should  move  the  suspension  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  in  order  to  allow  it  to  pass 
through  the  rest  of  its  stages  that  day. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  opposed  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  totally  unnecessary, 
because  the  Lord   Chancellor    had    the 
power,  of  his  own  authority,  to  have  aflS- 
davits  read  either  before  or  after  Seals,  or 
at  any  time  that  he  chose,  from  the  first 
day  of  January  to  the  last  day  of  Decem- 
ber.    He  haj  power,  even  m  the  time 
usually  called  the  long  vacation,  to  pro- 
ceed with  causes  in  any  stage,  and  to  near 
affidavits  read,  or  carry  on  any  proceeding 
touching  the  suit,  and  to  call  counsel  and 
solicitors  before  him  to  proceed  with  the 
business  of  the  Court.    He  had  sat  a  long 
time  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  never 
had  the  least  doubt  as  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellofs  powers  in  this  respect.    There  was, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  no  occasion  what- 
ever for  passing  this  Bill ;  and  as  there 
was  no  occasion  for  it,  that  was  a  suffi- 
cient objection  to  its  passing.     He  had 
sometimes  sat  from  six  o'clock   in   the 
morning  till  eleven  at  night ;  and,  at  all 
times  of  the  day,  and  at  all  times  of  the 
year,  he  had  permitted  applications  to  be 
made  on  important  matters  requiring  de- 
spatch, and  had  heard  affidavits  read,  with- 
out any  doubt  of  his  power  to  do  so,  in  case 
he  haa  thought  it  proper.    The  Courts  of 
Chancery  were  open  during  the  whole  year, 
and  their  business  might  at  any  time  be 
transacted,  without  regard  to  its  being 
before  or  after  Seals,  which  were  appointed 
merely  as  matters  of  convenience.     He 
should  be  sorry,  therefore,  that  a  Bill 
should  be  passed  to  enable  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  do  that  which  he  himself  had 
ample  jurisdiction  to  do  of  his  own  aa< 
thority. 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  need  scarcely  say, 
how  highly  gratifying  to  him  it  was,  to 
hear  it  laid  down  as  an  undeniable  propo- 
sition, by  the  highest  livmg  authority,  that 
it  was  competent  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  hear  affidavits  read,  and  to  proceed 
with  the  business  of  his  Court  at  any  time 
of  the  year,  without  any  other  regard  to 
times  or  seasons  than  that  which  might 
arise  from  the  convenience  of  the  suitors 
and  the  Court,  and  the  proper  despatch  of 
business.      But  the  objection  had   been 
taken  by  parties  in  Court ;  and  where  there 
was  a  losing  party,  and  that  party  was  in 
possession  of  the  Court,  it  often  happened 
that  he  was  anxious  to  protract  the  final 
decision  of  the  cause,  and  with  that  view 
to  take  advantage  of  every  real  or  sup- 
posed formality  calculated  to  suit  his  pur- 
pose.    A  delay  of  this  kind  had  been  at- 
tempted the  other  day,  and  he  had  asked 
the  most  experienced  members  of  the  Bar, 
whether  there  was  any  good  and  valid 
objection  to  the  reading  of  an  affidavit 
after  the  last  Seal  ?     The  general  opinion 
was,  that  it  could  not  be  done.     He  had 
asked,  upon  what  principle  this  practice 
was  founded,  of  not  having  affidavits  read 
in  cases  of  this  kind,  after  the  last  Seal ; 
but,  as  to  this,  he  could  get  no  satisfac- 
tory explanation  :  but  it  was  said,  that  in 
practice  it  had  not  been  done.     He  then 
applied  to  one  of  the  Registrars,  a  gen- 
tleman of  great  experience,  and  his  (Ay- 
servation  was,  that  it  never  had  been  done 
before.     He  had  then  consulted  another 
Registrar,  also  a  gentleman  of  great  ex- 
perience, who  said,  that  it  had  never  been 
done ;  but  he  could  give  no  satisfactory 
account  of  any  principle,  and  was  rather 
of  opinion  that  it  might  be  done,  although 
there  was  no  precedent   for  it.     In  the 
absence  of  precedent,  and  seeing  no  prin- 
ciple  for  his  refusal   to   hear    affidavits 
read,  in  cases  of  the  nature  then  before 
him,  he  drew  up  an  order,  and  caused  it 
to  be  fixed  up  in  proper  places,  to  give 
notice,  that  he  would  hear  affidavits  read, 
and  proceed  with  the  business.     But  still 
parties  insisted  on  the  objection,  and  one 
of  them  refused  on  that  ground  to  appear. 
Seeing,  then,  that  some  doubts  were  en- 
tertained, and  that  the  objection  might  be 
taken  advantage  of  in  case  of  prosecution 
for   perjury,    be    thought   the   best   way 
would  be,  to  put  an  end  to  all  doubt  by 
meams  of  an  Act  of  Parliament*      He, 
however,  gratefully  acknowledged  the  as- 
sistance which  be  had  receiv^  from  his 


noble  and  learned  friend,  and  as  his  noble 
and  learned  friend,  the  highest  living  au- 
thority— and  a  higher  there  could  not  be, 
whether  living  or  dead — was  so  decidedly 
of  opinion,  that  a  Statute  was  totally  un- 
necessary, he  could  have  no  object  in  pro* 
ceeding  with  his  Bill.  He  took  it  for 
granted,  upon  an  authority  as  high  as  that 
of  any  of  the  decided  cases,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  the  power  which  was  re- 
quired, and  that,  therefore,  a  Statute  was 
unneoesssrv.  If  it  was  unnecessary,  it  was, 
of  course,  inexpedient.  Again  thanking 
his  noble  and  learned  friend  for  the  as- 
sistance which  he  had  given  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  he  would  decline  proceed- 
ing further  with  the  BilL  He  would,  with 
the  permission  of  their  Lofdahips,  allow 
the  matter  to  stand  over,  thai,  if  any  dif- 
ficulty should  hereafter  be  ibrown  m  the 
way  of  the  Court,  such  a  measure  might, 
as  speedily  as  possible,  be  passed  into  a 
law. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  was  quite  clear  as  to 
the  authority  of, the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
that  there  was  no  grouod  for  doubt  on  the 
subject;  but  be  begge^l  to  diaclaim  any 
intention  to  dictate  to  the  noUe  l/>rd  on 
the  Woolsack. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  had  not  said,  that 
he  himself  had  any  doubt  on  the  subject. 
His  opinion  certainly  was,  that  he  had  the 
authority ;  but,  as  others,  high  in  the  pro- 
fession, doubted  his  authority,  he  had  in- 
troduced the  Bill,  chiefly  out  of  deference 
to  their  opinions.  He  would  mention 
wliat  the  real  doubt  was.  There  was  no 
doubt  as  to  whether  affidavits  might  be 
generally  read  ;  but  the  doubt  was,  whe- 
ther affidavits  oouhl  he  reail  in  cases  of 
appeal  entered  afti:r  the  last  Seal  after 
Term.  An  appeal  was  entered,  and 
notice  of  the  circumstance  was  served y 
and  then  the  qu^;stion  came  itf  be, 
whether,  as  the  apfieal  was  entered  after 
the  last  Seal,  the  affidavit  of  service  could 
be  read  ?  The  entry  of  the  appeal  after 
the  last  Seal,  made  the  difference,  as  they 
said  ;  and,  although  he  had  himself  little 
or  no  doulit  as  to  the  power  of  the  liOtd 
Chancellor,  be  had  introduced  the  BiH  out 
of  deference  to  the  opinions  of  otiiers  of 
great  experience.  Now,  however,  he  wookl 
not  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  at 
present;  but  would  still  retain  it  in  the 
House,  when  it  might  lie  proceeded  with, 
in  case  it  should  hereafter  appear  that 
there  were  any  reasonable  grounds  of 
doubt. — BiH  read  a  second  tiiMt 
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Donna  Maria  of  Portugal.]  The 
Mwcquis  of  Londonderry  had,  the  other  day, 
asked  a  question  of  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  relative 
to  the  reception  at  Portsmouth  of  little 
Donna  Maria;  and  it  was  with  pain  that  he 
felt  himself  justified  in  complaming  of  the 
want  of  candour  in  the  noble  Earl's 
answer  to  that  question.  He  had  asked 
the  noble  Earl,  what  orders  had  been  sent 
to  the  authorities  at  Portsmouth,  to  re- 
ceive Donna  Maria  as  Queen  of  Portugal? 
And  the  noble  Earl  had  answered,  that  he 
did  not  know  what  orders  had  been  sent 
as  to  her  reception ;  and  that  he  did  not 
''  know  whether  any  orders  at  all  had  been 
'  given  on  the  subject  ;  and  with  that 
'  answer  he  (the  Marquis  of  Londonderry) 
was  bound  to  be  satisfied.  But,  after 
•  having  received  this  answer,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  see  in  the  Evening  Papers,  a 
.  statement,  apparently  founded  on  good 
/  authority,  that  orders  had  been  sent  to 
I  the  proper  official  persons  at  Portsmouth, 
:  to  receive  the  Emperor  Don  Pedro,  and 
;  his  daughter,  the  little  Pretender,  as  he 
'  must  call  her.  Donna  Maria,  with  all  the 
honours  usually  paid  to  crowned  heads ; 
and  then  there  was  a  detailed  account  of 
what  these  honours  were  to  be.  Now  he 
really  did  think  it  very  extraordinary, 
that,  if  the  noble  Earl  was  apprised  of  the 
intended  arrival  of  the  little  Pretender, 
and  had  made  preparations  for  that  ar- 
rival, no  orders  should  have  been  sent  re- 
specting her  reception,  or  that,  if  any 
orders  were  sent,  they  should  have  been 
sent  without  the  knowledge  of  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Administration. 
It  appeared,  then,  that  the  noble  Earl 
was  so  little  in  the  confidence  of  some 
members  of  his  own  Cabinet,  that  they 
really  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  ap- 
prise him  of  what  steps  they  were  taking 
in  matters  of  high  importance.  They  sent 
the  orders,  it  appeared,  without  thinking 
it  necessary  to  consult  the  noble  Earl  at 
all  about  the  matter,  so  that  there  was  a 
want  of  confidence  between  the  noble 
Earl  and  some  of  his  colleagues,  on  other 
subjects  besides  the  Reform  Bill.  Since, 
then,  it  appeared,  that  orders  had  been 
sept  to  receive  the  little  Donna  Maria, 
with  all  the  honours  usually  paid  to 
crowned  heads,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Earl  had  any  objection 
to  produce  the  orders,  or  to  lay  copies  of 
them  on  the  Table  ? 
Earl  Grey  did  not  know  upon  what 


grounds  the  noble  Marquis  imputed  to  him 
a  want  of  candour  in  the  answer  which 
he  had  given  to  the  noble  Marquis's  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Marquis  had  asked,  what 
orders  had  been  sent  to  the  proper  au- 
thorities at  Portsmouth,  to  receive  Donna 
Maria  as  Queen  of  Portugal;  and  his 
answer  was  simply,  that  he  did  not  know 
what  orders  had  been  given  for  her  recep- 
tion, or  whether  any  orders  at  all  had  been 
given  on  the  subject.  That  was  the  fact. 
It  might  be  culpable  in  him  to  be  ignorant 
of  what  had  been  done  about  the  recep- 
tion of  the  Emperor  Don  Pedro,  and  his 
daughter,  Donna  Maria ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  when  the  noble  Marquis  put  the 
question,  he  was  not  aware  what  orders 
had  been  given,  or  whether  any  orders 
had  been  given  on  the  subject.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  noble  Marquis*s  question, 
however,  he  had  made  inquiries ;  and  the 
result  was,  that  he  found  that  no  letter, 
or  written  direction,  had  been  sent  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject,  but  that 
some  verbal  conference  had  taken  place 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Commander-in-chief  of  the  Army,  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  relative  to  the 
reception  of  the  Emperor,  Don  Pedro, 
and  his  daughter.  But  the  orders  went 
to  her  reception  with  the  honours  ge- 
nerally paid  to  royalty,  without  the  least 
reference  to  her  title  as  Queen  of  Portu- 
gal. The  honours  directed  to  be  paid, 
were  merely  the  honours  usually  accorded 
to  the  royal  station,  without  any  political 
recognition  or  reference  to  the  title  of 
Donna  Maria,  as  Queen  of  Portugal.  The 
noble  Marquis  had  thought  proper  to  de- 
signate her  as  a  Pretender.  But  the  noble 
Marquis  could  scarcely  have  forgotten, 
that  Donna  Maria  had  been  received  and 
recognised  by  his  late  Majesty,  and  by 
the  late  Government,  as  Queen  of  Por- 
tugal, and  had  been  treated  as  such  with 
royal  honours.  But  her  late  reception  at 
Portsmouth  had  nothing  to  do  with  her 
title  as  Queen  of  Portug-al,  but  was  merely 
the  usual  reception  afforded  to  royalty. 
Notwithstanding,  then,  the  solemn  ques- 
tions and  threatening  denunciations  of  the 
noble  Marquis,  with  regard  to  this  recep* 
tion,  the  noble  Marquis  had  only,  after 
all,  discovered  what  was  vulgarly  eedled  a 
mare's  nest. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  was  glad  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  not  given  any 
orders  which  implied  a  politick,  recog^ 
oition  of  the  title  of  Donna  Maria,  aa 
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Queen  of  Portugal ;  and  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl,  that  the  directions  given 
as  to  the  reception,  really  did  not  amount 
to  more,  than  that  Donna  Maria  was  to 
be  received  with  the  honours  usually,  in 
courtesy,  paid  to  persons  holding  the 
royal  station.  The  noble  Earl  bad  re- 
marked, that  his  late  Majesty  had  ac- 
knowledged Donna  Maria  as  the  heiress 
of  the  Portuguese  Crown,  and  had  re- 
ceived her  as  Queen  of  Portugal-  He  did 
not  mean  to  give  any  opinion  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  title  of  Donna  Maria  to  the 
Throne  of  Portugal ;  but  he  did  say,  that 
the  question  as  to  whether  her  title  was 
valid  or  not,  was  one  beyond  our  jurisdic- 
tion. It  was  a  question  for  the  Portu- 
guese, and  for  them  only,  to  decide. 
If  we  were  to  interfere,  and  take  upon 
ourselves  to  say,  that  Donna  Maria  was 
Queen  of  Portugal,  we  might  just  as 
well  take  upon  ourselves  to  say,  that 
Henry  the  5th  should  be  king  of  France. 
The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  was  much 
gratified  to  find,  that  the  orders  given  as 
to  the  reception  of  Donna  Maria,  did  not 
imply  any  acquiescence  in  her  assumed 
title  of  Queen  of  Portugal.  As  to  what 
the  noble  Earl  had  said,  relative  to  the  re- 
cognition of  Donna  Maria  as  Queen  of 
Portugal,  by  his  late  Majesty,  it  ought  to 
be  kept  in  view,  that  three  years  had 
elapsed  since  that  time,  and  that  circum- 
stances were  now  entirely  different  from 
what  they  were  then.  The  Portuguese, 
with  whom  alone  the  matter  rested,  had 
chosen  their  own  Sovereign.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  anything  as  to  the  character 
of  that  Sovereign.  On  that  point  there 
was  much  difference  of  opinion.  But  it 
was  suflficient  that  he  was  recognised  by 
the  Portuguese  nation  as  their  Sovereign, 
and  received  by  them  as  such,  with  as 
much  obedience,  affection,  and  attach- 
ment, as  ever  sovereign  was  received  in 
any  country.  It  was  impossible,  then, 
that  a  Ministry  which  laid  so  much 
weight  on  the  principle  of  non-inter- 
ference, could  attempt  to  set  up  a  sove- 
reign of  Portugal,  contrary  to  the  one 
whom  the  Portuguese  had  chosen.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  had,  some  time  ago, 
made  a  speech  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  non-interference,  to  which  speech  he 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  adverting 
in  a  few  days  ;  but,  in  the  mean  time,  he 
was  glad,  that  he  had  forced  the  noble 
Earl  to  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  his 
question. 


Growth  of  Tobacco  (Ireland)  Pro- 
hibition Bill.]  Lord  ^uc^/ond moved, 
that  their  Lordships  should  resolve  them- 
selves into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  jpro- 
hibiting  the  growth  of  Tobacco  in  Ire- 
land. The  object  of  it  was,  to  extend  the 
prohibition  which  already  existed  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  as  to  the  growth  of 
Tobacco,  to  Ireland.  It  appeared,  from 
evidence  given  before  a  Committee  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  that  it  could 
not  be  grown  with  advantage  there,  unless 
the  growth  were  protected  as  it  had  hither- 
to been,  by  a  duty  of  1,200  per  cent  on 
the  cost  price  of  foreign  Tobacco,  the  duty 
being  3s,  per  pound.  The  permission  to 
grow  tobacco  in  Ireland  would  be  unjust 
to  other  parts  of  the  empire  in  which  it 
was  prohibited,  while,  if  the  duty  on  fo- 
reign tobacco  was  diminished,  it  would 
come  into  competition  with  tobacco  of 
Irish  growth.  He,  therefore,  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  allow  theBill  to  proceed, 
as  all  the  persons  whose  opinions  were 
embodied  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
were  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  the  pro- 
hibition would  be  beneficial  to  Ireland ; 
and  if  their  Lordships  required  any  further 
inducement,  he  could  assure  them,  that  the 
measure,  with  a  view  to  the  revenue,  was 
highly  expedient,  if  not  necessary. 

Lord  Teynham  apprehended,  the  last 
sentence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  preceded 
him,  was  the  cause  of  the  Bill  being 
brought  forward.  The  revenue,  it  was  ex- 
pected, would  be  increased  by  the  pro- 
hibition to  grow  tobacco  in  Ireland.  He 
wished  the  question  to  be  looked  at  under 
a  more  enlarged  view.  Noble  Lords  were, 
no  doubt,  aware,  that  beet  root  had 
been  extensively  cultivated  in  France  in 
order  to  obtain  sugar ;  he  believed  a  similar 
process  might  be  advantageously  adopted 
in  Ireland,  but  then  the  cry  would  arise, 
"  the  revenue  will  suffer  from  the  import 
and  export  of  sugar  being  lost.''  He  con- 
sidered this  idea  was  important  to  all  per* 
sons  interested  in  the  welfare  of  Ireland, 
as  he  most  sincerely  was.  Unless  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country  was  preferred  to  the 
revenue  laws,  he  was  persuaded,  that 
Ireland  would  never  be  prosperous  or  con- 
tented. 

The  Earl  of  Wtcklou)  thought,  that  the 
Bill  was  contrary  to  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  on  which  the  Ministers  professed  to 
act.  The  measures  for  promoting  the  cul- 
tivation of  tobacco  in  Ireland,  was  brought 
forward  by  Lord  North,  for  the  encourage- 


but  it  ought  to  have  been  accompanied  by 
other  enactments,  favourable  to  Ireland. 
Until  that  question  of  paramount  import* 
ancc,  now  before  the  other  House,  came 
up  to  their  Lordships,  they  could  not,  per- 
haps, be  better  employed,  than  in  consider- 
ing what  penal  Statutes  could  be  removed, 
to  better  the  condition  of  that  country. 

Lord  Auckland  begged  to  assure  noble 
Lords,  this  measure  was  not  brought  for- 
ward as  an  act  of  severity  to  Ireland,  bat 
was  simply  an  act  of  finance,  which  had 
long  been  under  consideration,  and  which 
had  met  with  the  concurrence  of  all  par- 
ties in  that  country.  The  quantity  of 
land  occupied  at  present  by  the  §pnowth  of 
tobacco,  did  not  exceed  600  or  700  acres, 
but  if  the  growth  was  extended  to  the 
three  kingdoms,  the  land  most  likely  to  be 
employed  in  its  cultivation  would  not  ex- 
ceed 5,000  or  6,000  acres,  the  produce  of 
which  could  not  be  expected  to  amount  to 
350,000/. 

The  Bill  went  through  a  CkHnmittee — 
their  Lordships  resumed. 
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ment  of  the  agriculturists,  and|  therefore, 
they  had  a  right  to  a  full  explanation  of  the 
causes  why  the  growth  should  now  be  pro- 
hibited. The  noble  Lord,  however,  had 
confined  his  remarks  to  the  question  of 
revenue  ;  but,  under  that  view,  he  should 
have  shown,  that  it  was  impossible  to  col- 
lect a  tax  on  tobacco  grown  in  Ireland. 
He  could  not  suppose,  that  any  greater 
difficulty  would  exist,  than  in  collecting  a 
revenue  from  hops  or  malt — on  this  sub- 
ject he  entertained  strong  feelings,  because 
he  lived  in  a  part  of  Ireland,  in  which 
that  cultivation  had  prevailed;  he  had 
lately,  by  way  of  experiment,  put  three 
acres  under  Tobacco,  and  the  experiment 
succeeded  beyond  his  expectation.  He 
found,  that  in  cultivating  this  article,  he 
could  give  a  great  deal  of  employment  to 
the  poor,  and  make  a  reasonable  profit. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  observed, 
that,  undoubtedly,  this  was  a  question  of  re- 
venue, but  iVotil  fljl  the  evidence  given,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  growth  of  tobacco  in  Ireland 
could  not  be  carried  on  in  competition  with 
other  countries*  without  a  bounty  of  1,200/. 
per  cent.  At  present,  the  cultivation  was 
confined  to  two  counties,  and  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  grant  the  same  permis- 
sion to  England,  the  culture  of  tobacco 
must  be  stopped  in  Ireland,  or  the  revenue 
would  suffer  materially.  The  permission 
to  grow  tobacco  in  Ireland  was  granted 
by  Lord  North  during  the  American  War, 
not  for  the  sake  of  Ireland,  but  out  of 
hostility  to  Virginia.  It  was  now  found, 
however,  that  the  extension  of  its  cultiva- 
tion in  Ireland  would  be  very  injurious  to 
the  revenue,  without  being  of  any  thing 
like  corresponding  advantage  to  Ireland, 
and  it  would  be  better  to  prohibit  its 
growth  iniimine.  A  culture  which  could 
not  be  supported  without  such  an  enor- 
mous bounty,  was  clearly  contrary  to  the 
principle  of  free  trade. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  must  beg  to  cor- 
rect the  noble  Marquis  on  the  subject  of 
Lord  North's  Dill,  which  was  introduced 
in  1778,  for  the  express  purpose  of  ame- 
liorating the  condition  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  would  further  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  hon.  Ministers  to  the  Excise  Laws,  by 
the  operation  of  which,  great  disadvantages 
were  thrown  on  tobacco  grown  in  Ireland. 

Lord  Farnham  was  sorry,  that  the  first 
Act  brought  forward  by  the  present  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  should  be  one  of  prohibi- 
tion. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the 
provision  made  by  the  Bill  was  a  bad  one,  | 


Indictment  op  Mr.  O'Cohnell.] 
The  Earl  of  Eldon  rose  to  move,  pursuant 
to  notice,  '^  That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  his 
Majesty  would  be  graciously  pTeaaed  to 
lay  on  the  Table,  a  copy  of  the  indictment 
lately  preferred  in  the  Court  of  King^s 
Bench  in  Ireland,  against  Daniel  O'Con- 
nell,  and  others,  on  which  Indictment  the 
accused  had  been  convicted."  He  begged 
leave  distinctly  to  state,  that,  in  making 
this  Motion,  he  did  not  mean  to  cast  the 
slightest  imputation  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Law  Officers.  He  could  say  from 
his  own  observation,  that  the  Irish  Bar  was 
eminent  for  ability,  and  that  the  Irish 
Law  Officers  generally  did  their  duty  well. 
H  is  Motion  had  regard,  not  to  the  past,  but 
to  the  future,  and  his  purpose  was,  to  bring 
in  a  bill,  providing  that  when  a  temporary 
law  was  enacted,  any  prosecution  com- 
menced while  the  law  was  in  force  ahould 
not  be  abated  by  the  expiration  of  the  law, 
but  should  be  carried  on  to  its  full  termin- 
ation, in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  law 
had  still  remained  in  force.  It  certainly 
was  not  a  suitable  state  of  things,  that 
persons  most  properly  posecuted  and 
convicted  under  such  temporary  Act, 
should  be  allowed  to  escape  punishment, 
merely  owing  to  the  expiration  of  the 
Act  before  the  punishment  could  be  in- 
flicted.    In  the  indictment  in  quaatioB, 
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untt  might  have  been  inserted,  as  be 
oceived,  on  the  Common  Law  ;  bot, 
>wever,  his  only  object  at  present  was,  to 
J  the  foundation  for  a  bill  to  the  effect 
lich  he  had  stated.  He  was  not  aware 
it  there  was  any  objection  to  the  Motion. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


»#'i#<****»  #«»*»■ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  August  4,  1831. 

ilvm.1  The  Report  of  the  Cmmnittee  on  tiie  PMiUon 
the  Isie  return  at  the  Coleniiie  Eleetkm  was  pie- 
It  declared,  that  Sir  John  W.  II.  Brydgea  had 
unduly  elected  for  that  ftorough  $  that  Wiluam 
rAYU>B  CofmhAJtn,  Ciq.,  was,  therefore,  the  tlttiligllein- 
m  I  and  that  the  Petition  of  the  odd  Wiluam  Tatmb 
^OFmLAKD.  was  not  frivolous  nor  vexatious. — Returns 
Mwnded  accordingly.  Mr.  BARine  Wall  took  hb  scat 
i  llMDkcr  for  Weymouth  and  Meldombe  Rq|ls.^The 
tfgn  of  the  Coramittfle  on  the  Khig^  Masst^e,  ralatire 

•  the  allowance  to  the  Princess  Victoria,  was  brought  up. 
telrhe  ReK^utioQ  for  granting  lO,O0IV.  per  anntim  to  the 
WoBHS  was  agreed  to,  and  a  Bill  tor  that  pupOiS  ontaiid 
>  ba  brought  in. 

•  biought  in.  By  Mr.  Sprino  Hics.  to  equalise  the 
Mta  OB  Wine,  and  Id  dcfhty  theChatgM  of  Dtaembodied 


ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  D.  W.  Hartit, 
f  the  quantity  of  Land,  numbCf  of  Hduses,  nature  of  the 
BBure,  and  amount  of  Rentt  Money  in  the  Funds,  on 
lofftiife,  or  other  securities  i  unlmpcoYabte  Rents,  and 
Cher  diarges,  distinguishing  Uieir  amounts ;  Eedesiastieal 
r— BtstioBs  and  Schoh»hlpe ;  deductions  for  Land  'fax, 
iMdilal  Dfartmrsements,  and  the  number  of  Endowed 
lohools,  arranged  under  the  head  of  Counties,  with  all 
Iher  particulars,  to  far  as  they  can  be  collected,  of  the 
iMrtlable  Institutions  t-^^On  the  Motion  of  Lord  OnAn- 
fUdl  Son BtacT,  an  account  of  the  number  of  Houses  in 
mnl  towns,  specified  in  schedule  F  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
bUBfuishing  the  Rates  as  assessed  to  the  inhat>ited 
Duty;  a  similar  return  for  the  towns  of  Swansea, 
I,  Neath,  Aberavon,  and  Ken  Fig,  AbergaTcnny, 
fonmooth,  Chepstow,  and  Usk,  distinguishhig  the 
iifcrent  Boroughs  and  Townships ;  also,  an  account  of 
la  Aaessed  Taxes  paid  for  each  of  the  towns,  in  the 
of  Monmouth,  as  alx>ve,  during  the  last  three 
i: — On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Pbothbbob,  of  the 
noont  of  British,  Colonial,  and  Foreign  Spirits,  whldi 
■M  Duty  for  home  consumption,  fh>m  18tl  to  1830, 
lelustire,  and  of  the  quantities  of  the  same,  used  in  the 
iiiny  and  Navy,  whidi  paid  no  Duty : — On  the  Motion 
r  Mr.  ATT  WOOD,  the  quantities  and  descriptions  of  Wines 
pott  which  any  Duties,  in  addition  to  thote  imposed  liy 
«w,  had  been  demanded  or  received,  flrom  the  20th  of 
aljlast  to  the  present  time,  and  the  amount  of  Duties  so 
HMBdcd  or  received. 

tkma  presented.  By  Sir  Jambs  Williams,  l>om 
'wners  and  Occupiers  of  Land,  Hundred  of  Derllis,  Car- 
Wthen,  praying  that  Land-owners  may  be  placed  on  the 
itot  tooting  as  1 0/.  Householders,  with  regard  to  returning 
LaoiberB  to  Parliament.  By  Mr.  Buck,  Arom  the  Free- 
wn  of  Exeter,  praying  they  may  not  be  deprived  of  their 
rlvlkges  of  returning  Members;  and  fhmi  the  Corpora- 
mi  'and  Inhabitants  of  the  same  phK<e,  for  an  amelioratkm 
rttaa  Criminal  Laws.  By  Mr.  Wilbbaham,  from  Cotton 
ranutoeturers  of  Disley,  in  Oivour  of  the  Cotton  Factories 
pfMBtiees  Bill ;  and  ftom  the  Magistrates,  Clergy,  and 
tlMRs,  of  Stocliport,  for  the  amendment  of  the  Beer  Act. 
f  Mr.  Prothkrob,  flrom  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelate 
ti  Clergy,  of  the  district  of  Galway,  and  the  Protestant 
rmmm  and  Inhabitants  of  St.  NicholM,  Galway,  tor 
paBlirii^  Civil  Rights!  and  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
ihabitanu  of  Rocscarbery,  and  Kilkeranmore,  against 
ly  ftttther  Cnmu  to  tite  KUdgn  Street  Society.  By  Mr. 
wrcui,  Avm  th0AUDrMm'afBttwkkabln,fytnitfni 


of  Shttip  Duties  on  Atiamias  CcttiiUtlMi  «id  ftwa  Mr. 
DuifooMBB,  from  Inhabitants  of  Llancnhy«nedd«  to  re« 
turn  s  Member  In  ookUnnctloii  with  Borooghtlft  AnghMt. 

Progress  of  the  Reform  Bill.] 
Mr.  Gillon  presented  a  Petition  from  the 
ProYOSty  Magistrates,  and  Town  Council 
of  the  royal  burgii  of  Linlithgow^  com- 
plaining of  the  delay  in  passing  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  praying,  that  its  progress 
through  the  House  of  Commons  might  be 
accelerated  by  every  means  consistent 
with  the  privileges  of  Parliament>  and  the 
spirit  of  the  Constitution.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber entirely  concurred  in  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  and  he  must  say»  that  the  indigma- 
tion  of  the  north  would  be  aroused  if  fur- 
ther time  were  wasted  in  frivolous  debates 
and  factious  opposition. 

Mr.  John  H.  JoknMnt  taidi  any  Oentle- 
man  who  had  watched  the  progress  Of  the 
Bill,  must  be  satiifi«d|  that  unnioestary 
delays  were  interposed,  knd  this  had  given 
great  cause  of  diikpleasurt  to  (he  ooufitry ;  tae 
therefore  begged  to  eapreis  his  tordihl  cofi- 
cufrence  with  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wym  said,  tiiat  tio  doubt 
the  petitioners  were  disinterested  parties, 
in  offering  any  opinion  connected  with  the 
progress  of  the  English  Reform  Bill ;  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  it  strange  that 
they  should  set  themselves  up  as  the 
judges  of  the  exact  quantum  of  time 
which  should  be  devoted  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther an  English  borough  should  be  dis- 
franchised, or  a  populous  English  place 
enfranchised.  He  had  a  |^reat  fespeot  for 
the  Provost  and  Council  Of  Linlithgow, 
but  he  could  not  conceive  that  they  were 
likely  to  be  the  best  judges  of  what  were 
the  proper  places  in  England  to  send 
Members  to  Parliament,  and,  of  course, 
of  the  arguments  pro  and  con.  Would 
they  have  only  one  question  put  on  the 
whole  Bill  ?  What  would  be  thought  of 
the  trial  of  sixty  persons,  where  it  should 
be  insisted  that  the  verdict  should  pro- 
nounce at  once  upon  the  guilt  or  innocence 
of  the  whole,  without  atiy  distinction? 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  out  no  case  to 
show  that  the  petitioners  had  not  a  right 
to  interfere  on  this  occasion.  The  nomi- 
nees of  Lords,  and  other  borough  pro- 
prietors, had  legislated  for  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  they  were  now  paying 
them  off  for  it.  The  simile  of  the  rif^ht 
hon.  Genl\em«iTiV^t.C.N^  *\^^xC^>^^» 
the  sixX^  ct\m\t\A%,  ^«a  ^^V  ^^^^  >&«W 
In  one  leapecl  W  ^«^i  c««\ifc«\,%%'&»»«^^ 
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roughs  were  charged  with  being  at  the  dis- 
posal of  boroughmongering  Lords,  and 
others,  who  put  in  their  own  nominees, 
without  any  reference  to  the  opinions  of 
the  supposed  electors.  It  was  true  there 
were  sixty  criminals  charged,  but  no  fur- 
ther was  the  metaphor  correct,  for  who 
ever  heard  of  sixty  criminals  being  allowed 
to  vote  upon  the  charge  against  them? 
Let  the  accused  parties,  the  nominees, 
leave  the  House,  or  go  into  the  dock 
below  the  bar,  until  their  case  was  de- 
cided, and  then  there  would  be  less  delay 
and  less  ground  of  complaint.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  the  impatience  of  the  pub- 
lic on  this  subject.  Was  it  not  a  fact, 
that  there  were  vexatious  delays  ?  He 
had  heard  himself  one  hon.  Member  de- 
liver the  same  speech  fourteen  times,  and  not 
only  in  the  same  words,  but  with  the  same 
fisticufis  on  the  box  before  him.  They  had 
entered  into  the  Committee  on  the  4th  of 
July,  the  anniversary  of  the  declaration  of 
American  independence,  and  they  had  now, 
on  the  4th  of  August,  got  no  further  than 
the  third  schedule  of  the  Bill.  He  could 
have  wished,  that  it  were  completed  on  the 
10th  of  August,  which  was  the  anniversary 
of  another  event;  but  if  they  were  to  go 
on  with  such  arguments,  or  rather  such 
no-arguments,  as  had  been  heard  on  this 
subject,  they  might  then  get  through 
somewhere  about  February  next. 

Mr.  Robert  A .  Dundas  was  well  acquain  t- 
ed  with  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land on  this  subject,  and  he  was  sure  they 
would  not  think  well  of  the  Members  at 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  if 
they  allowed  a  measure  of  this  importance 
to  pass  without  a  minute  examination  of 
all  its  details.  As  to  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry,  about 
the  no-arguments  of  Members  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  he  would  gain  more 
for  the  Bill,  if  he  could  induce  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  to  answer 
those  which  had  been  urged,  the  no -an- 
swer to  which  would  not  fail  to  make  a 
due  impression  on  the  thinking  portion  of 
the  country. 

Lord  Stanley  would  not  have  taken 
any  part  in  this  discussion,  but  for  the 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn),  who  made  a  demarca- 
tion of  the  line  of  duty  of  parties  addressing 
the  House,  and  who  seemed  to  think  it 
presumption  in  the  inhabitants  of  a  Scotch 
tx)rough  to  interfere  with  the  mode  of 


disposing  of  an  English  borough.  He 
considered  it  the  right  and  the  doty  of 
every  Member,  no  matter  what  place  he 
Represented,  to  state  the  opinions  of  hit 
constituents  as  to  any  measure,  whether 
English,  Scotch,  or  Irish;  and  he  owned 
he  was  surprised  at  such  a  remark  from 
one  who  was  so  ready  to  come  forward  in 
support  of  the  forms  of  that  House.  The 
petitioners  stated  their  opinion  very  re- 
spectfully as  to  the  delay;  and  in  this 
they  only  partook  of  a  feeling  very  g^e- 
ral  in  the  country — that  much  unneces- 
sary delay  had  taken  place.  In  this  he 
believed  many  of  the  opponents  as  well  as 
supporters  of  the  Bill  concurred.  Tbej 
would  be  glad  to  see  it  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion. The  petitioners  only  stated  their 
opinion,  that  the  delay  would  be  danser- 
ous  to  the  peace  of  the  country,  and  Uiey 
therefore  prayed,  that  it  might  be  carriea 
through  with  as  little  delay  as  might  be 
consistent  with  the  forms  of  the  House. 
Surely  in  this  there  was  nothing  so  very 
objectionable  as  to  call  for  the  censure  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  it  was  satis- 
factory to  think,  that  this  petition  was  not 
so  objectionable  as  the  one  presented  by 
the  hon.  and  leaned  Member  (Mr.  O'Con- 
ncU),  from  the  Birmingham  Political 
Union,  a  few  days  ago,  and  which  the 
learned  Gentleman  read  to  the  House, 
though  he  would  not  allow  any  one  to 
reply  to  him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  the  anniversary  of 
American  Independence,  and  let  drop  an 
allusion  to  another  anniversary — that  of 
the  10th  of  August.  He  hoped  he  should 
never  see  the  celebration  of  such  an  anni- 
versary in  this  country.  Did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  recollect  what  fol- 
lowed after  the  events  of  the  10th  of 
August,  1793?  If  he  did,  he  thought 
the  allusion  must  call  up  associations  not 
very  favourable  to  the  advocates  of  this 
Bill.  What  was  the  state  of  the  case  with 
respect  to  this  Bill  ?  The  House  was  sit- 
ting there  as  a  deliberative  body,  consi- 
dering one  of  the  most  important  changes 
which  could  be  made  in  a  State — the 
change  of  its  Constitution — a  change  so 
important,  that  if  they  took  six  monUis  to 
effect  it,  they  would  be  still  liable  to  the 
charge  of  too  much  haste.  A  Constitu- 
tion could  not  be  made  in  a  day,  and 
should  not  be  touched  at  all  without  an 
absolute  necessity,  and  then  with  the  most 
deliberate  caution  as  to  every  atep  they 
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took.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  not  taken 
any  active  part  in  the  discussions  in  the 
Committee,  though  he  reserved  to  him- 
self the  right  to  do  so  when  he  thought 
proper,  but  he  claimed,  on  the  part  of 
those  who  had,  the  fullest  power  to  defend 
the  rights  of  their  constituents.  He  would 
not  be  deterred,  and  he  trusted  no  Mem- 
ber of  that  side  of  the  House  would  allow 
himself  to  be  deterred,  by  the  opinions 
of  individuals  out  of  the  House,  or  the 
taunts  of  any  of  those  within,  from  taking 
that  course  with  respect  to  this  measure 
which  their  own  sense  of  duty  suggested. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  admitted,  to  the 
fullest  extent,  the  right  of  every  Member  to 
defend  his  own  borough  ;  and  he  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  in  his 
place  at  the  right  time  to  defend  that 
one  he  Represented ;  but  he  did  protest 
against  half  a  dozen  Members  taking  upon 
themselves  the  character  of  champions  of 
all  the  boroughs,  and  repeating,  night 
after  night — not  the  same  arguments,  for 
arguments  he  could  not  call  them,  but — 
the  same  statement  of  facts,  which  had 
been  answered  over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  if  the  hon. 
member  for  Wicklow  expected,  that  the 
debates  in  future  would  be  more  con- 
tracted than  before,  in  consequence  of 
these  sort  of  remarks,  he  would  find  him- 
self greatly  disappointed.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  apply  his  remarks  to  the 
past,  but  they  would  only  influence  future 
debates  unfavourably.  It  was  essential 
to  free  discussion,  that  every  Member 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  any  thing  likely 
to  improve  any  measure  before  them,  and 
that  every  Member  should  embrace  that 
opportunity  if  he  thought  proper. 

Mr.  2).  W,  Harvey  said,  any  one  who 
looked  at  the  debttes  would  see,  that, 
night  after  night,  the  liame  statements  of 
facts  were  made  by  nearly  the  same  speak- 
ers, and  that  the  number  6f  speakers  on 
each  side  did  not  exceed  half  a  dozen. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C, 
W.  Wynn)  denied  the  right  of  the  peti- 
tioners to  interfere  in  the  discussion  as  to 
the  English  Reform  Bill,  did  it  not  occur 
to  him,  that  the  delay  of  the  English  Bill 
would  be  greatly  injurious  to  the  progress 
of  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  ?  Surely  on 
that  ground  the  Scotch  people  had  a  right 
to  interfere  in  urging  t  re  rapid  pro- 

gress of  this  Bill.  He  1  en  astonished 
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on  the  occasion.  It  had  been  argued,  that 
Members  should  not  take  a  part  in  mat- 
ters which  might  refer  to  places  not  con- 
nected with  the  places  they  Represented. 
Why,  it  was  one  of  the  strongest  argu- 
ments made  use  of  in  favour  of  small 
boroughs,  that  the  parties  who  sat  for 
them  were  Members  for  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  he  was  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  as  to  what  he 
had  said,  and  if  there  were  any  Member 
present  who  conceived  him  to  have  denied 
the  competency  or  the  propriety  of  the 
people  of  any  part  of  Scotland  taking  an 
interest  in  the  progress  of  the  English  Re- 
form Bill  he  should  wish  to  undeceive 
him.  He  had  made  no  such  denial ; 
what  he  stated  was,  that  though  the  Pro- 
vost and  Council  of  Linlithgow  might  be 
very  respectable  people,  he  thought  them 
the  very  worst  judges  of  the  time  which 
might  be  required  in  deciding  whether  an 
English  borough  should  be  disfranchised 
or  enfranchised.  As  to  the  allusion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry 
to  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
was  not  in  his  place,  he  must  state,  that 
it  would  have  been  more  fair,  and  more 
consistent  with  gentlemanly  feeling,  if  he 
had  reserved  his  remark  until  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  present,  who, 
no  doubt,  would  be  able  to  give  him  a 
satisfactory  answer.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
allusion  to  the  anniversary  of  the  4th 
July,  as  that  of  American  Independence, 
but  he  owned,  that  he  did  not  expect  to 
hear  it  coupled  with  an  allusion  to  another 
anniversary,  that  of  the  10th  of  August — 
a  day  memorable  in  the  annals  of  lawless 
outrage,  and  distinguished  by  a  massacre 
from  which  the  streets  of  Paris  ran  with 
human  blood. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  he  had  made  the 
allusion  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Sir  C.  Wetherell)  playfully.  He  cer- 
tainly was  wrong  in  alluding  to  only  one 
orator  as  having  thumped  the  box ;  for 
he  might  have  mentioned  five  or  six  who 
impressed  their  oft-repeated  arguments — 
or  no-arguments — in  that  manner.  When 
he  spoke  of  the  4th  of  July,  he  spoke  of 
it  as  the  anniversary  of  an  event  at  which 
every  friend  of  freedom  should  rejoice; 
but  his  coupling  it  with  the  10th  of  Au- 
gust was  not  because  he  thought  the 
events  of  the  day  ought  to  be  imitated, 
but  because  he  wished  to  call  to  the  re- 
membrance of  some  hon.  Members;  that 
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the  attention  of  Parliament  was  en- 
tirely engrossed  by  the  subject  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  Besides  the  imposition  of 
additional  duties  on  wine,  there  had 
been  taxes  repealed  to  the  amount  of 
1,500,000/.  without  authority  of  law. 
This  was  a  course  of  proceeding  which  was 
perfectly  unjustifiable,  unconstitutional, 
and  illegal.  For  the  Treasury  to  levy 
large  sums  upon  the  people,  without  the  au- 
thority of  the  other  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, was  a  perfect  mockery  of  law.  It  was 
an  utter  violation  of  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution  ;  and,  if  persevered  in,  would 
lead  to  circumstances  of  a  most  destruc- 
tive character.  The  noble  Lord  had  taken 
the  House  by  surprise,  by  introducing  the 
subject  of  the  Wine  duties  without  notice, 
in  a  Committee  upon  the  Customs'  Acts, 
which  made  the  whole  matter  most  ob- 
jectionable. Thehon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  authority  under  which 
his  Majesty's  Board  of  Customs  have 
proceeded  to  levy  additional  duties  upon 
all  wines  not  French,  delivered  out  of  the 
warehouses  or  quays  for  home  consumption, 
on  and  since  the  20th  day  of  July  last." 
Lord  Althorp  thought,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  with  somewhat  more  ve- 
hemence than  the  occasion  called  for.  Be- 
fore he  made  an  observation  on  the  Motion 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  on  the  question 
of  Members  meeting  out  of  the  House. 
He  could  never  have  meant,  by  the  al- 
lusion he  made  on  a  former  night,  to  cast 
any  imputation  or  blame  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  having,  with  others,  also 
Members  of  Parliament,  met  in  a  large 
number  to  determine  what  should  be  the 
course  of  conduct  they,  in  their  places 
in  Parliament,  should  pursue  whenever 
they  felt  their  interests  concerned.  He 
had  been  too  long  a  Member  of  that 
House,  and  too  long  fully  convinced,  that 
it  was  a  great  public  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try that  there  should  exist  what  were  called 
parties  of  public  men,  who  acted  together 
in  the  senate,  to  question  the  right  such 
men  had  to  meet  and  deliberate  upon  to- 
pics of  peculiar  interest  to  themselves. 
He  did  not  recollect,  that  he  had  mention- 
ed at  the  meeting  alluded  to,  any  thing 
about  the  Wine  duties,  or  the  course  to 
be  pursued  concerning  them,  further  than 
this,  that  some  person  present  had  asked 
him,  when  the  subject  would  come  on, 
and  it  was  arranged  that  it  should  come 
on  in  the  Committee  upon  the  Customs' 


Acts.  He  had  no  objection  to  the  Motion, 
but  wished  to  amend  it  so  far  as  to 
include  within  it  a  great  number  of  pre- 
ceding orders,  which  had  been  raade  by 
the  Board  of  Treasury,  on  similar  oc- 
casions.  He  thought  it  would  be  very  in- 
expedient that  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  such  as  to  cause  a  race 
amongst  those  who  had  stock  in  the 
market,  that  they  might  get  it  in  im- 
mediately after  the  Resolution  was  passed, 
and  before  the  duty  was  levied.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had,  on  this  occasion, 
adopted  the  uniform  practice  when  Reso- 
lutions were  agreed  to  which  varied  the 
rate  of  duties.  The  hon.  Gentleman  mast 
be  aware  that,  if  any  parties  had  chosen 
to  refuse  payment  of  the  duties,  there  was 
no  means  of  compelling  them.  Bat  the 
only  effect  would  be,  that  when  the  Act 
passed,  the  duties  would  be  levied.  He 
should  move,  as  an  amendment, "  that 
copies  of  all  the  Orders  of  the  Treasury 
by  which  duties  were  levied  on  the  au- 
thority of  Resolutions  of  that  House,  since 
the  1st  of  January,  1800,  be  laid  before 
the  House,  together  with  the  Resolutions 
on  which  the  same  were  founded." 

Mr.  George  Robinson  had  no  doubt 
that  precedents  could  be  found  to  justify 
the  noble  Lord,  but  he  thought  they  would 
be  *'  more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  the 
observance."  With  respect  to  the  argu- 
ment, that  if  the  duties  were  not  im- 
mediately levied,  parties  would  take  advan- 
tage, and  send  into  the  market  all  the 
wine  on  hand,  the  same  thing  might  be 
said  of  the  proposition  in  the  Budget  which, 
in  the  usual  course,  might  be  expected  to 
be  confirmed  by  Acts  of  Parliament  A 
resolution  of  this  House  should,  in  this  case, 
not  have  the  force  of  law.  Great  delay, 
he  was  aware,  had  taken  place,  and  many 
public  interests  were  neglected,  merely  on 
the  ground  of  the  Reform  BilL  As  yet 
there  was  no  day  fixed  for  bringing  for- 
ward the  subject  of  the  Wine  duties,  and 
he  objected  decidedly  to  the  conduct  which 
had  been  pursued. 

Mr.  Goulbum  imputed  no  serioas  blame 
to  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  thought, 
that  for  the  benefit  of  trade,  the  date  of 
any  decrease  or  increase  of  duties  should 
be  particularly  specified  in  the  reiolu- 
tions  of  that  House.  But  in  the  Reso- 
lution on  the  Wine  duties,  no  specific  date 
was  fixed,  and  that  must  have  injured 
those  persons  who  were  particularly  in- 
tercbted  in  the  trade.    The  complaint  here 
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he  was  sure,  to  be  stopped  by  the  present 
measure.  He  was  weary  of  the  contiDued 
and  renewed  discussions,  night  after  night, 
if  discussions  they  might  be  called,  which 
seemed  to  lack  all  the  essentials  of  deli- 
beration worthy  of  an  enlightened  Legis- 
lature. That  they  were  impatient,  or 
seemed  so,  was  naturally  to  be  expected, 
because  they  were  obliged  to  assume  an 
air  of  reckless  haste  in  accomplishing  the 
measure  of  Reform,  in  compliance  with 
the  cry  raised  out  of  doors  in  its  favour, 
by  those  who  had  taken  up  the  pledge  of 
the  Ministers  as  the  sole  qualification 
necessary  for  their  very  unexpected  and 
sudden  elevation  to  power. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  he  disap- 
proved of  such  petitions  as  this,  because 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
perfectly  free.  He  protested  agrainst  their 
being  interfered  with,  either  by  intimida- 
tion or  otherwise.  Great  delay,  no  doubt, 
took  place,  not,  however,  in  discussing  the 
principle  of  the  details,  but  in  consequence 
of  repeating  the  same  arguments,  night 
after  night,  upon  each  individual  case. 
He  hoped  no  representations  from  the 
metropolis,  or  any  other  part  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  permitted  to  influence  their 
deliberations ;  but,  that  the  House  would 
be  always  alive  to  its  own  indepen- 
dence. 

Mr.  Oeorge  Robinson  protested  against 
the  line  pursued  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  North).  He  had  a  full 
right  to  claim  good  intentions  on  his  own 
part,  and  those  with  whom  he  acted,  but 
not  to  attribute  bad  ones  to  those  who 
differed  from  him.  What  had  been  the 
means  employed  in  all  preceding  legisla- 
tion, but  majorities,  and  former  majorities 
would  be  found,  he  believed,  more  objec- 
tionable in  principle  than  those  on  this 
Bill.  He  wondered,  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  not  discovered  the  inconvenience 
of  majorities  formerly,  when  they  were 
always  on  the  winning  side.  Petitions  of 
this  kind  might,  generally  speaking,  be 
inexpedient;  but  the  language  was  re- 
spectful in  the  present  petition,  and  he 
saw,  therefore,  no  objection  to  receiving 
it.  He  considered,  that  imputations  on 
either  side  were  highly  improper. 

Sir  Charles  Forbes  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  House  had  done  more  mischief  in  one 
short  month  than  could  be  repaired  in 
centuries.  The  argument  was  all  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and 
no  answer  had  been  gi? en  to  it  on  the 


other.  If  the  majority  were  resolved  to 
pass  the  Bill,  let  them  avow  it  at  once, 
let  them  dispense  with  the  usual  forms  of 
the  House,  and  agree  to  all  the  clauses  at 
once,  let  the  question  be  put  upon  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
Bill,  this  was  the  way  to  satisfy  the  Preu, 
and  put  a  speedy  end  to  the  necessary  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Collection  of  the  New  Wine 
Duties.]  Mr.  Attwood  rose,  persuantto 
the  notice  he  had  given,  to  move  for  copies 
of  any  orders  from  the  Treasury,  by  au- 
thority of  which  the  duties  on  Wine  were 
now  levied  without  the  authority  of  law. 
The  imposition  of  any  duty  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  was  a  violation  of 
the  Constitution,  and  it  was  no  answer  to 
a  charge  of  that  kind,  to  say  that  it  had 
been  done  by  others  in  office.  The  House 
was  bound  to  vindicate  its  own  authority, 
and  not  allow  it  to  be  usurped  by  any 
individual  whatever.  The  noble  Lord  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  defend- 
ed the  collection  of  the  Wine  duties  on  a 
former  day,  by  stating  that  it  was  the 
practice  of  the  Treasury  to  issue  orders  to 
that  effect  as  soon  as  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House,  settling,  that  any  duties  should  be 
levied,  had  been  reported.  But  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  House  gave  no  authority  of  that 
kind.  All  they  stated  was,  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  such  and  such  duties  should 
be  collected,  but  they  did  not  mention 
when  the  collection  should  take  place. 
The  noble  Lord  had  asked  him  the  other 
night,  whether  he  had  attended  a  meeting 
of  Members  out  of  the  House.  To  that 
question  he  replied  in  the  negative.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  discuss  out  of  that 
House  matters  which  were  fitter  to  be  de- 
bated within  its  walls.  But  if  he  mistook 
not,  the  noble  Lord  had  himself  convened 
an  inner  Parliament,  either  at  the  Treasury 
or  the  Foreign-Office,  and,  that  questions 
were  there  discussed,  and  the  Members 
were  disciplined  and  marshalled  into  the 
House,  not  to  debate,  but  to  vote.  That 
was  the  course  adopted  with  respect  to  the 
Wine  duties,  and  he  believed,  that  the 
Members  who  were  pledged  to  Reform 
voted  for  them  with  so  much  want  of  con- 
sideration, that  it  might  be  supposed,  that 
they  considered  those  duties  as  form- 
ing part  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He  called 
on  the  House  to  consider  how  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country  was  neglected,  while 
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Mr.  Croker  would  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  reason  of  his  asking  the  ques- 
tion. The  proposed  borough  of  Wolver- 
hampton appeared  to  be  constituted  of  a 
number  of  adjoining  townships,  which 
contained  a  very  considerable  population  ; 
but  the  town  of  Wolverhampton  was  in 
itself  a  considerable  place,  containing 
18,000  inhabitants.  He  wished^  therefore, 
to  understand,  why  it  was  necessary  to 
take  in  so  large  a  number  of  the  surround- 
ing population,  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
54,000?  Among  the  included  townships 
were  the  Chapelry  of  Bilston,  and  the 
parish  of  Sedgeley,  which  also  contained 
17,000  inhabitants.  Neither  of  these 
places  was  connected  with  Wolverhampton. 
He  was  quite  free  to  acknowledge  the 
propriety  of  this  town  having  Representa- 
tives, but  he  protested  against  the  adjacent 
townships  being  added,  because  the  town 
itself  would  derive  no  advantage.  It 
would,  in  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be 
sluiced  and  drowned,  by  letting  in  upon 
it  the  population  of  the  neighbouring 
districts,  amounting  to  35,000.  He  also 
protested  against  the  town  of  Wedgebury 
being  left  unrepresented,  and  suggested 
that,  according  to  the  principle  which 
they  had  pursued  in  the  case  of  Wolver- 
hampton, Wedgebury  ought  to  be  incor- 
porated with  the  adjacent  town  of  Walsall, 
which,  including  the  parish,  had  only 
1 1,000  inhabitants,  and  which,  by  a 
strange  stretch  of  partiality,  had  been  left 
to  enjoy  by  itself  the  right  of  Representa- 
tion. It  was  situated  within  six  miles  of 
Wolverhampton,  and  he  was  wholly  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  this  exclusive  right 
should  be  given  to  it,  for  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  informed  the  House,  that  Willenhall 
was  rather  nearer  to  it  than  to  AVolver- 
hampton.  These  were  points  on  which 
he  required  some  explanation. 

Mr.  Littleton  would  endeavour  to  ex- 
plain the  local  circumstances  to  his  right 
non.  friend.  Willenhall  was  comparatively 
a  small  place,  about  a  mile  and  a  half 
from  Wolverhampton,  and  the  interests  of 
both  were  identified  :  the  same  argument 
applied  to  Sedgeley,  which  had  a  popu- 
lation of  6,471  by  the  census  of  1821. 
For  these  reasons,  both  these  places  had 
been  joined  to  Wolverhampton.  He  in- 
sisted that  there  was  an  identity  of  pursuits 
and  interests  between  it  and  the  districts 
added  to  it.  But  his  right  hon.  friend  then 
asked,  if  this  union  of  townships  was  to  take 


place  with  Wolverhampton,  why  should 
not  a  similar  union  be  made  with  the  bo- 
rough of  Walsall,  and  why  should  Dot 
W^gebury  be  annexed  to  ii.  The  aimple 
answer  was,  Wedgebury  was  a  distinct 
parish,  and  was,  therefore,  unlike  the 
other  places  proposed  to  be  annexed  to 
Wolverhampton. 

Mr.  Croker  hoped  to  be  able  to  shew  at 
a  proper  time,  notwithstanding  the  su- 
perior local  knowledge  of  his  hon.  friend, 
that  the  Chapelry  of  Willenhall  was  ex- 
actly half  way  between  Walsall  and  Wol- 
verhampton. He  therefore  complained, 
that  equal  justice  was  not  dealt  to  all, 
for  Wedgebury  was  the  largest  town  in 
that  part,  and  ought  to  have  been  in- 
cluded in  one  or  other  of  the  districts 
marked  out  for  Representation.  Were 
there  not  several  places  included  in  the 
borough  of  Wolverhampton,  quite  as  sepa- 
rate from  it  as  W^edgebury  was  from  Wal- 
sall. Both  these  places  were,  in  point  of 
fact,  not  towns,  but  crowded  districts,  the 
population  of  which  had  grown  up  by 
manufactures,  and  which  had  become  so 
important  as  to  be  entitled  to  Representa- 
tion. He  therefore  asked,  why  were  not 
these  placed  together ;  and  was  told  as  a 
reason,  that  they  were  dificrent  parishes, 
while  Wolverhampton  was  sluiced  by  letting 
in  all  kinds  of  Chapelries  and  townships. 
They  had  so  managed  the  matter,  however, 
that  Wedgebury  was  left  without  Repre- 
sentatives. It  was  said,  the  people  of 
Staffordshire  were  satisfied  witn  this  ar- 
rangement, but  this  was  no  argument  with 
him .  He  was  there  to  look  after  the  general 
interests  of  the  country,  and  to  take  care, 
that  if  the  Bill  passed  at  all,  it  sliould  at 
least  be  made  as  just  and  fair  as  possible. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  would  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  Willenhall 
was  nearer  to  Wolverhampton  than  to 
Walsall.  The  latter  place  had  a  Mayor 
and  Corporation  of  its  own,  with  a  separate 
jurisdiction,  and  that  accounted  lor  its 
having  a  separate  elective  franchise.  The 
parish  of  Wolverhampton  was  a  very 
large  one,  and  there  was  no  inconsistency 
in  uniting  all  the  townships  within  the 
parish,  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  the 
elective  franchise  on  them  conjoutly. 
Wedgebury  was  also  a  separate  place,  and 
did  not  contain,  as  had  been  asserted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  largest  popola- 
tion  of  any  of  the  manufacturing  places  in 
that  district.  He  was  satisfied,  and  ao 
were  the  people  of  Staffordshire!  ^^  ^ 
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arrangement  made»  and  he  must  besides 
declare,  that  the  question  was,  whether 
Wolverhampton  should  have  two  Members 
by  taking  to  it  these  districts,  or  one  with- 
out them.  And  of  course  it  could  not  be 
doubted,  that  it  was  better  to  have  the  two 
Members  and  the  increased  constituency. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  the 
people  of  Wolverhampton  would  rather  be 
united  with  the  adjacent  districts,  and 
return  two  Members,  than  to  have  one  to 
ihemselves.  That  was  as  much  as  to  say, 
they  would  rather  have  no  Representative 
at  all,  since  the  weight  of  the  annexed  dis- 
tricts, in  returning  the  two  Members,  was 
to  that  of  Wolverhampton  in  the  propor- 
tion of  35,000  to  18,000.  The  inhabit- 
ants of  the  town,  therefore,  would  have 
no  share  whatever  in  the  Representation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  ground  of  the 
union  of  these  districts  was,  that  Wolver* 
hampton  and  Sedgeley  were  both  populous 
and  important  places,  and  both  entitled  to 
Representation ;  it  was,  therefore,  con- 
sidered more  advisable  to  unite  and  allow 
them  together  to  return  two  Representa- 
tives, than  to  give  each  one  separately. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  must  protest  against 
tlie  proposed  system  of  enfrancbisemeut ; 
they  were  called  upon  to  unite  particular 
districts,  not  from  any  natural  or  neces- 
sary cause,  but  simply  '^  that  it  was  deemed 
advisable."  When  they  were  disfranchis- 
ing places  in  the  two  iirst  schedules  of  the 
Bill,  many  instances  were  brought  forward 
of  actual  identity,  but  such  circumstances 
were  not  regarded  then,  although  they 
were  now  held  to  be  sufficient  to  incorpo- 
rate places  in  order  to  return  Members. 

Lord  AUhorp  remained  of  opinion,  that 
the  proposed  arrano;enient  was  proper,  not- 
withstanding all  that  had  been  said.  It 
should,  therefore,  have  his  decided  sup- 
port. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  two  Representa- 
tives were  to  be  given  to  the  united  dis- 
tricts which  were  to  compose  the  borough 
of  Wolverhampton.  He  therefore  thought 
two  should  also  be  given  to  the  united 
towns  of  Walsall  and  Wedgebury,  They 
had  been  told,  as  the  reason  why  this 
should  not  be  done,  that  the  former  town 
had  a  Mayor  and  Corporation  ;  but  that 
was  no  reason  why  it  snould  not  be  united 
with  anotlier  town  for  the  purpose  of  Re- 
presentation. The  Bill  totally  disregarded 
Ck>rporate  rights  or  jurisdictions.  Wolver- 
bamptoni  they  bad  been  told|  was  a  very 


large  parish,  with  a  scattered  population. 
Regardless  of  these  circumstances.  Mi- 
nisters had  determined  to  unite  the  whole 
(although  there  had  been  a  difficulty,  such 
was  the  nature  of  the  population,  to  ascer- 
tain the  number  of  lOZ.  houses),  and  thus 
continue  to  confer  on  them  the  right  ot 
returning  two  Members  to  Parliament* 
At  the  same  time  they  refused  to  unite 
Walsall  with  Wedgebury  for  the  same 
purpose,  in  both  of  which  towns  the 
population  was  concentrated.  The  incon- 
sistency of  this  arrangement  was  so  mani- 
fest, that  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  persevere  in  it. 

Mr.  Littleton  had  heard  no  complaint 
from  Wedgebury,  that  it  was  not  to  be 
represented,  and  indeed  there  was  great 
doubt  if  the  inhabitants  wished  it,  as  it 
would  take  them  out  of  the  county  Repre- 
sentation. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  would  be 
time  enough  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
extending  the  franchise  to  Wedgebury 
when  they  came  to  Walsall. 

Mr,  Croker  believed,  no  freeholders  ia 
towns  were  to  lose  their  rights  on  account 
of  the  franchise  being  given  to  house- 
holders. If  that  was  to  be  its  effect,  he 
should  like  to  see  the  county  Member  who 
would  support  such  a  principle.  It  would 
go  far  to  change  the  majority.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  the  town  of  Wedgebury 
not  complaining,  because,  from  the  treat- 
ment of  Guildford  and  Dorchester,  they 
could  have  very  little  hope  of  being  at- 
tended to. 

Mr.  Littleton  begged  to  assure  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman,  that  his  constituents  at 
Wedgebury,  had  no  sympathy  with  the 
boroughs  of  Dorchester  and  Guildford. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  Ministers 
had  acted  inconsistently  in  two  cases, 
occurring,  even  in  this  schedule.  In  the 
case  of  Westminster  and  Mary-la-bonne, 
they  had  insisted  on  giving  two  Repre- 
sentatives  to  each  district ;  while,  with 
respect  to  Wolverhampton,  they  had  re- 
solved to  confound  the  town  with  the 
neighbouring  districts,  and  give  theai 
common  Representatives. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  they 
had  applied  a  different  principle  to  Wol- 
verhampton from  that  which  had  guided 
them  in  the  case  of  Clitheroe.  The  ques- 
tion before  them  was,  whether  a  whole 
district  of  towns,  villages,  and  hamlets, 
should  be  united  for  the  purposes  of  Re- 
presentation.   After  the  manner  in  which 
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many  of  the  towns  in  schedule  B  had  been 
treated,  he  was  struck  with  astonishment, 
notwithstanding  all  they  had  done  hither- 
to, at  finding  Ministers  put  forward  such 
a  proposition  as  this.  Clitheroe  was  dis- 
franchised on  the  pretence  that  the  town 
itself  did  not  contain  a  sutHcient  popula- 
tion to  entitle  it  to  return  two  Members, 
although  there  was  a  considerable  popula- 
tion in  the  vicinity  closely  identified  in 
interest  with  it  In  that  case,  the  district 
population  was  wholly  excluded ;  while, 
in  the  case  before  them,  the  town  popula- 
tion would  be  as  nothing  to  that  of  the 
surrounding  districts  included  with  it,  and 
with  which  the  town  did  not  appear  to 
have  a  common  interest.  This  question 
ought  to  be  adjourned  until  they  had  de- 
cided the  case  of  Walsall. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  agree  with  this 
.  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  cases  of  Walsall  and  Wedge- 
bury  were  perfectly  distinct  from  Wolver- 
hampton. There  could  be,  therefore,  no 
necessity  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  latter ;  and  he  could  not  conceive  any 
parallel  between  the  cases  of  Clitheroe  and 
.  Wolverhampton. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  his  argument  was, 
that  if  you  added  Sedgeley  to  Wolver- 
hampton, on  the  same  principle,  Wedge- 
bury  ought  to  be  united  with  Walsall ; 
therefore  there  was  some  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  cases.  When  they  came 
to  Walsall,  he  should  certainly  move,  that 
Wedgebury  be  added  to  it. 

The  question  carried. 

The  next  question,  as  amended,  on  the 
motion  of  Lord  John  Russell,  was—**  That 
the  words  the  Tower  Hamlets,  including 
the  Tower  Division  in  Ossulston  Hundred, 
and  the  Liberty  of  the  Tower,  Middlesex, 
stand  part  of  schedule  C." 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  the- object  of 
this  Bill  was,  to  take  away  the  rights  of 
freeholders,  and  to  consult  only  the  rights 
of  the  occupiers  of  tenements.  The  Go- 
vernment took  out  of  counties  large  dis- 
tricts, and  formed  them  into  boroughs. 
By  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  all  the  freeholders  of  the  very 
extensive  metropolitan  districts,  enumer- 
ated and  classed  in  this  schedule,  would 
be  taken  out  of  the  constituency  of  the 
county  of  Middlesex.  Its  object  was,  to 
exclude  all  persons  who  had  houses  rated 
at  10/.  a  year,  from  voting  for  the  county. 
Now,  let  the  Committee  observe  how  this 
would  operate  in  Middlesex.    The  fran^ 


chise  being  given  to  the  districts  surround- 
ing the  metropolis,  the  only  persons  who 
would  have  a  vote  for  the  county  would 
be  those  who  were  disqualified  from  voting 
in  the  City,  or  the  newly-made  boroughs. 
Thus,  the  very  lowest  freeholders,  only,  in 
London  would  be  admitted  into  the  county 
constituency  ;  and  they  would  entirely 
overwhelm  the  influence  of  the  agricul- 
tural portion  of  the  county,  which  cdready 
had  but  too  little  influence  in  elections. 
He  believed,  that  many  hon.  Members,  who 
were  pledged  to  vote  for  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  were  still  at  liberty  to  examine 
and  deal  as  they  thought  right  with  its 
details.  He  called  upon  such  Gentlemen, 
as  independent  Members  of  Parliament, 
as  they  desired  hereafter  to  stand  well 
with  themselves,  and  with  the  country,  to 
examine  these  matters  with  free  and  un- 
biassed minds,  and  to  decide  upon  the 
merits  according  to  the  dictates  of  their 
conscience.  This  was  the  true  way  in 
which  they  could  serve  the  people,  and 
deserve  the  gratitude  of  their  posterity. 
It  was  impossible,  that  he  could  have  any 
feelings,  or  interest,  opposed  to,  or  apart 
from,  those  of  the  people — impossible  on 
every  account.  His  only  desire  was,  to 
see  the  rights  of  all  properly  regarded  and 
protected. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  when  they  came 
to  the  clause  which  related  to  cities  being 
counties  in  themselves,  he  should  show  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  it  had 
been  thought  desirable  and  proper,  that  the 
freeholders  of  the  city  of  London  shonld 
be  placed  on  precisely  the  same  footing  as 
other  freeholders.  It  would  be  found, 
that  the  distinction,  with  regard  to  the 
city  of  London,  was  not  of  importance, 
and  that  it  was  more  a  nominal  distinction 
than  any  thing  else.  AH  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  do  was,  to  place  the  inhabitants 
of  all  the  districts  of  London  upon  the 
same  footing. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  had  thought  this 
provision  of  the  Bill  an  important  one. 
But,  as  he  had  drawn  the  admission  from 
the  noble  Lord,  that  it  was  only  a  little 
ornamental  addition,  his  object  was  ef- 
fected. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  the  Bill 
opened  the  county  Representation  to 
freeholders  of  cities  and  towns,  it  was 
thought  proper  to  do  the  same  by  the  city 
of  London. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  the  freeholders 
of  London  were  to  be  admitted  to  the 
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elective  franchise  for  the  county  for  the 
first  time.  There  was  also  this  distinction 
between  them  and  the  freeholders  of  coun- 
ties, of  cities,  and  towns,  generally — in 
the  latter,  there  were  to  be  found,  for  the 
most  part,  large  districts  of  land  and  rural 
interests,  whereas,  in  London,  the  only 
freeholds  were  in  houses. 

Sir  Ch.  Wetherell  had  taken  some  pains 
to  look  into  the  Bill,  with  a  view  of  ascer- 
taining how  far  its  provisions  had  been 
governed  by  the  principle  of  making  con- 
cessions to  gain  support.  Now,  the  citi- 
zens of  London  had  certainly  taken  a  great 
lead  in  supporting  Reform,  although  they 
had  not  yet  succeeded  in  leading  that 
House.  He  could  not  avoid  coupling  that 
fact  with  the  circumstance,  that  this  ex- 
ception in  favour  of  the  city  of  London, 
was  not  in  the  first  Bill,  but  had  since 
been  introduced.  By  the  Bill,  it  ap- 
peared, that  the  City  freeholder  was  to 
have  a  vote  for  the  county  in  which  Lon- 
don was  situated,  but  the  freeholders  of 
other  places  were  not  to  have  votes  for 
the  counties  in  which  those  places  were 
situated.  He  was  very  much  dissatisfied 
with  the  distinction. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  assured  the  Com- 
mittee, that  he  had  one  substantive  point, 
of  great  importance,  to  offer  to  their  con- 
sideration, and  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  merely  delaying  the  Bill.  The 
point  he  alluded  to  was  this — the  city 
of  London  had  never  been  part  of  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  and  its  freeholders 
never  had  had  a  right  to  vote  for  the 
county  Members.  In  his  opinion,  there- 
fore, this  privilege  ought  not  now  to  be 
given ;  the  constituency  of  Middlesex  was 
already  too  unwieldy ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced, great  evils  would  arise  from  too 
large  a  number  of  voters.  It  increased 
the  probability  of  violence  at  elections. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  London  would  be 
replaced  on  the  footing  of  the  first  Bill, 
which,  he  was  sure,  would  be  an  improve- 
ment The  present  arrangement  was  the 
more  objectionable,  as  it  offered  an  ano- 
maly to  the  words  of  the  ninth  clause, 
which  declared,  "  that  nothing  therein 
contained  should  affect  the  right  of  voting 
in  the  election  of  Knight  of  the  Shire, 
enjoyed  according  to  the  laws  now  in 
force.'* 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  said,  that  there 
were  very  few  freeholders  in  London,  as 
was  proved  by  the  great  difficulty  they 
always  had  to  make  up  a  Jury  tor  the 


Admiralty  Court.  There  was  no  such 
thing  as  a  low  order  of  frediolders  in 
London.  He  did  not  think,  that  there 
were  any  worth  less  than  from  60/.  to 
100/.  a  year;  and  those  persons  had 
hitherto  had  no  votes  for  their  freeholds. 
The  freeholds  were  either  in  the  hands  of 
opulent  persons,  or  of  corporations.  He 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  expressmg 
his  surprise,  that  his  worthy  and  learned 
brother  Alderman  near  him,  the  member 
for  Boroughbridge  (Sir  C.  Wetherell), 
should  take  every  occasion  of  bearing 
hard  upon  London  Aldermen.  Surely,  a 
London  Alderman  was  as  good  as  a  Bristol 
Alderman,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  only  a  Bristol  Alderman.  He 
did  not  wish  to  run  down  Bristol  Alder- 
men, and  still  less  did  he  wish  to  run 
down  so  distinguished  a  member  of  that 
body  as  the  learned  Gentleman,  who  waa 
Recorder,  as  well  as  Alderman,  of  Bristol ; 
but  he  did  think,  that  his  learned  and 
worthy  brother  of  Bristol  might  have  a 
little  more  respect  for  the  aldermanic 
fraternity  in  other  corporations.  He  could 
onlv  account  for  this  conduct  on  the  part 
of  his  worthy  and  learned  brother  Alder- 
man, on  the  ground,  that  it  had  escaped 
his  worthy  brother's  recollection,  that 
he  (Sir  C.  Wetherell)  was  an  Alderman. 
Perhaps  his  worthy  and  learned  brother 
would  recollect  this  for  the  future,  and 
bear  in  mind  that,  when  he  was  sneering 
at  Aldermen,  he  was  cutting  jokes  upon 
himself,  as  well  as  upon  others. 

Lord  A  Itkorp  must  suggest  to  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  the  inconvenience  of  de- 
bating questions  not  immediately  before 
the  Committee.  They  were  now  discuss- 
ing schedule  G,  while  the  question  before 
the  Committee  was,  whether  certain  words 
should  form  part  of  schedule  C. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  admitted,  that 
it  was  quite  premature  to  allude  to  the 
freeholders  of  London.  He  would,  how- 
ever take  the  opportunity  of  saying,  they 
were  a  very  small  body,  as  the  greater 
portion  of  the  property  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  various  corporate  bodies. 

Mr.  Croker  assured  the  worthy  Alder- 
man, he  did  not  object  to  the  freeholders 
of  London  having  a  vote. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  '^  that  Finsbury, 
including  the  parishes  and  districts  of  the 
Finsbury  division,  in  Ossulston  Hundred, 
Middlesex,  the  parishes  and  districts  of 
SU  Andrewi  Holbom,  St.  George  tbQ 
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Itfartyr,  Safiron  Hill,  Hatton  Garden,  Ely 
RentSi  Ely  Place,  Liberty  of  the  Rolls, 
St.  Giles,  in  tlie  Fields,  and  St.  George's, 
Bloomsbury,  Middlesex  ditto,  do  stand 
part  of  schedule  C." 

Mr.  /.  Weyland  said,  he  had  no  hope, 
after  what  had  transpired,  that  any  ma- 
terial alteration  would  be  allowed  to  be 
effected  in  any  part  of  the  Bill  with  the 
consent  of  its  tramers.  In  considering 
the  present  question,  therefore,  he  had  a 
right  to  consider,  that  the  Members  pro- 
posed to  be  given  to  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts were  to  be  returned  upon  the  consti- 
tuency at  present  proposed  by  the  Bill ; 
and  they  must  make  up  their  minds,  tltat 
hereafter,  the  lOZ.  householders  of  the 
various  cities  and  towns  in  England  were 
to  return  a  majority  to  that  House.  To 
such  a  constituency  he  had  very  strong 

'  objections ;    and   he  contended,   that  it 

'  would  be  extremely  dangerous  to  all  the 
great  interests  of  the  country.     The  right 

.  of  voting  in  the  metropolitan  districts,  es- 
pecially, ought  not  to  be  given  to  all  10/. 
nouseholders.  He  was  prepared  to  prove, 
from  the  returns  made  to  that  House,  that 
the  Representatives  elected  by  such  a  con- 
stituency would  be,  in  fact,  elected  by  the 
holders  of  houses  of  from  10/.  annual 
value,  to  20L  annual  value.  Nor  would 
this  be  the  case  in  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts only,  but  it  would  be  the  case  also 
in  all  places  where  10/.  householders  were 
admitted  to  the  constituency,  in  the  man- 
ner proposed  by  the  Bill.  This  was  the 
fact;  aud  if  tne  great  interests  of  the 
country  were  left  at  the  mercy,  as  by  the 
Bill  in  its  present  state  they  would  be,  of  the 
political  wisdom,  and  sagacity,  and  preju- 
dices of  the  10/.  householders,  there  could 

•  be  little  doubt  as  to  what  would  be  their 
fate.  He  had  no  wish  to  speak  harshly 
or  disrespectfully  of  that  class  of  the  com- 
munity. They  were  hard-working  and 
hard-worked,  at  present,  he  thought,  too 
hard- worked,  people.  He  felt  this  to  be 
the  case ;  and  he  should  be  extremely  glad 
to  see  them  relieved.  But  they  were  a 
money-making  race  :  they  looked  to  their 
own  personal  and  little  interests  only,  and 
it  would  be  worse  than  absurd  to  expect 
them  to  take  a  deep  or  profound  view 
upon  any  great  question  of  internal  or  ex- 
ternal policy.  Give  to  that  class  the 
Ewer  of  controlling  a  considerable  num« 
r  of  Members  of  that  House,  and  it  was 
perfectly  certain,  that  their  first  cry  would 
be,  <<  a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws." 


They  would  want  cheap  bread,  and  they 
would  think  only  of  the  readiest  way  of 
acquiring  it  at  the  moment ;  they  would 
think  nothing  of  the  fatal  consequences  to 
the  manufacturer  of  destroying  the  home 
market :  that  would  be  beyond  the  reach  of 
their  vision,  and  the  total  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws  would  be  their  cry.  In  this 
statement,  he  was  supported  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  class  referred  to.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  document  which  proved  the 
justice  of  his  assertion.  The  document 
he  adverted  to  was  a  petition  from  the 
working  classes  of  the  metropolis,  for  the 
abolition  of  every  restriction  on  the  im- 
portation of  corn.  It  was  a  document  in 
the  possession  of  the  House,  having  been 
presented  and  read  on  July  11th ;  and  he 
would  beg  leave  to  quote  it.  The  hon. 
Member  read  as  follows : — 

"  Your  Petitioners  pray,  that  the  House  will 
instantly  abolish  every  restriction  on  tha  im- 
portation of  corn.  The  petitioners  suboiit 
to  the  House,  that  as  the  lauded  interait 
were  not  compelled,  during  the  war,  to  sell 
their  corn  at  a  cheap  price,  neitlier  ought  the 
petitioners,  when  peace  arrived,  to  have  been 
compelled  to  buy  it  at  a  high  price.  If  land- 
lords were  improvident  during  the  war,  and 
mortgaged  their  estates,  the  fault  was  theirs : 
if  money-lenders  anticipated  no  change  in  the 
value  of  land,  the  petitioners  were  not  blame- 
able  for  that ;  and  how  any  former  House  of 
Commons  could  be  so  destitute  of  every  prin- 
ciple of  justice,as  to  make  the  petitioners  suffer 
for  the  improvidence  of  the  one  or  the  folly  of 
the  other,  and  pass  laws  to  starve  the  poor, 
can  only  be  believed,  because  the  petitioners 
hear  tlie  cry  of  famine  from  one  end  of  the 
kingdom  to  the  other — because  they  read  al- 
most daily  of  men  and  women  drowning  them* 
selves,  poisoning  themselves,  and  cutting  their 
throats,  in  consequence  of  want — ^because  they 
see  them  dying  of  hunger  in  the  streets  and  in 
the  fields,  and  behold  infants  perishing  at  the 
famished  mothers'  breasts,  llie  poor  have 
asked  the  House  for  bread;  the  cries  of  the 
poor  for  food  have  been  answered  by  the  bul- 
lets of  the  yeomanry,  and  murder  has  been 
considered  a  fit  accompaniment  to  the  detest- 
able and  iniquitous  Corn-laws.  The  petition- 
ers pray  the  House  to  relieve  them  from  this 
curse  of  their  existence,  to  take  this  mill-stone 
off  their  necks,  and  to  join  with  them  in  ez^ 
crating  the  authors  of  a  law  which  has  brou^it 
nakedness  upon  their  children^  and  fimnne 
into  their  dwellings— join  with  them  in  hold- 
ing up  to  eternal  hatred  the  oppressors  who 
have  bound  them  in  chains— emancipate  them 
from  this  thraldom.'' 

The  working  classes  not  only  petitioned 
for  Reform  and  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-lawa, 
but  they  expected,  through  thne  nuuH 
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sureSyto  have  cheap  bread,  no  taxes  to 
pay,no  Debt  to  provide  for ;  to  be  rescued, 
as  the  petitioners  termed  it,  from  the  iron 
hoof  of  the  Aristocracy  :  and  if  they  found 
themselves  disappointed — if  they  found 
that  the  present  Bill  did  not  work  all  the 
changes  they  required,  they  would  na- 
turally exclaim,  the  Reform  did  not  go  far 
enough.  They  would  bind  the  Members 
they  returned  down  by  pledges.  The  sys- 
tem of  pledges  would  not  be  forgotten ;  and 
thus  bound  down,  and  by  such  constituents, 
what  could  the  Representatives  of  the  10/. 
householders  do  for  the  protection  of  the 
agricultural,  or  of  any  of  tne  great  interests 
of  the  country?  The  class  of  persons  he 
had  alluded  to  had  been  taught  to  view 
the  present  Bill  in  this  light — that  should 
it  not  be  found  to  be  sufficient  for  their 
purposes,  a  larger  and  more  sweeping 
measure  would  easily  be  obtained,  this 
Bill  once  being  passed.  They  had,  indeed, 
been  informed,  by  very  high  authority, 
that  a  little  bit  of  Reform  at  a  time  would 
not  do — they  must  have  a  large  slice. 
One  would  have  thought  that,  whatever  a 
Reforming  people  might  say,  a  Reforming 
Government  would  not  have  aggravated 
the  effect  of  its  views  upon  the  people,  by 
the  empiricism  of  proverbs.  He  could  not 
approve  of  this  system  of  governing  by 
proverbs.  The  ancient  government  of 
France  was  said  to  be  an  absolute  govern- 
ment, tempered  by  songs  and  pasquinades 
— the  men  of  wit  and  talent  satirized  the 
ministers,  and  made  them  ashamed  of 
themselves  by  force  of  ridicule,  whenever 
they  committed  an  enormity.  That  was 
done  by  the  governed  ;  but  that  a  Reform- 
ing Government  should  bring  themselves 
to  inform  the  people  that** bit-by-bit" Re- 
form was  a  mere  delusion,  when  every 
body  knew,  that  no  Reform  that  is  not 
gradual  was  ever  otherwise  than  ruinous, 
surpassed  his  comprehension.  Gradual 
Reform  was  good,  but  call  it  '*  bit-by-bit," 
and  the  g^ood  thing  became  ridiculous  in 
the  eyes  of  the  people.  It  had  cost 
him  some  reflection  to  discover  any  pro- 
totype of  this  government  by  proverbs, 
which  appeared  to  be  so  great  a  solecism. 
At  length,  however,  it  struck  him  that  it 
could  be  found  in  an  author  by  whom 
much  amusement  had  been  aflbrded  to  the 
world,  and  who  described  an  island,  not 
indeed  so  large  as  Great  Britain,  which  was 
for  seven  days  under  a  reforming  govern- 
ment, assisted  by  proverbs.  He  meant 
the  island  of  Baratariay  where  Sancbo  was 


eminently  successful  in  this  way.  He 
turned  to  the  history,  and  found  a  passage 
likejy  to  be  so  emmently  useful  to  a  Re- 
forming Parliament  and  a  Refonniog  Go- 
vernment, that  he  would  venture  to  icmI 
it  to  the  House.  The  worthy  govemoi 
Sancho  began, as  usual,  with  a  most  oracu- 
lar proverb : — '*  When  Providence  sendi 
daylight,  it's  daylight  to  all  the  world; 
and  I  would  have  you  to  know,  that  I  an 
not  quite  such  an  owl  as  you  take  me  for. 
I  shall  certainly  manage  to  govern  this 
island  without  doing  wrong  to  any  one, 
or  taking  away  any  right  from  one  human 
creature :  but  1  pretend  also  to  have  mj 
own  rights  duly  respected,  and,  above  all, 
that  plenty  of  good  food  shall  be  given  tc 
me  and  my  grey  charger.  Moreover,  ] 
shall  purge  this  island  of  all  sorts  of  idlers 
and  coxcombs  (Dons,  as  they  call  them- 
selves), who  do  nothing  but  beat  the 
pavement  with  their  armed  heels,  get  tip- 
sey,  and  insult  the  old  ladies.  They  an 
drones  among  the  bees,  stealing  and  de- 
vouring the  honey  they  have  collected 
Finally,  I  am  resolved  to  protect  th< 
labourers  and  journeymen,  to  preserve  thi 
privileges  of  the  nobility,  and  to  inculcate 
a  respect  for  religion,  and  honour  to  th< 
Church.''  He  viewed  with  alarm  th« 
formation  of  a  constituency,  in  which  th< 
10/.  householders  were  to  have  an  over 
whelming  interest,  lie  wished  not  to  sa} 
any  thing  ungracious  of  any  class  of  men, 
but,  unless  some  assurance  was  given  thai 
some  counterbalance  would  be  proposed 
by  Government  to  check  the  influence  oi 
the  10/.  householders,  he  should  feel  if 
to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  the  remaining 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  was  satisfied,  thai 
if  a  constituency  of  10/.  householders  wat 
to  rule  the  country,  and  under  this  Bill  ai 
it  now  stood,  such  would  be  the  fact,  the 
Constitution  must  inevitably  be  destroyed. 
He  was  decidedly  friendly  to  Reform  ;  he 
wished  to  see  every  class  of  the  communit} 
represented,  and  to  see  a  fair  and  reaaoo- 
able  system  of  Representation  adopted. 
This  the  Bill  would  not  effect.  He  called 
upon  the  House  to  consider  how  very  de- 
licate was  the  texture  of  that  chain  which 
bound  all  the  complicated  interests  of  thii 
country  together ;  how  easy  a  link  might 
be  broken,  and  how  difficult  it  would  be 
to  reunite  it  One  false  step  might  throw 
the  labourers  out  of  employment,  hungei 
would  lead  to  sedition,  and  order  wouU 
only  be  restored  by  the  sacrifice  of  large 
masses  of  the  people.    One  false  n^ 
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might  lead  to  the  dissolution  of  all  the 
parts  of  society ;  and  when  once  they 
were  separated,  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  unite  them  by  such  a  clumsy  hempen 
contrivance  as  this  Bill.  The  principle 
professedly  taken  by  its  framers  was  good 
enough,  but  the  construction  of  the  Bill 
was  hasty,  and  might  be  dangerous  to  the 
Constitution.  He  approved  of  the  an- 
nihilation of  nomination  boroughs.  No- 
mination ought  to  be  done  away  with  ;  but 
upon  this  point  the  Bill  was  not  complete 
and  satisfactory.  Upon  the  point  imme- 
diately under  consideration,  it  was  still  less 
satisfactory ;  for,  although  the  country  re- 
quired a  free  Representation^  it  did  not 
require  such  a  Representation  as  must  lead 
to  the  destruction  of  all  its  great  interests. 
If  the  Government  had  fairly  and  properly 
proposed  a  sound  plan  of  Reform,  many 
of  the  difficulties  which  the  House  now 
had  to  contend  with  never  would  have 
arisen  :  all  parties  would  have  united  to 
effect  a  final  and  satisfactory  settlement  of 
the  question ;  but,  as  matters  stood,  it 
was  in  vain  to  look  for  such  a  combination. 
This  he  regretted ;  but  it  was  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
who  hastily  and  rashly  framed  a  Bill, 
dangerous  m  its  details,  and  then  required 
the  unqualified  concurrence  of  the  House. 
The  Government  ought  not  to  have  agi- 
tated, but  to  have  soothed  the  country 
upon  this  great  question.  He  had  voted 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  in 
doing  so,  he  had  not  pledged  himself  to 
vote  for  all  the  details,  nor  could  it  be 
inferred  from  that  vote,  that  he  was  favour- 
able to  those  details.  On  the  contrary, 
it  had  been  urged  by  the  Ministers,  when 
thev  first  brought  forward  the  Reform 
Bill,  during  the  last  Parliament,  that  the 
details  might  be  corrected  in  Committee. 
It  was  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill  that 
he  voted,  when  he  voted  for  the  second 
reading;  and  he  now  called  upon  the 
Government  to  make  those  alterations  in 
the  details  which  reason  proved  to  be 
requisite  for  the  safety  of  the  Constitution. 
Mr,  Cumming  Bruce  acquiesced  in  the 
arguments  which  had  been  advanced  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposed  to  the  Bill.  He 
only  rose  to  enter  his  protest  against  this 
species  of  legislation.  He  must  refer,  how- 
ever, to  the  torrent  of  vituperative  elo- 
quence poured  out  last  night  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Hobhouse). 
It  would  seem  as  if  that  hon.  Member  de- 
rived bis  eloquence  from  all  the  leading  arti- 


cles of  all  the  seditious  publications  which 
had  gone  forth  for  years  past.  He  had 
called  it  a  torrent,  and,  he  thought,  not 
improperly,  for  it  foamed  and  boiled  against 
the  banks,  driving  at  one  side  against  the 
privileges  of  the  Aristocracy,  and  on  the 
other  against  the  character  of  every  for- 
mer House  of  Commons.  Not  to  wander 
further,  however,  from  the  subject  under 
discussion,  he  begged  to  protest  against  a 
proposition,  which  would  give  to  the  me- 
tropolis half  as  many  Members  as  the  whole 
kingdom  of  Scotland  had,  and  more  than 
all  the  boroughs  and  towns  in  Scotland 
put  together.  When  Scotland  entered  into 
the  union  with  England,  it  was  as  a  free  and 
independent  nation ;  but,  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  measure,  the  principle  of  reci- 
procity was  lost  sight  of,  and  he,  for  one, 
complained  that  Scotland  had  not  been 
consulted,  nor  had  that  respect  paid  to  it 
which  was  due  to  a  nation  of  gentlemen. 
He  did  not  wish  to  allude  to  what  had  re- 
cently been  the  conduct  of  the  Livery  of 
London,  but  after  what  had  lately  taken 
place  between  that  body  and  one  of  its  Re- 
presentatives, and  when  it  was  known,  that  a 
Comm  ittee  of  theLivery  was  sitting,to  watch 
the  proceedings  of  that  House,  he  asked, 
could  they  expect  that  the  Metropolis 
would  return  Members  who  would  nave 
that  regard  to  the  general  interests  of  the 
nation  which  was  to  be  expected  from  the 
Members  of  that  House  ?  The  theory  of 
the  Constitution,  to  which  he  was  old- 
fashioned  enough  to  adhere,  was,  that  when 
a  Member  was  appointed,  he  represented, 
not  a  particular  place,  but  the  empire  at 
large.  Considering  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  that  light,  it  was  a 
matter  of  indifference  to  Scotland,  hitherto, 
whether  it  had  one  or  two  Members  more 
or  less.  It  considered  all  the  Members  of 
that  House  its  Representatives ;  and  he 
admitted,  that  no  country  had  benefitted 
more  by  the  union  than  Scotland.  But 
when  a  large  body  of  Members  were  to  be 
given»to  the  metropolis  of  England — men 
who,  it  was  to  be  feared,  would  not  prefer 
the  general  interest  to  the  local  interest 
they  represented — then  the  position  of 
Scotland  was  greatly  and  disad  vantageously 
altered.  It  was  impossible,  he  conceived^ 
that  a  body  of  Metropolitan  Representa- 
tives should  not  act  rather  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  their  own  constituents, 
than  with  a  view  to  the  general  benefit. 
They  would  be  fascinated  with  the  love  of 
popularity ;   and  he  contendedi  that  the 
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House  ought  not  to  place  a  large  portion 
of  Members  in  a  situation  where  their  vir- 
tue and  independence  would  be  so  much 
tried.      Subserviency  to  individuals  was 
said  to  be  degrading,  but  subserviency  to 
an   excited   and  numerous    constituency 
certainly  was  not  less  debasing.     With 
all  due  regard  to  the  Livery  of  the  city  of 
London,  he  conceived  that  the  exercise  of 
the  jurisdiction  they  had  assumed  was  un- 
constitutional, and  that  the  judges  were 
incompetent.     If  it  was  a  mere  question  as 
to  regulating  the  supply  of  turtle,  or  the 
state  of  the  markets,  he  would  admit  their 
competency;    but  the   Members  of   that 
House  were   called    upon  to   exercise   a 
discretion  on  subjects  far  beyond  the  grasp 
of  mind  for  which  the  Livery  of  London 
usually  obtained  credit.     When  he   saw 
such  an  increasing  disposition  to  interfere 
with,  and   control  the   Members  of  that 
House,  he  confessed  he  could  not  view 
with  approbation  a  proposition  which  would 
lead  to  the  abstraction  of  so  many  Mem- 
bers from  the  general  concerns  of  the  em- 
pire ;  and,  as  a  Scotch  Member,  he  parti- 
cularly dreaded  that  Scotland  and  its  in- 
terests would  not  hereafter  enjoy  that  due 
care  which,  he  admitted,  it  had  hitherto 
received  from  a  British   House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who  had  pre- 
sented himself  as  a  Member  for  Scotland. 
That  hon.  Member  apprehended  great  in- 
jury to  Scotland,  because  the  metropolis  of 
England  was  to  have  half  as  many  Repre- 
sentatives as  the  whole  kingdom  of  Scot- 
land; but  the  hon.  Member  had  not  the 
same  fears  from  having  forty-four  Mem- 
bers representing  rotten  boroughs  in  Corn- 
wall. The  boroughs  in  that  one  county 
returned,  within  one,  as  many  Representa- 
tives as  the  whole  of  Scotland.  It  was 
true,  that,  at  the  time  of  the  union,  Scot- 
land was  treated  with  on  a  fair  and 
equal  footing ;  but  Scotland  had  then  re- 
ceived a  smaller  portion  of  Representatives 
than  it  was  entitled  to,  because  Scotland 
had  been  sold  for  money  by  that  Aristo- 
cracy of  which  the  hon.  Member  was  the 
eulogist.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Thetford  (Mr.  Baring), 
that  any  danger  was  to  be  apprehended  to 
the  landed  interest  from  the  description  of 
active  and  intelligent  persons  who  would 
be  returned  by  the  new  boroughs,  as  he 
believed  that  the  Representatives  of  the 


landed  interest  would  be  equally  active  and 
intelligent.     The   principal    objection   to 
giving  the  Metropolis  additional  Members 
was  founded  on  the  circumstance,  that  an 
hon.  member  for  the  City  (Mr.  Alderman 
Thompson)  had  been  taken  to  task,  for 
voting  contrary  to  a  promise  he  had  given  ; 
and  it  was  presumed,  that,  as  this  occurred 
once,  it  might  occur  every  day,  and  with 
respect  to  all  the  Members  for  the  Metro- 
polis.    If  such  things  occurred,  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  the  constituency,  but  of  the 
Members.     If  a  Member  pledged  himself 
to  pursue  a  particular  line  of  conduct,  it 
was  not  a  fault  in  the  constituency  to  insist 
on  his  abiding  by  his  pledge.     This  might 
happen  as  well  in  any  other  part  of  the 
kingdom  as  in  the  metropolis,  and   the 
objection  was  not  so  much  to  the  exercise 
of  the  power  on  the  part  of  the  consti- 
tuents as  to  the  system  of  pledges.    It 
was  no  objection  whatever,  he  conceived, 
to  giving  additional  Members  to  the  me- 
tropolis.    It  was  of  the  greatest  possible 
consequence  to  these  districts  of  the  me- 
tropolis, that  they  should  be  formed  into 
boroughs,  for  otherwise  they  would  be  de- 
prived altogether  of  Representation.  Such 
a  district  as  that  included  in  the  parishes 
of  Marylebone,  St.  Pancras,  and  Padding- 
ton,  would  be  left  wholly  unrepresented. 
The  number  of  inhabitants  in  this  district 
was  a  reason  why  it  should  be  represented ; 
and  he  contended,  that  the  larger  and 
broader  the  basis  of  Representation  was, 
the  purer  and  more  independent  the  Mem- 
bers would  be.     It  was  upon  that  gpround 
he  supported  the   Bill;    and  he  asked, 
why  was  a  metropolis,  containing  popula- 
tion, wealth,  intelligence,  and  riches,  not 
exceeded  in  the  world,  to  be  excluded  from 
its  fair  share  in  the  Representation  ?     It 
had  been  well  observed  by  Mr.  Cobbett 
(who  was  no  mean  authority,  and  was  well 
acquainted   with   the  disposition  of   the 
people),  in   answer  to  the  objection,  that 
the  people  would  be  led  away,  and  choose 
low  demagogues;    that,  as  naturally  as 
sparks  ascended,  the  people  would  prefer 
a  superior  to  an  equal,  wherever  a  .trust 
was  to  be  reposed,  and  their  choice  was 
free.     Every  man  who  had  seen  a  con- 
tested election,  knew  the  advantage  which 
a  man  of  rank  had  over  a  man  of  no  rank ; 
and    he    was    convinced  that    the   me- 
tropolitan districts  would  send  no  Mem- 
bers to  that  House  but  persons  of  the 
highest  character.      Under  the    presenf 
system  of  Representation,  at  least  one-third 
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of  the  population  of  the  metropolis  was 
excluded ;  and  if  this  part  of  the  Bill, 
giving  the  metropolis  new  Members,  was 
lost,  he  should  say,  that  it  would  have 
been  better  not  to  have  embarked  on  the 
question  of  Reform  at  all.  The  defeat  of 
this  part  of  the  Bill  would  excite  a  degree 
of  disgust  in  the  minds  of  a  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  the  country,  which  the 
House  would  hereafter  regret  having 
excited.  He  agreed  with  those  who 
thought  that  the  Members  of  that  House 
ought  to  maintain  their  independence ;  and 
he  was  equally  sure  the  people  would  say 
that  they  ought  to  have  a  House  of  Com- 
mons to  act  free  from  all  dictation.  It  was 
essentia],  however,  to  give  the  vast  mass 
of  wealth  and  population  congregated  in 
the  metropolis  a  sufficient  Representation. 
The  Representation  proposed  to  be  given 
to  it  was  not  at  all  equal  to  its  wealth  and 
population  ;  but,  as  there  must  be  a  limit 
to  every  thing,  it  was  not,  surely,  too  much 
to  give  to  the  metropolis  douole  as  many 
Members  as  it  had,  when  it  was  as  nothing 
compared  with  its  present  extent — when  it 
had  no  Pancras,  no  Marylebone,  no  Pad- 
dington.  The  fact  was,  that  the  share  of 
Representation  which  this  Bill  proposed  to 
give  to  the  metropolis,  was  not  at  all 
proportionate  to  the  extent  of  its  wealth 
and  population ;  and  if  they  had  given  100 
new  Members,  instead  of  ten,  to  it,  the  pro- 
portion would  have  been  juster.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  therefore,  absurd  to  argue 
that  the  metropolitan  districts  were  not 
entitled  to  the  extended  Representation 
which  it  was  proposed  to  give  to  them.  He 
(Mr.  Ferguson)  had  been  charged  with  a 
petition  from  St.  Pancras,  setting  forth  its 
own  claims,  on  the  grounds  of  its  riches, 
wealth,  and  population.  That  parish  pre- 
ferred having  one  Member  to  itself,  instead 
of  two  Members,  as  proposed ;  and  he 
agreed  with  the  petitioners.  Having  two 
Members  to  a  district  gave  rise  to  nothing 
but  a  compromise  of  principle.  It  made 
the  minority  equal  to  the  majority.  It 
would  be  far  better  that  the  country  should 
be  divided  into  districts,  and  that  each  dis- 
trict should  return  one  Member.  In  that 
case,  the  sense  of  the  public  might  be  taken, 
and  the  opinions  of  the  country  would  be 
known  to  every  man. 

Mr.  John  Smith  did  not  intend  to  de* 
part  from  the  question  before  the  House, 
which  was,  whether  the  district  of  Fins- 
bury  should  return  two  Members.  Having 
lived  in  that  district  for  twenty  years,  he 


could  bear  testimony  to  the  wealtb,  iotd- 
ligence,  and  patriotic  feeling  contained  in 
it — qualities  which  he  could  assure  the 
House  were  not  confined  to  any  district  of 
the  metropolis.  The  district  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets  too  contained  persons  of  as  hi^ 
character  and  as  great  eminence  as  any  in 
the  country.  A  great  number  of  indivi- 
duals of  wealth,  of  high  character,  and  of 
undoubted  independence,  resided  in  this 
district ;  and  some  of  the  roost  splendid, 
useful,  and  extraordinary  charities  of  which 
the  city  of  London  could  boast,  had  had 
their  origin  in  this  district.  One  very 
sufficient  reason  for  giving  additional 
Members  to  the  metropolis  was,  that  it 
would  provide  a  safety-valve,  by  which 
the  opinions  of  an  immense  part  of  the 
population  would  reach  the  Houie  in  a 
constitutional  way.  If,  when  remodeUing 
the  Representation,  they  refused  to  admit 
so  important  a  part  of  the  population,  it 
would  naturally  excite  great  discontent, 
and  therefore  he  considered  the  proponi 
which  had  been  made  as  most  judicious. 
The  only  way  to  insure  the  peace  and 
tranquillity  of  the  country  was,  to  treat 
this  million  and  ahalf,  who  were  confined 
within  a  ring-fence  kindly,  and  to  tmst 
to  their  feelings.  He  was  confident,  that 
the  House  would  never  regret  giving  those 
privileges  to  the  metropolitan  districts 
which  it  was  about  to  extend  to  aocietias 
of  not  one-tenth  their  extent.  There  wis 
no  instance  of  such  an  immense  popula- 
tion within  so  small  a  compass ;  and  in 
his  opinion,  no  part  of  the  Bill  showed 
deeper  reflection,  or  a  higher  regard  for 
popular  feeling,  than  that  which  gave  to 
those  populous  districts  constitutional  Re- 
presentatives. One  word  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Livery  of  London.  He  had 
heard  with  indignation  the  charge  made 
against  that  body  for  calling  one  of  its 
Representatives  to  account;  for  he  was 
one  of  those  who  thought  that  all  consti- 
tuencies had  such  a  right,  and  that  the 
country  would  have  been  saved  from  infi- 
nite evil  if  that  right  had  been  exercised 
more  frequently.  All  the  Livery  of  Lon- 
don had  done  was,  to  call  upon  one  of  its 
Representatives  to  perform  his  own  pro- 
mise. The  constitutional  doctrine,  whicn  he 
held,  was,  that  those  who  chose  Members 
had  a  right  to  inquire,  condemn,  and  call 
upon  those  Members  to  explain  their  con- 
duct ;  and  if  the  Members  did  not  like 
this,  they  had  their  remedy  to  retire  from 
the  service.     He  gave  his  most  coidisJ 
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assent  to  th«t  particuliar  parf  ol^  tli6  Bill 
nrhich  gate  to  tbe  metrmxHitail  distifets  an 
increaiMxl  share  in  the  RepresiiitatioD. 

Mr.  Pringle  said,  that  it  was  q«it6  ob« 
vious  that  one  of  the  effects  of  the  Bill 
would  he,  to  localize  the  constitiieiiey  ted 
the  Representation  all  over  tbe  kingdon, 
and  in  no  instance  would  that  be  more 
especiallr  the  case  than  in  that  of  those 
metropontan  districts,  the  Members  fbr 
wliich  would  certainly  not  be  Representa- 
tives for  the  country  at  large.  It  had  been 
justly  remarked,  that  they  were  about  to 
give  nearly  half  as  many  Members  to  the 
metropolitan  districts  as  the  whole  of 
Scotland  possessed,  and  it  was  no  answer 
to  that  statement  to  say  that  Cornwall  sent 
to  that  House  within  One  of  as  many  Mem- 
bers as  Scothnd.  Tbt  Members  who 
were  sent  from  the  bormi^iis  in  Cornwall 
were  not  the  Representatives  of  local  and 
particular  districts,  but  Represttttativeslbr 
the  country  at  large,  and  Scotland  always 
had  had  its  share  in  that  close  borough 
Representation.  According  to  the  new 
system,  it  was  plain  that  Uie  Re^esent* 
ation  of  the  metropolis  would  bear  an  un-> 
due  proportion  to  the  Representation  of 
the  country  at  large. 

Mr.  Ch.  Ihuglai  thought,  that  Scotland 
was  entitled  to  a  much  greater  prtmortion 
of  Representatives  than  she  alreaay  pos- 
sessed, and  he  hoped,  after  what  had  fal- 
len from  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Kirkcudbright,  that  he  should  have  his 
support  hereafter  for  the  proposition  to 
give  its  due  share  of  Representation  to 
Scotland. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed member  for  Kirkcudbright  anticipated, 
that  those  districts  would  return  men  of 
rank  and  wealth.  It  was  very  probable 
that  such  would  be  the  case,  but  it  was 
equally  probable,  that  they  would  not  re- 
turn any  Representatives  but  men  of  talent. 
The  statement  of  the  writer  who  had  been 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
might  be  quite  true,  but  it  should  be  re- 
collected, that  the  writer  in  question  had 
written  for  and  against  every  single  sub- 
ject that  he  had  ever  touched  upon. 

Mr.  OttlilftrFergrtiioM  said,  that  when  he 
made  use  of  tl>e  esq>ression,  men  of  rank, 
he  accompanied  it  with  the  remark,  they 
must  be  also  mett  of  taleist. 

Mr.  OouWum  said|  that  tAer  the  deci- 
sion which  had  been  oome  to  last  night, 
it  was  an  understftttdfaf  that  they  should 
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was  the  reason  why  thoae  lihd  Mtd^ritlk 
him  on  that  side  of  the  Honsft  M  not 

Sinto  any  discussion  re|;ardtiif  ihi4il^ 
ent  places  embraced  in  it. 

Lord  ilAAorpsaid,  that  the  sittOfMH 
son  had  prevented  him  fhMn  taking 'SUrtP^ 
part  in  this  discussion.  Nothing  thM  mt 
neen  said  respecting  the  Pinsburjf  diitriefr 
of  boroughs  required  any  obsermtiotts  ftMi 
him. 

Question  carried* 

The  next  (question  was,  **thlit  Mfntf* 
lebone,  including  the  parishes  of  St.  Miry- 
lebone,  St.,Pancras,  and  Paddingtoil^  Mid- 
dlesex, stand  part  of  schedule  C* 

Mr.  Cutlar  Firgnton  had  promised  to 
state  the  ease  of  the  inhmbitattts  of  Paneras, 
as  they  had  reaoested  Urn,  and  he  was 
determined  to  do  so.  No  i/tf^^  <*  q«ii- 
thm''  shouMjpmVint  hhn  ftOfll  dlielMWgtng 
Uadntr.  ne  inbftbttanu  of  8l»  INttWis 
were  of  optakM,  that  tliey  sheMld'tM  Ifa 
ineloded  m  Mttrylebooe  and  PaddtMgMl» 
for,  in  that  case,  they  would  IM  mebi 
whdmed  and  bord^  down  by  the  til6M 
numerous  constituency  of  thoie  phMi* 
They  wished,  that  their  jMiriiii  shmdd  to 
erected  into  a  separate  aifttrlct,  afed  lltiA 
one  Member  shoald  be  given  Id  thitt. 
To  show  that  they  were  entlded  to  a  lUk 
presentative  for  themselipeiy  they  suiMd^ 
that  their  parish  paid  in  assessed  tiiM 
three  times  more  than  Manchester,  four 
times  more  than  Leeds,  four  times  more 
than  Sheffield,  nine  times  more  than  De- 
vonport,  fourteen  times  more  than  Wol- 
verhampton, and  eidHeen  tfanes  moM'lluui 
Sunderlatad,  to  eadi  of  which  tlh>  Meitt* 
bars  were  to  be  ghen.  They  sMsd  tat- 
ther,  that  there  were  10,000  housM  In  the 
parish  which  averaged  401.  a-year  each, 
and  that  the  parish  was  the  residenee  of  a 
wealthy  and  enlightened,  and  most  M- 
spectable  population.  They  asserted,  thU 
ir  their  parish  should  be  united  16  MjMlh* 
lebone  and  Paddington,  whieh  did  Ml 
pay  more  taxes  than  the  parish  of  PsMias 
did,  they  would  be  OverwIidiMd  M  ibe 
greater  population  of  those  i#l>  pttMa. 
These  were  the  grounds  iMi  lrtii»  diey 
rested  their  claims  for  a  RepMiHititflf^  feir 
their  parish  by  itsdf. 

Sir  Jokn  Makohm  eoneurrsd  with  hb 
hon.  fUend,  that  it  was  moel  inportalil. 
Members  should  be  allowed  i  Mr  nearing 
at  every  state  of  this  dtseoslion;  tndae 
allusions  had  been  made  in  the  eewisrtf 
the  evening  to  the  membefi  for  OOMMll 


not  fttnher  debate  thii  adiedtde^  ittid  that  being  neaify  equal  in  immbel  16  tMi  i/t 
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all  Scotland,  he  would  quote  Mr.  Burke 
in  answer,  who  said,  '^  But  can  any  one 
assert,  that  in  consequence  of  this  unequal 
Representation,  the  interests  of  Cornwall 
had  ever  met  with  more  attention  in  that 
House  than  those  of  Scotland."  With 
respect  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Thetford,  on  the  proposed  increase  of 
Members  for  the  metropolis,  it  appeared 
that  he  entertained  apprehensions  that 
this  measure  would  g^ve  the  same  in- 
fluence to  the  population  of  the  metropolis 
as  belonged  to  that  of  Paris,  which  enabled 
the  latter,  by  popular  tumult,  to  assume  a 
large  share  in  the  actual  government  of 
that  country.  In  this  view  he  did  not 
concur,  and  though  he  was  opposed  to 
disfranchisement,  he  was  not  averse  from 
eDfranchisement. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated  the  grounds 
on  which  the  parish  of  Pancras  claimed  a 
Member  for  itself;  namely, that  the  amount 
of  its  population  was  so  small  in  propor- 
tion to  that  of  the  two  districts  to  which 
it  was  to  be  united,  that  it  would  be  borne 
down  by  their  larger  constituency.  Now, 
looking  at  the  extent  of  the  parish  of 
Pan  eras,  and  seeing  the  number  of  voters 
which  it  was  likely  to  produce,  he  did  not 
think  it  at  all  probable  that  they  would  be 
overwhelmed  by  the  voters  of  Marylebone 
and  Paddington.  The  population  of  Mary- 
lebone was  96,000,  and  that  of  Pancras 
71,000.  It  was  not  at  all  likely,  there- 
fore, that  the  voters  of  Pancras  would  be 
borne  down  by  the  constituency  of  Mary- 
lebone, and  for  that  reason  he  did  not 
think  tliat  Pancras  should  have  a  Member 
for  itself. 

Question  carried. 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  question, 
"  that  Lambeth,  including  the  parishes  of 
St.  Mary,  Lambeth,  St.  Mary,  Newington, 
Bermondsey,  Rotherhithe,  and  Camber- 
well,  Surrey,  stand  part  of  schedule  C." 

Agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  that  schedule  C 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  on  Thursday,  that  he  should,  in  the 
discussion  of  the  details  of  schedule  C, 
submit  that  the  boroughs  in  schedule  D 
be  transferred  to  schedule  C.  He  had 
since  made  up  his  mind  to  take  a  different 
course.  He  should  suffer  the  clause  D  to 
be  read,  and  he  should  move,  by  way  of 
amendment,  that  the  word  two  be  inserted 
in  the  blank  instead  of  one. 


Mr.  Littleton  said,  that  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion  went  to  preclude  his  bringing  for- 
ward his  proposition  respecting  the  borough 
of  Stoke-upon-Trent ,   but,  nevertheless, 
he  must  submit  to  the  House  the  very  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  that  borough .  T^is 
borough   had  not  been  included  in  the 
original  Reform  Bill  introduced  into  the 
last  Parliament;  but   upon  a  deputation 
having  been  sent,  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
agreed  to  give  the  town  one  Member.     He 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  two;  the  pa- 
rish was  very  large,  and  consisted  of  a 
cluster  of  four  towns,  containing,  in  the 
whole,  a  population  of  53,000  persons. 
The  inhabitants  of  this  very  populous  dis- 
trict, were  principally   employed  in  the 
manufacture  of  earthenware  and  china, 
the  value  of  the  produce  of  which  last  year 
was  1,300,000/.  Of  this  sum,  only  55,000/. 
was  paid  for  raw  material,  which  was  the 
produce  of  our  own  country,   and   the 
whole  of  the  remainder  was  paid  in  wages. 
There  were  1 20  considerable  manufactories, 
and  the  district  was  regulated  by  one  uni- 
form law  regarding  rates,  and  was  govern- 
ed by  the  same  local  Act.     The  trade  and 
population  were  rapidly  increasing;   the 
capital  employed  was  immense,  and  the 
articles  produced    surpassed   all    others. 
From  their  numbers,  and  from  the  exten- 
sive and  important  nature  of  their  trade — 
from  the  vast  capital  employed,  and  the 
interests  involved,  he  conceived  this  place 
to  be  fully  entitled  to  have  two  Represent- 
atives in  that  House.     If  hon.  Members 
would   examine    into    the  subject,  they 
would  find,  that  the  cotton  manufacturen 
had  their  interests  represented  in  Parlia- 
ment by  fifteen  Members,  the  colonial  in- 
terests by  seven,  and  the  silk  trade  by 
three,  whilst  the  china  manufacture  was 
very  inadequately  represented .     The  trade 
of  the  people  of  Stoke-upon-Trent  was  not 
only  large  and  extensive,  but  it  was  on  the 
increase,  and  in  its  nature  more  likely  to 
be  permanent,  than  many  which  were  to  be 
better  represented  in  that  House.     l*he  po- 
pulation of  this  place,  which,  in  1821,  was 
41,000  persons,  was  53,000  ;  thus  shewing 
an  increase  of  thirty-five  per  cent.     It  was 
less  than  that  of  only  three  of  the  old  bo- 
roughs— namely,  Liverpool,  Norwich,  and 
Bristol ;  it  was,  however,  larger  than  that  of 
the  towns  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Not- 
tingham, and  other  important  places.     The 
parish  of  Stoke  contributed  one-twentieth 
to  the  county-rates ;  and  the  poor  and  other 
rates  were  very  large.  He  should  therefore 
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move,  as  an  amendment,  that  the  borough 
of  Stoke-upon-Trentbe  inserted  in  schedule 
C. 

Sir  J.  Wrottesley  would  detain  the 
Committee  by  a  very  few  words.  He  had 
been  forcibly  impressed  by  some  striking 
facts  which  were  manifest,  in  comparing 
schedules  C  and  D.  Whilst  schedule  C 
contained  the  towns  of  Sunderland  and 
Devonport,  having  a  population  of  43,000 
and  44,000  inhabitants,  Stoke-upon-Trent, 
with  a  population  of  53,000,  was  included 
in  schedule  D.  When  the  House  consider- 
ed this  striking  discrepancy,  he  was  per- 
suaded, that  it  would  not  reject  the  Mo- 
tion. It  had  been  said,  the  population  was 
not  condensed  into  a  town,  that  it  was 
scattered  over  an  extensive  space;  but 
the  nature  of  the  manufacture  required 
this  to  be  the  case.  One  town,  however, 
that  of  Burslem,  contained  18,000  inha- 
bitants. He  would  only  add,  that  Stoke 
was  a  district  of  continuous  houses,  and 
that  it,  therefore,  came  within  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Edmund  Peel  had  no  hesitation  in 
expressing  his  approbation  of  the  plan  of 
giving  Representatives  to  populous  towns 
and  districts.  The  statement  which  had 
been  just  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Staffordshire,  afforded  a  convincing  proof 
that  the  potteries  had  a  just  claim  to  send 
two  Representatives  into  that  House. 
When  he,  therefore,  considered  the  great 
respectability  of  the  people  of  Stoke,  their 
commercial  importance,  and  the  ingenuity 
and  utility  of  their  manufacture,  he  was 
convinced,  that  they  were  deserving  of  a 
full  Representation  in  that  House.  Stoke 
had  a  greater  population  than  any  place 
in  schedule  B,  and  a  population  superior 
to  most  places  in  schedule  C.  He  would 
only  further  observe,  that  machinery  could 
not  be  applied  to  the  manufacture  of  this 
place,  and  therefore  the  trade  of  Stoke 
was  likely  to  be  permanent. 

Lord  Althorp  agreed,  that  the  Stafford- 
shire Potteries  were  most  important  to  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  If  the  question 
were,  whether  the  Potteries  should  be  re- 
presented at  all,  he  should  entertain  no 
doubt  upon  which  side  to  vote ;  but  the 
question  was,  whether  the  Representation 
of  the  district  would  be  insufficient  with 
one  Member,  or  whether  it  was  fair  and 
right  in  the  Government  to  give  it  two 
Representatives.  He  would  admit,  that 
the  amount  of  the  population  was  very 
great,  but  from  the  information  which  he 
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had  received,  this  was  not  a  case  of  town 
Representation,  but  of  a  district  uncon- 
nected, although  in  appearance  it  might 
resemble  a  large  town.  In  omitting  Stoke 
from  schedule  C,  Ministers  had,  therefore, 
done  what  they  thought  justifiable -after 
due  inquiries  into  the  case.  He  was  con- 
vinced that,  in  giving  it  one  Member,  it 
obtained  its  fair  share  in  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  country.  It  was  difficult  to 
determine  whether  one  or  two  Represent- 
atives were  more  proper,  but  after  every 
inquiry  he  had  made,  and  after  all  the  con- 
sideration he  could  give  the  subject,  his 
opinion  was  in  favour  of  including  Stoke 
in  the  schedule  of  one  Member. 

Lord  Ingestrie  was  intimately  connected 
with  the  district  to  which  his  hon.  friend 
had  proposed  to  give  two  Members.  He 
admitted,  that  the  places  in  that  district 
were  not  connected  together,  yet  he  was 
obliged  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Staffordshire,  on  the  grounds 
that  the  district  contained  an  important 
and  peculiar  branch  of  commerce,  and 
there  was  no  place  in  the  vicinity  returning 
Members  by  which  these  interests  could  be 
supported.  When  he  considered,  that  two 
Representatives  were  given  to  Devonport, 
which  would  have  had  the  advantage  of 
being  represented  with  Plymouth,  on  ac- 
count of  its  proximity,  an  advantage  the 
district  of  Stoke  could  not  possess,  he 
must  give  his  support  to  the  amendment 
of  his  hon.  friend. 

Sir  R,  Peelh2id  already  expressed  his  en- 
tire concurrence  in  the  principle  that  every 
place  to  which  the  franchise  was  given, 
should  return  two  Members.  He  should 
much  rather  take  twelve  places  out  of 
schedule  D,  and  give  to  each  of  them  two 
Members,  than  give  one  each  to  twenty- 
four  places.  He  thought  it  would  con- 
duce to  the  internal  peace  of  towns,  if 
they  had  two  Members.  It  would  prevent 
the  clashing  of  interests,  and  remove  many 
causes  of  dissension.  If  the  motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  to  be,  that  all  the 
places  in  the  next  schedule  should  have 
two  Members  each,  that  would  give  too 
great  a  preponderance  to  the  manufactur- 
ing districts,  which  he  could  not  agree  to, 
but  if  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  was  put 
into  the  shape  he  proposed,  he  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  would  support  it.  The  word  "two" 
being  inserted  instead  of  "  one "  in  the 
clause,  then  it  would  remain  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  select  the  places  which  should 
have  two  Members.    Of  the  twelve  places 
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to  which  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would  con- 
sent to  give  two  Members,  Stoke  was  cer- 
tainly one  of  the  first.  Although  he  did 
not  know  why  his  hon.  friend  had  chosen 
to  take  this  district  out  of  its  place,  and 
discuss  it  there,  he  should  vote  for  the 
Motion.  He  hoped,  that  the  vote  would 
not  be  attributed  to  his  Staffordshire  par- 
tialities. He  had  already  said,  as  a  reason 
for  desiring  two  Members,  that  there  was 
less  likelihood  of  acrimony  and  party  feel- 
ing in  election  contests  where  there  were 
two  parties,  when  each  had  a  chance  of 
returning  a  Representative,  than  if  the 
whole  struggle  was,  to  return  one.  He 
would  add  another,  to  be  found  in  the  long 
list  of  townships,  of  which  he  would  read 
the  names.  The  town  of  Stoke-upon- 
Trent  contained  these  townships  : — Long- 
ton  and  Lane-end,  Fenton  Calvert,  Fenton 
Vivian,  Penkhull  and  Boothen,  Shciton, 
Hanley,  Burslem,  with  the  Vill  of  Rushton 
Grange,  and  the  Hamlet  of  Sneyd,  Tun- 
stall  Court,  Chell,  and  Oldcott.  The  very 
enumeration  of  those  names,  was  surely 
sufficient  to  prove  the  advantage  of  having 
two  Members,  rather  than  one. 

Mr.  Hodgson  denied;  that  Stoke  had  a 
population  double  that  of  other  towns  that 
had  been  alluded  to  in  schedule  B.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have  examined 
the  returns,  or  he  would  have  found,  that 
Stoke  had  a  population  of  53,000  souls, 
Oldham  of  50,000,  Salford  51,000,  and 
Stockton  52,000.  He  would  not  wish  to 
lay  down  the  principle,  that  particular  in- 
terests should  be  represented,  independent 
of  population,  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  one  Representative  was  sufficient,  and 
should  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  thought  the  Mo- 
tion would  much  embarrass  the  Committee 
when  they  came  to  consider  schedule  D. 
If  it  were  carried,  consistency  would  re- 
quire, that  Bradford,  Wakefield  and  Dud- 
ley, which  had  manufacturing  interests  of 
equal  importance,  should  have  the  same 
number  of  Members,  a  proposition  which 
the  House  was  not  likely  to  agree  to. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  strong 
case,  but  he  could  not  vote  for  his  amend- 
ment, because  he  was  sure  an  equally 
strong  one  could  be  made  for  Dudley,  and 
the  other  towns  he  had  mentioned. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  if  he  could  put 
out  of  view  the  intended  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Milton),  he  would  agree 
to  the  proposition  to  give  two  Members  to 
Stoke-upon-Trent,  but  he  should  by  no 


means  be  prepared  to  give  the  eame  nuikiber 
to  the  other  places  enumerated  hi  sehedHle 
D. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  there  were  sere- 
ral  places  in  schedule  D  of  greater  im- 
portance than  Stoke. 

Mr.  Giff6om«  thought  Stoke-apon-Tlrient 
was  entitled  to  two  Members,  fh>m  its 
being  the  seat  of  a  peculiar  manQfactnre, 
and  having  a  greater  population  than  any 
other  place  in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  John  Stdnley  maintained,  that 
Staffi)rdshire  was  likely  to  receive  more 
than  the  due  proportion  of  Memben  by 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  already ;  certainly  it 
would  receive  more  than  either  Laticashiito 
or  Yorkshire.  He  could  see  tto  cause  Ibr 
this  pi^finrence,  and  if  the  present  ikvotion 
were  carried,  two  MembeiS  must  be  given 
to  several  places  in  Lancsshtte  and  Yorir- 
8hire>  which  had  nowonly  one.  Btaffiml- 
shire,  with  a  pooalatioh  of  oblV  340^000 
persons,  had  already  received  six  iievr 
Members,  and  would,  in  allyretutu  sixteen 
Members  to  that  House,  or  fifteen  if 
Tamworth  were  considered  in  Warwick- 
shire, whilst  Lancashire ;  with  apopnlalkHi 
of  1,021,000  soulS)  had  only  foarteen  new 
Representatives,  which,  added  to  the 
number  it  formerly  poss^sed,  woaM  make 
the  whole  number  twenty-two.  Would  it 
be  said  this  was  a  fair  proportion,  and 
could  a  claim  for  another  Member  be  jasl- 
ly  made  on  behalf  of  Stafibrdshire  ?  IfR 
were  conceded,  great  injustice  wonld  be 
done  to  other  places,  or  they  mast  receive 
a  considerable  increase  of  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for 
Tamworth,  had  said,  he  should  prefer 
twelve  boroughs  with  two  Melnliers  eeeh^ 
to  twenty-four  with  one  each.  The  peo- 
ple, he  was  persuaded,  would  not  apptove 
of  that  view,  and  would  prefer  the  elective 
franchise  being  dispersed  through  Uie  king- 
dom in  smaller  proportions,  to  havinr  it 
given  in  large  masses,  and  to  compairttlve- 
ly  few  places. 

Mr.  Protkeroe  would  support  the  Mo- 
tion, because  Stoke-upon-Trent  was  of 
more  importance  than  any  other  town 
mentioned  in  schedule  D.  He  did  not 
consider,  that  in  so  doing  he  abandoned 
the  general  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Perceval  thought,  thai  to  give 
Representatives  to  particular  inteneits,  was 
more  advisable  than  to  take  ^pnlatiDB 
for  their  basis.  Stoke- upou-Trent  ueservcd 
to  be  amply  represented,  and  he  should 
vote  for  the  amendment. 
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whenever  the  subject  was  under  discussion. 
It  was  known  to  many  hon.  Members,  that 
he  intended  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but  he  should  support  it  as  far 
ject  was,  not  to  represent  the  interests  of  I  as  twelve  boroughs  out  of  the  twenty-four 
the  butcher,  .baker,  and  other  trades,  but  to  I  went,  preferring,  as  he  did,  to  see  twelve 


{Aug.  4} 

Mr.  Warburton  denied,  that  a  Represent- 
ation of  particular  interests  was  consistent 
with  good  government.  In  forming  the  cor- 
poration or  government  of  a  town,  the  ob- 


select  a  body  of  competent  persons,  with- 
out any  reference  to  piarticular  interests. 
If  two  Members  were  to  be  given  to  Stoke, 
why  should  they  not  give  two  to  Ashton- 
under-Lyne  and  to  Chelsea  ?  [A  Member  : 
"  What  will  you  do  with  Chelsea  ?  '*]  Tliat 


places  with  two  Representatives  each,  to 
twenty-four  towns  with  one  each. 

Lord  John  Russell  considered  it  essen- 
tial to  carry  the  Bill  into  effect,  according 
to  its  original  principles  ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  expressed  a  desire  to  see 


was  not  a  question  for  him  to  answer.     If  j  certain  towns  enfranchised  differently  from 


it  rested  with  him,  he  would  give  Chelsea 
two  Members,  though  he  did  not  expect 
to  be  one  of  them.  He  was  not  the  framer 
of  the  Bill.  He  belitevcd,  and  he  hoped,  it 
would  effect  great  good,  and  on  that  ac- 
count he  was  willing  to  waive  all  minor  ob- 
jects, although  he  had  many  objections  to 
make  to  some  of  its  details. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  had  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Perceval)  attended  to 
the  explanations  that  had  been  given,  he 
would  have  discovered,  that  the  principles 
of  the  measure  were  of  a  mixed  nature, 
population  formiug  only  a  part,  and 
wealth  and  prosperity  being  the  pre- 
vailing requisites.  The  claim  that  had 
been  made  for  Stoke-upon-Trent  was  not 
on  account  of  its  population,  but  on  ac- 
count of  its  peculiar  manufacture  and 
great  trade  ;  but  he  agreed  with  his  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Bridport,  that 
they  were  bound  to  legislate  for  the 
general  interest  of  the  country,  which,  in 
the  mode  of  enfranchisement,  was  to  be 
preferred  to  the  particular  interests  of  cer- 
tain bodies.  If  the  propositioh  of  his  hon. 
friend  were  accieded  to,  he  thought  it 
would  have  the  effectof  raising  jealousies. 
With  respect  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated,  he  begged  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  proposition  of  havihg 
twelve  places  returning  two  Members  each. 
Such  a  plan  being  a  variation  from  the 
original  one — a  substitution  of  artother 
plan  of  enfranchisement — he  must  decline 
it.  When  that  proposition  was  made  by 
his  noble  friend  (Lord  Milton),  he  should 
state  his  reason^  against  it.  He  begged  to 
observe,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
signified  an  intention  of  supporting  it,  and 
frbm  his  known  hostility  to  the  Bill,  his 
support  might  be  viewed  with  suspicion. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  his  wish  was  to  render 
the  Bill  as  perfbct  aS  possible,  and  that  he 
had  invariably  spdketi  in  favour  of  the  plan 
of  returning  two  Members  instead  of  one, 


what  it  was  proposed  they  should  by  the 
schedule. 

Sir  R.  Peel  contended,  that  the  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill  would  not  be  departed 
from,  by  giving  to  twelve  of  the  chief 
to^ns  in  schedule  D  two  Members,  instead 
of  the  twenty-four  towns  one  Member 
each. 

Lord  Stanley  felt  himself  bound  to  vote 
for  giving  an  additional  Member  to  the 
Potteries,  although  he  regretted,  in  doing 
so,  that  he  should  be  opposed  to  his  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  on  a  particular  point  of 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  which,  in  general, 
he  viewed  with  much  satisfaction. 

Mr.  John  Wood  said,  he  preferred  one 
Member  being  given  to  a  place  rather 
than  two,  because  in  that  case  no  compro- 
mise of  political  principle  could  arise. 
With  respect  to  Stoke-upon-Trent  having 
two  Members,  he  thought  no  case  had 
been  made  out.  If  they  had  a  Member  to 
spare,  he  ought  to  be  given  to  Ashton- 
under-Lyne,  which  had  a  population  of 
34,000  souls.  He  considered,  besides, 
that  Staffordshire  had  a  greater  pro|)ortion 
of  Members  than  Lancashire.  He  should, 
therefore,  oppose  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Littleton  would  merely  remark, 
that  Stoke-upon-Trent  contained  manu- 
factures", the  joint  capital  of  which  ex- 
ceeded 1 ,300,000/.  and  he  believed,  no  town 
in  the  empire  had  a  more  wealthy  manu- 
facturing population. 

The  Committee  divided.  Ayes  145; 
Noes  246— Majority  101. 

Original  Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  first 
part  of  the  3rd  clause  as  amended,  was 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

The  next  question  was  on  the  latter 
part  of  the  3rd  clause  as  follows : — **  And 
that  each  of  the  principal  places  named  in 
the  first  column  of  schedule  D  be  a  bo- 
rough, and  that  each  of  the  said  last  men- 
tioned boroughs  shall,  after  the  present  Par- 
liament, return  (blank)   Member.      The 
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question  the  Chairman  said  he  had  to  put 
was,  that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the 
word  "  one/' 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  the  period  was 
come  for  the  motion   of  which   he  had 
given  notice.      He  felt  it  due  to  himself, 
and  to  the  country,  to  state,  that  he  should 
make  this  Motion  on  grounds  of  great  im- 
portance, but,  before   going  further,  he 
should  also  state,  for  his  own  sake,  as 
well  as  the  sake  of  others,  that  he  was 
actuated  in  the  course  he  should  pursue 
by  no  hostility  to  the  Bill,  nor  by  any 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Ministers,  with 
whom  he  had  been  so  long  united  in  the 
bonds  of  private  friendship,  the  best  se- 
curity for  public  confidence.    It  appeared, 
however,  to  him,  that  in  their  proposal  of 
new  electoral  bodies,  which  should  return 
only  one  Member,  they  were   departing 
from  the  ancient  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  country.    He  thought  that 
every  part  of  this  Bill  ought  to  be^  as  far 
as  possible,  grounded  on  ancient  princi- 
ples, and  he  also  thought,  that,  in   its 
general  principles,  it  was   so  grounded, 
inasmuch  as  it  went  upon  the  constitu- 
tional maxim,  that    Representation   and 
taxation  should  go  together.     But  he  also 
found,  that  the  principle  of  the  Constitu- 
tion was  almost  universally  to  give,  at  least, 
two  Representatives  to  every  place,  with 
so  very  few  exceptions  as  only  to  prove 
this  rule.     The  exceptions  were  but  five, 
one  of  which  was  a  Welsh  borough,  and, 
perhaps,  not  to  be  taken  into  the  account; 
and  the  only  four  places  in  England  re- 
turning   one   Member,    were    Abingdon, 
Banbury,  Bewdley,  and  Higham  Ferrers. 
It  was  odd,  too,  that  every  one  of  them 
owed  their  origin  to  a  particular  period  of 
our  history,  and  one  which  Englishmen 
never  referred  to,  as  remarkable  either  for 
wisdom,  or  any  other  great  quality  in  the 
Government  of  the  country — the  reign  of 
Queen  Mary.    The  hon.  member  for  Pres- 
ton (Mr.  J.  Wood)  was  friendly  to  the 
system,  because,  he  said,  whenever  there 
were  two  Members,  there  was  always  a 
sacrifice  of  public  principle.     That  might 
be  the  case,  but  there  were  other  con- 
sequences which  were  of  importance  to 
the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  country. 
These  compromises  led  to  the  avoidance 
of  contests,  and,  as  he   thought,   would 
always  lead  to  a  more  accurate  Represent- 
ation of   the  country,   than   when    each 
place  had  but  one  Member.    If  every  elec- 
tion were  to  be  conducted  on  pure  prin- 


ciples, without  reference  to  private  con- 
dition or   private  favour,  then,  perhaps, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  propriety 
of  acting  on  his  noble  friend's  principles. 
But,  in  the  first  place,  the  minority  ought 
to  have  some  Representatives,   and   the 
minority  out  of  doors  should  have  a  mi- 
nority in  the  House.     Let  it  not  be  ima- 
gined,   that  he   arraigned   the    previous 
parts  of  this  Bill  which  had  been  passed, 
but  give  him  leave  to  say,  that,  if  these 
boroughs  which  were  disfranchised,  g^ve 
an  opportunity  for  the  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  minority  of  the  people,  it 
became,  a  fortiori,  now  necessary,  that 
there  should  be  Representatives  of  that 
minority  in  the  House.     Suppose,  that,  in 
a  borough  with  one  Member,  there  were 
100  voters,  and  in  a  contest  they  were 
divided,  were  forty-nine  on  one  side,  and 
fifty  on  the  other,  thus  one  individual 
would  engross  the  whole  Representation 
of  this  borough  ;  and  he  asked,  would 
that  be  a  fair  Representation?  Supposing, 
also,  that  every  elective  body  in  the  king- 
dom returned  but  one  Member,  and  that 
any    particular    opinion    was    prevalent 
among  the  people,  the  necessary  conse- 
quence would  be,  that  the  minority  would 
be  totally  excluded  from  the  Represent- 
ation.   He  had  been,  for  the  greater  part 
of  his  life,  in  minorities,  with  his  friends 
about  him,  and  he  hoped,  that  he  and 
they  would  not  forget  the  importance  of 
minorities   finding    their    way    into    the 
House,  and  on  that  ground  also  he  should 
object    to    single    Representation.      He 
wished  to  know  from  his  friends  on  the 
Treasury  bench,  whether  they  believed, 
that,  with  their  schedule  B,  the  arrange- 
ment they  had  made  could  possibly  be 
final.  Would  Blackburn,  and  Bolton,  and 
Brighthelmstone,   be    satisfied  with   one 
Member,  while  Knaresborough,  and  Mal- 
ton,  and  Calne,  had  two?    Would  the 
large  towns  in  Staffordshire  be  satisfied 
to  see   Leominster  and    Bridgnorth,    in 
their    neighbouring    counties,    with    two 
Members?     No,  it  was  impossible  they 
could  be  satisfied,  if  Ministers  did  not  de- 
part from  schedule  D.    He  was  wiUing  to 
give  all  the  towns  in  schedule  D  two 
Members,  for  they  were  not  there  as  an 
assembly  of  delegates ;  and  the  Members 
for  Stoke-upon-Trent  would  not  bo  in  the 
House  merely  to  serve  the  manu&cture  of 
china,  but  for  the  general  interests  of  the 
empire.    If  he  were  asked  why  he  gave 
Members  to  Manchester  or  Binninghaniy 
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it  was  not  because  of  their  weaviDg  or 
their  iron  works,  but  because  there  were 
assembled  in  them  vast  masses  of  people. 
He  would  also  wish  to  go  where  public 
opinion  was  vigorous  ;    and,  if  he  were 
ready  to  give  Representatives  to  Maryle- 
bone,  and  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  Green- 
wich, and  Brighton,  it  was  because  large 
masses  of  population  and  wealth  were  as- 
sembled in  those  places,  and  not  because 
mere  local  interests  ought  to  influence 
their  Members.     Indeed,  he  should  be 
averse  from  mere  peculiar  interests  being 
represented,  for  he  could  say,  from  ex- 
perience, that,  let  these  parties  once  get 
what    they  wanted  to  serve   their    own 
ends,  no  more  obsequious  and  more  hum- 
ble voters  for  the  Government  could  be 
found.      He,  therefore,  could   not  help 
seeing  in  this  schedule,  the  introduction  of 
a  principle  which  was  dangerous  to  tran- 
quillity,   and    which  was  calculated    to 
breed  discontent  throughout  the  country. 
In  his  belief,  it  would  be  the  means  of 
throwing  down  the  apple  of  discord  among 
all   classes  in  the  community.      He  felt 
exhausted,  but    he    rose   to    perform   a 
painful  duty,  in  thus  expressing  his  opi- 
nions, and  did  so  the  more  boldly,  be- 
cause he  wished  to  support  the  present 
Bill  toiis  viribus.   The  Government  satd, 
they  went  on  the  principle  of  equal  Re- 
presentation, but  he   saw  nothing  of  it. 
Brighton,  and  Bradford,  were  to  have  only 
one  Member.     He  could  only  see  in  these 
schedules  the  introduction  of  principles 
mischievous   in   their  effects,   and  which 
could  only  tend  to  create  invidious  com- 
parisons.    He  was  satisfied  a  priori,  that 
the  returning  of  one  Member  by  these 
towns,  could  only  lead  to  discord ;  but, 
since  he  came  to  London,  he  had  had 
interviews  with  many  persons  from   the 
towns  proposed  to  be  included  in  the 
schedule,  and  they  had  told  him,  that  all 
parties  had  declared  they  had  rather  have 
no  Representative  than  only  one.      He 
believed  it,  for  in  these  towns,  the  parties 
were  not  like  those  in  that  House ;  they 
each  had  their  local  democracy  and  aris- 
tocracy, and  every  election  would  bring 
these  parties  into  collision.     The  noble 
Lord  moved,  that  the  word  "  two  "  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  word  "one,"  in  the  part  of 
the  clause  relatmg  to  schedule  D. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  was  desirous  of 
saving  a  few  words,  more  particularly  ap- 
plied to  the  high  principle  upon  which  the 
noble  Lord  bad  acted.    In  most  instances, 


men  would  be  biassed  with  respect  to    * 
their  best  interests,  but  he  was  so  strongly 
impressed  with  a  belief  of  the  noble  Lord's 
high  integrity,  that  his  opinion  was,  the 
noble  Lord  was  more  likely  to  act  contrary 
to  his  interest,  than  in  support  of  it.    The 
common  maxim  was,  that  a  man  was  al- 
ways a  bad  and  partial  judge  in  his  own 
cause,  but  he  should  always  be  willing  to 
suffer  the  noble  Lord  to  be  judge,  in  mat- 
ters of  interest  relating  to  himself.     But 
in  many  instances,  the  noble  Lord  might 
push  the  principle  of  impartiality  to  an 
extremity  which  became  mischievous.  On 
the  question  then  before  the  Committee, 
he  differed  from  the  noble   Lord,    and 
agreed  with  the  hon.  member  for  Preston, 
that  it  was  most  desirable  to  avoid  double 
Representation.    Giving    Representation 
to  the  minority  of  a  place,  was  defeating 
the  effect  which  the  wishes  of  a  majority 
should  always  produce^    The  noble  Lord 
said,    that  they  should  be  represented » 
otherwise,    disputes    and    dissatisfaction 
must  inevitably  occur  among  the  electoral 
bodies;  but  why  should  they  neutralize 
the  wishes  of  a  majority  ?    According  to 
that  argument.  Representation  was  use- 
less.    The  business  of  a  Representative 
was,  to  collect  the  sense  of  a  majority  of 
his  constituents,  and  act  upon  it.    In  that 
sense,   one   Member  was  more  valuable 
than  two.     If  he  was  to  give  a  particular 
opinion,  which  he  did   not  wish  to  do, 
because  he  had  confidence  in  those  who 
had  honestly  brought  forward  the  mea- 
sure, he  should  say,  avoid  as  much  as 
possible  double  Representation.  The  noble 
Lord's  proposition  seemed  to  proceed  from 
a  wish,  that  the  present  measure  of  Re- 
form should  be  permanent  and  final,  but 
that  was  absolutely  impossible,  and  incom- 
patible with  the  conditions  to  which  the 
Divine  will  had  unalterably  subjected  all 
human  affairs.     He  did  not  wish  to  re- 
commend any  opinion  of  his  own,  but  he 
would  rather  say,  that  all  boroughs  should 
have  one  Representative,  because,  in  most 
cases,  a  double  Representation  was  no 
Representation  at  all.    The  noble  Lord 
said,  they  ought  to  make  the  measure 
perfect,  but  the  noble  Lord  recommended 
that  which  it  was  impossible  to  effect. 
Perfection  could  not  be  expected ;  it  be- 
longed to  the  Divinity.   The  Bill,  perhaps, 
was  the  best  measure,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  could  then  devise. 
It  might  not   be  perfect,  but  the  Bill 
would  give  satisfaction  to  the  country ; 
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and,  bcini^  the  commencement  of  a  better 
system,  Parliament  hereafter  might  im- 
prove it.  He  wished  to  impress  upon 
Gentlemen  who  professed  to  be  friendly 
to  the  Bill,  that  they  should  not  persist  in 
pressing  upon  his  Majesty's  Mimisters 
who  were  honestly  doing  their  duty,  those 
alterations  which  could  only  endanger  the 
success  of  the  Bill.  A  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  said,  he  had  felt  he  could  carry 
on  no  Government  without  Parliamentary 
Reform,  but  he  had  never  had  sufficient 
fortitude,  or  sufficient  wisdom,  to  attempt 
giving  a  Reform  to  the  country.  The 
question  was,  undoubtedly,  one  of  great 
difficulty,  and  he  would  say,  that  those 
who  wished  to  support  Reform  in  the  Re- 
presentation, ought  not  to  throw  any  ob- 
stacles in  the  way  of  Ministers,  who  were 
r  honestly  and  conscientiously  endeavour- 
ing to  provide  a  remedy  for  the  evil  which 
had  been  so  long  the  subject  of  general 
;  complaint.  There  might  be  some  devia- 
'  tions  from  principle  in  the  Bill,  but  it  was 
impossible  to  avoid  them  even  in  matters 
of  science.  For  example,  in  navigation, 
allowance  must  be  made  for  variations  of 
the  needle.  It  would  be  an  advantage  to 
diminish  the  numbers  of  the  House,  which 
he  considered  excessive  at  present.  A 
system  of  fair  Representation,  required  no 
such  local  expedients  as  that  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Lord.  Different  Members 
might  feel  disposed  to  support  different 
local  and  partial  interests,  but  it  was  im- 
possible they  could  succeed,  without 
manifest  injury  to  the  public  welfare. 
Wken  there  was  a  question  of  that,  indivi- 
dual views  must  be  given  up.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  influence  of  the  people  over 
:  their  Representatives,  which  had  of  late 
'  been  so  frequently  referred  to,  he  wished 
to  say,  that  he  did  not  blame  the  hon. 
Alderman  (Alderman  Thompson)  for  the 
vote  he  gave  in  the  case  of  Appleby ;  he 
voted,  no  doubt,  from  a  conviction  of  what 
was  right  and  just,  but  still  his  vote  went 
to  endanger  the  whole  measure  ;  and, 
therefore,  his  constituents,  who  had  sent 
him  to  the  House  to  support  it,  were  right 
in  asking  for  an  explanation.  In  human 
affairs,  it  was  impossible  ever  to  come  to 
useful  general  results,  unless  particular 
points  were  yielded  to  the  general  in- 
terests. The  supporters  of  this  measure 
were  said  to  come  to  that  House  pledged, 
but  were  those  exempt  from  pledges  who 
sat  by  nomination  ?  Would  they  not  con- 
sider it  dishonourable  to  retain  their  seats. 


if  they  found  that  they  must  oppose  the 
views  of  their  patrons  ?  All  were  pledged^ 
in  some  measure,  to  their  constituenU ; 
and  the  popular  Members,  it  was  true, 
were  liable  to  be  called  to  account  by  tbeir 
constituents ;  but  the  existing  czchement, 
he  had  no  doubt,  would  die  away  alto- 
gether after  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  when  the  public  generally  would  ac- 
quiesce in  the  good  sense  and  inteUigence 
of  Parliament.  He  trusted  even,  the  re- 
sult of  this  measure  hereafter  would  be»  io 
a  great  degree,  to  beget  so  much  con- 
fidence in  the  House  of  Commons,  at  to 
do  away  with  the  necessity  of  petitioning. 
The  business  of  the  House  would  thus  be 
expedited,  and  there  would  no  longer  be 
occasion  to  fear  the  excitement  produced 
by  public  meetings.  Much  had  been  laid 
about  giving  pledges ;  now,  if  they  looked 
to  the  rolls  of  Parliament  in  ancient  times, 
they  would  see,  that  Members  held  them- 
selves responsible  to  their  constituents, 
and  frequently  refused  to  assent  to  any 
new  matter  of  importance,  until  they  had 
an  opportunity  of  consulting  them.  On 
the  whole,  he  did  not  believe,  that  double 
Representation  would  be  attended  with 
the  advantages  which  the  noble  member 
for  Northamptonshire  anticipated,  but,  at 
all  events,  it  could  not  be  deemed  of  that 
paramount  importance,  which  would  jus- 
tify the  noble  Lord  in  pressing  his  motion 
to  a  division. 

Mr.  Hunt  confessed,  that  he  had  been 
a  disciple  of  the  hon.  Baronet  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  during  which  the  hon. 
Baronet*s  opinions  had  undergone  a  few 
variations  undeniably ;  but  he  could  re- 
member none  so  remarkable  as  that  which 
the  House  had  witnessed  in  his  particular 
person  that  evening.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
it  was  apparent,  had  shown  himself  the 
best  thick-and-lhin  supporter  of  Minis- 
ters, that  the  most  zealous  amongst  them 
could  possibly  have  desired.  In  his 
opinion,  the  noble  Lord's  arguments  were 
well  deserving  of  the  most  serious  atten- 
tion, and  he  certainly  felt  himself  bound 
to  support  his  proposition,  which,  as  fiir 
he  could  judge,  was  by  no  means  calcu- 
lated to  destroy  the  measure  by  which 
Government  meant  to  abide,  llie  hon. 
Baronet,  it  would  be  remembered,  had 
supported  with  all  his  might  the  Blinistry 
of  Mr.  Canning,  who  declared  himself  ad- 
verse to  all  kinds  of  Reform,  no  matter 
what  shape  it  assumed,  and  yet  he  nowr 
came  forward  to  lend  his  aid  ui  fitfouc  of 
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tkis  Bill,  as  the  veipy  IhiI  thst  Itm  ttates- 
manskip  oootd  devise.  The  preseal  Bill 
was,  then,  la  have  all  the  sappork  which 
it  was  in  the  hon.  BaionelSi  power  to  lea* 
der  it,  although  it  embraced  ii^itbes  ihort 
Parliameatsiior  UaiveKsal  Sla£Rrage,  a^iek 
he  (Mr.  Hunt)  and  tl^e  hon.  BaiOoat  had 
so  loBg  advocated  in  common.  TrnW, 
the  hoo.  Baionet  had  given  up  not  a  little 
for  the  sake  of  unanimity.  Miich  had  been 
said  on  the  subject  of  pledgeSj^  but  he 
*^  would  rather  be  a  dog  and  bay  the 
moon,"  than  come  into  that  House  with 
shackles  about  his  arms,  like  the  mem- 
bers for  the  City  of  London.  He  would 
at  once  resign  hm  seat  if  he  could  not  con* 
cur  with  hb  conalituents ;  but  as  to  their 
calling  him  to  account,  forsooth,  he  would 
take  good  care,  tkal  the  first  time  of  their 
doing  so  should  also  be  the  last.  On  the 
question  of  giving  Members  to  populous 
places,  he  voted  with  Ministess,  merely 
because  their  proposition  came  nearer  to 
his  own  principles  than  any  other  which 
had  hitherto  been  submitted ;  and  on  the 
other  details  of  the  Bill,  he  had  stated  his 
sentimeals  frankly  and  feifly,  in  spite  of 
the  tauaf  s,  not  only  of  the  House  itself,  but 
of  the  whoia  newspaper  press  in  the  coun- 
try. It  appeared  to  him,  that  Represent- 
ation should  go  hand  in  hand  with  tax- 
ation to  he  constitutional.  How  did  this 
Bill  approach  that  principle  ?  The  income 
of  1,000,000  of  voters  included  in  the 
Bill  might  amount  to  about  150,000,000/., 
or  150/.  each,  while  the  income  of  the 
7,000,000  excluded,  at  13s.  a  week, 
would  be  317,000,000/.  Why,  this  was 
nearly  as  bad  as  no  Representation.  He 
would  now  add>  that  in  the  event  of  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  the  Table  would  be 
forthwith  crowded  with  petitions  for  a 
fturther  extension  of  the  suffrage. 

Mr.  Sttickkmd  said,  he  rose  to  support 
the  amendment  of  Uie  noble  Lord, although 
not  on  the  abstract  principles  which  the 
noble  Lord  Jbimself  had  stated  as  the 
grounds  of  hi»  proposition.  He  would 
support  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because  it  was  the  only  chance  of  adding 
a  few  more  Members  to  that  county  with 
which  he  was  more  particularly  connected. 
Long  before  he  had  a  seat  m  that  House, 
he  was  of  opinion,  that  no  measure  of 
Reform  would  be  final  if  we  excluded  from 
Representation  sadi  towns  as  Bradford, 
Huddersfield,  and  Wakefield,  and  admit- 
t^  to  it  such  towns  at  Northallerton  and 
It  was  said^  Uial  ihero  had  been 


such  a  change  of  the  balance  of  Members 
from  the  south  to  the  north,  as  would  give 
the  preponderance  to  the  latter.  Those 
who  used  that  argument  forgot,  that  York- 
shire, with  all  its  industry,  all  its  wealth, 
and  its  population  of  1,250,000,  had  only 
gained  two  additional  Members,  whilst 
Staffordshire,  with  only  315,000,  gained 
six,  Yorkshire  having  thirty,  and  Stafford- 
shire fifteen.  According  to  the  propor- 
tion #hich  ought  to  exist  between  the  two 
counties,  when  Staffordshire  had  fifteen 
Members, Yodcshire ought  tohave  sixty.  He 
contended,  that  it  was  a  shallow  principle, 
to  maintain  that  there  was  any  hostile 
difference  between  agriculture  and  com- 
merce :  for  where  could  the  wool-grower 
dispose  of  his  commodity  if  he  did  not 
find  a  purchaser  in  the  manufacturer  ?  It 
was  absurd,  then,  to  suppose  that  these 
new  Members  would  give  a  preponder- 
ance to  the  commercial  interest,  which 
would  be  destructive  of  the  agricultural 
interest.  On  these  general  principles  he 
should  support  the  amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire. 

Lord  Morpeth  said,  he  concurred  in  the 
general  principle  of  his  noble  friend  (Lord 
Milton),  that  a  Representation  by  two 
Members  was  preferable  to  one,  and  he 
readily  admitted  the  anomaly  that  must 
arise  from  giving  only  one  to  such  a  place 
as  Halifax,  while  many  small  towns  had 
two.  Many  most  respectable  men  among 
his  constituents  approved  of  his  noble 
friend's  plan,  and  he  would  therefore  state 
a  few  reasons  why  he  should  vote  against  it. 
He  believed  the  main  object  of  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  Ministers  was,  to  establish  a  ba- 
lance in  the  Representation  between  the 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  interests. 
Though  these  great  interests  might  not  in 
reality  be  different,  yet,  being  generally 
thought  so,  they  were  obliged  to  take 
things  as  they  found  them,  and  legislate 
accordingly.  Though  it  was  possible,  that 
if  two  Members  each  were  given  to  the 
places  in  schedule  D,  the  two  might  be 
selected  from  the  landed  interests  of  the 
neighbourhood,  it  was  also  possible,  that 
they  might  be  chosen  fiom  the  manufac- 
turmg  interest.  If  twenty-six  Members 
weiB  thus  added,  it  might,  by  some,  be 
taken  hold  of  as  a  departure  from  that 
principle  of  equilibrium  which  was  pro- 
fessed to  be  laid  down.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  for  instance,  the  member  for 
Tamwortb  (Sir  R,  Fed),  might  then  bava 
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some  occasion  for  saying,  that  the  Dorth  [ 
"was  profusely  enriched  with  Members, 
while  the  south  was  ruthlessly  despoiled. 
He  thought  it  better,  therefore,  though 
casting  a  longing,  lingering  look  behind, 
to  vote  against  the  amendment  of  his  noble 
friend.  | 

Sir  7?.  Peel  said,  the  hon.  Member  who  j 
spoke  last  but  one,  denounced  the  shallow  i 
doctrine  of  preserving  a  balance  between  | 
the   agricultural   and  the  manufacturing 
interests.    It  might  be  shallow  in  principle,  i 
but  yet  it  was  impossible  to  convince  one  | 
of  those  interests,  that  it  would  be  wise  to  j 
commit  to  the  other  the  entire  control  over 
it.     Each  party  would   always   naturally  I 
desire  to  be  protected  by  its  own  Repre-  j 
sentatives.     The  hon.   Member  talked  of  ! 
the  interests  of  the  wool-grower  and  the 
cloth-manufacturer  being  the  same.     This 
might  be  all  true  and  very  wise,  but  it  was 
most  extraordinary  to  hear  it  come  from 
the  very  same  hon.  Gentleman  who  com- 
plained that  Yorkshire  was  not  sufficiently 
represented,  and  who  said,  that  his  motive 
for  supporting  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  was,  to  give  more  Representatives  to 
the  great  manufacturing  towns  of  York- 
shire.    Let  the  hon.  Gentleman  apply  his 
own  principle.    If  the  interests  of  the  wool- 
grower  and  of  the  cloth-manufacturer  were 
the  same,  why  not  trust  the  agriculturist 
with  the  care  of  the  cloth -manufacture  ; 
and  still  further,  if  the  principle  was  good 
for  anything,   why  not  commit    to   the 
wisdom  and  management  of  Staffordshire, 
the  interests  of  Yorkshire  ?     He   should 
prefer  not  being  called  upon  to  vote  at  all 
upon  the  question.     If  he  was,  however, 
so  called  upon — if  the  noble  Lord  pressed 
the  question  to  a  division — he  would  sup- 
;  port  the  amendment,  because  it  affirmed 
an  abstract  proposition  of  which  he  ap- 
proved— he  meant  the  principle  of  double 
Representation.     At   the  same   time  he 
owned,   that  if  he    thought    the    noble 
Lord  likely  to  carry  his  amendment,  he 
should  be   afraid  to  vote  with  him,  be- 
cause he  should  then  expect  that  the  same 
majority  would  transfer  all  the  towns  in 
schedule  D  to  schedule  C.     In  the  ab- 
stract, he  agreed  that  it  would  be  better 
to  have  two   Members    for  each   place, 
and,  looking  at  the  whole  as  an  abstract 
question,  he  was  disposed  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  reserving 
to  himself  the  power  of  saying  to  what 
number  of  boroughs  this  should  be  ex- 
tended— that  i8|  of  saying  whether  twelve 


or  twenty-four  boroughs  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  schedule.  He  owned  he 
was  surprised  at  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  favour  of  single  Representa- 
tion ;  taking,  as  he  did,  the  princtple,  that 
the  minority  should  not  be  represented  at 
all.  To  that  he  was  prepared  to  give  his 
decided  dissent.  Would  it  be  wise  or 
politic  to  say,  tliat  where  any  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  existed,  on,  perhaps,  a 
most  important  public  question ,  that  the 
minority — which  might  be  a  very  large 
minority — should  be  wholly  excluded  from 
all  share  in  the  Representation?  In  times 
of  peace  and  quiet,  there  might  be  little 
danger  of  such  a  principle ;  but  times  of 
storm  and  difficulty  might  arise.  Would 
the  hon.  Baronet's  principle  be  then  ap- 
plicable ?  It  reminded  him  of  that  beau- 
tiful simile  of  Horace — 

— '*  Cum  pace  delabentis  Etruscum 
'^  In  mare ;" 

but  the  time  might  come, 

— '^  Cum  fera  deluvies  quietos 
'^  Irritat  amnes.'' 

Yes,  great  questions  would  arise,  with 
regard  to  peace  or  war,  questions  involving 
foreign  and  domestic  policy,  and  in  which 
there  might  be  a  collision  between  these 
two  interests.     Would  it,  then,  be  wise  to 
adopt  a  system  which  should  give  either  to 
the  war  party  or  to  the  peace  party  a  pre- 
dominant influence  ?     It  was  very  fairly 
said,  in  reference  to  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  that  it  went  to  cut  up  by  the 
roots  the  system  by  which  the  majority 
was  represented  in  that  House.     For  in- 
stance, if  there  should  be  501  on  one  side 
of  the  question,  and  499  on  the  other,  the 
proposition   of  the  hon.    Baronet  would 
prevent  the  voice  of  the  minority  from 
being  heard.     Assuredly,  for  all  the  pur- 
poses of  petition  and  remonstrance,  this 
was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  propo- 
sitions ever  yet  submitted  to  the  adoption 
of  the  British  Legislature.     The  principle 
which  he  had  heard  urged  over  and  over 
again  was,  that  taxation  ought  to  be  co- 
existent with  Representation ;  and  there- 
fore it  was,  that,  in  order  to  secure  Repre- 
sentation to  the  minority,  two  Members 
were  selected,  for  it  could  not  be  done  by 
one.     The  principle  of  giving  one  Mem- 
ber instead  of  two  was  a  novelty,  and  as 
such  ought  to  be  avoided.      Gratuitous 
novelties  tended  to  unsettle  men's  minds, 
and  engender  and  foster  a  desire  for  inno- 
vation. It  was  because  he  wished  to  avoids 
as  much  as  possible,  the  introdactioa  of 
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novelties,  and  preferred  two.  Members  to 
one,  that  he  should  now  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  whatever  ob- 
jection he  might  have  to  it  in  other  re- 
spects. He  wished  the  House  to  under- 
stand, that  he  voted  for  it  upon  that  ab- 
stract principle. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  minority  from  a  share  in  the 
Representation  would  be  unfair  and  un- 
constitutional. He  admitted,  as  a  general 
proposition,  that  two  Members  were  better 
than  one,  but  the  question  was  in  this 
case,  would  the  evils  that  had  been  pre- 
dicted, arise  from  having  the  one  Member 
instead  oftwo  in  the  cases  of  those  twenty- 
six  boroughs  ?  Let  it  be  recollected,  that 
the  largest  number  of  places  would  be 
represented  by  two  instead  of  one,  and  in 
that  way  the  minority  in  the  kingdom 
would  be  represented.  But  could  it  be 
supposed  that  public  opinion  would  ever 
be  so  united,  as  that  it  would  be  the  same 
in  every  part  of  the  kingdom  ?  This  was 
a  circumstance  which  could  not  be  ex- 
pected, or,  if  it  should  happen,  the  minor- 
ity in  the  country  would  be  so  very  small, 
that  no  danger  could  occur  from  its  not 
being  represented  in  those  places.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  York- 
shire had  been  so  fully  answered  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  it.  He  did  not  admit,  that 
the  balance  between  agriculture  and  com- 
merce was  destroyed.  Looking  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  small  boroughs  had 
been  represented,  he  did  not  think,  that 
the  power  of  the  landed  interest  was 
lessened  in  any  degree  to  create  alarm; 
but,  as  had  been  said,  if  they  considered 
the  sort  of  agreement  that  had  been  made 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  thought 
it  would  be  considered  as  a  breach  of  faith 
to  the  agriculturists,  to  add  twenty-six  to 
the  commercial  towns,  and  on  these 
grounds  he  would  oppose  the  motion  of 
his  noble  friend. 

Mr.  Wason  supported  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord.  The  very  first  bo- 
rough on  the  list  in  schedule  D,  con- 
tained 2,763  lOZ.  houses,  and  he  found 
that  eighteen  boroughs  which  were  allowed 
to  return  two  Members  each,  positively 
contained  only  2,749  10/.  houses  alto- 
gether. Did  hon.  Gentlemen  believe,  that 
if  a  Bill  with  such  anomalies  passed,  it 
would  not  be  again  discussed  in  succeed- 
ing Parliaments?  He  had  no  doubt  it 
would,  and  thinking  so,  should  vote  for  the 


amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  because  it 
proposed  to  give  two  Members  io  each  of  ^ 
the  boroughs  in  schedule  D. 

Lord  Milton  said,  the  number  of  addi- 
tional Members  to  be  returned,  if-hii  mo- 
tion was  carried,  above  the  present  nmn- 
ber  of  the  House,  would  not  be  more  than 
eight  or  ten. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  assure  his 
noble  friend,  they  would  be  exactly  four. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment:— Ayes  102;  Noes  230 — Majority 
128. 

The  House  resumed ;  the  Committee  to 
sit  again  the  next  day. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday y  August  5^  1831. 

M1KUTI8.3  Bins.  Committed  s  the  Chureii  Building  Act 
Amendment.  Reed  «  third  timet  tihe  Ptifmialt  oi 
Wegee  in  Goods  Repeil;  and  the  Psymcntof  Wagesla 
Money ;  the  TobMOO  Growth  Prohibition  (Iielnd). 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Muquis  of  Lansdowit,  ftom 
tiie  Clergy,  Merdumts,  and  otfier  Inhabitants  of  the  towii 
of  Mandiester,  for  limiting  the  hours  of  Emptoyment  ftx 
yoimg  Children  in  Manufactories;  fkom  Stoekpott»  for 
the  amelioration  of  tiie  Penal  Code. 

Affairs  of  Portugal.]  The  Earl 
of  Aberdeen  had  been  desirous,  for  some 
time  pasty  of  calling  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  certain  matters,  which  he 
deemed  of  paramount  importance:  he 
referred,  not  only  to  the  outrages  which 
had  been  committed  against  the  British 
flag,  and  against  the  property  of  English 
Merchants  in  the  Western  Islands,  but 
also  to  the  projects  and  to  preparatioos 
now  on  foot,  which  might  compromise 
deeply  the  honour  and  good  faith  of  the 
country,  as  well  as  the  safety  of  the  pro- 
perty of  its  subjects.  There  was,  perhaps, 
no  spot  in  the  whole  world  more  necessary 
for  the  security  of  British  commerce  than 
the  Azores.  Vessels  homeward  bound 
from  the  westward,  touched  at  them,  and, 
therefore,  for  some  ages  past,  we  had  had  a 
strong  interest  in  their  being  in  friendly 
hands.  It  was  obvious,  that  if  those 
islands  fell  into  lawless  hands,  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  calculate  the  evils  which 
might  fall  upon  British  commerce.  Whea 
he  had  last  taken  the  liberty  of  mention* 
ing  this  subject  to  the  House,  the  nob 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  i 
stated,  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
the  political  condition  of  those  ii 
which  should  excite  alarm.  He  nop 
that  the  noble  Earl  had,  since  that  ti  . 
made  inquiries,  which  had  led  io 
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poaiession  of  some  iuformatiou  respect- 
Uig  their  present  state ;  and  if  the  noble 
Earl  had,  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Earl 
Avould  not  object  to  placing  that  inform- 
ation on  the  Table  of  their  Lordships' 
House.  Not  long  ago,  an  infraction  of 
the  treaty  existing  between  this  country 
and  Portugal,  had  formed  a  ground  of 
complaint  on  our  part,  against  the  govern- 
ment of  Portugal,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  when  our  complaints  were  not 
noticed,  reparation  was  exacted  from  the 
Portuguese  government,  by  the  British 
Squc^dron.  He  should  like  their  Lordships 
to  consider  how  we  had  fared  when  we 
made  the  same  demand  from  our  liberal 
and  constitutional  friends  ?  Before  he 
described  the  events  which  had  recently 
taken  place,  and  of  which  he  complained, 
he  would  beg  leave  to  remind  their  Lord- 
ships, that  the  island  of  Terceira,  with  the 
i€st  of  the  Azores,  on  the  election  of  Don 
Miguel  to  the  throne  of  Portugal,  and  on 
bis  proclamation,  that  he  had  assumed  the 
leins  of  government,  acquiesced  at  once, 
and  unanimously,  in  the  decision  of  the 
Cortes  of  Portugal.  Shortly  afterwards, 
the  garrison  of  Angra  revolted  against  its 
governor,  and  took  possession  of  the 
citadel.  The  inhabitants  of  the  island  of 
Terceira,  who  were  all  unarmed,  fell  im- 
mediately under  subjection,  and  had  since 
that  time  remained  under  the  government, 
and  the  unprecedented  tyranny,  of  the 
military  force  stationed  in  their  country. 
£very  account  which  had  been  received 
from  the  commanders  of  his  Majesty's 
ships  on  that  station — every  account 
which  had  been  received  from  the  resi- 
dents in  that  island — every  account  which 
had  been  received  from  our  own  Consul — 
concurred  in  describing  the  inhabitants  of 
Terceira  as  attached  to  the  government 
now  established  in  Portugal,  and  as  suf- 
fering under  the  oppression  of  tlie  military 
government  now  established  in  Terceira. 
He  must  add,  that  it  was  now  about  two 
years  since  Don  Pedro,  the  Emperor  of  the 
Brazils,  thought  proper  to  create  what  he 
was  pleased  to  call  a  Regency  of  Portugal, 
of  which  the  seat  was  to  be  at  Terceira. 
This  Regency,  however,  preferred  to  es- 
tablish itself  at  London ;  but  was  at 
lasl,  by  positive  orders  received  from  the 
Brazils,  compelled  to  transfer  itself  to  Ter- 
ceira. There  the  members  of  the  Regency 
remained  (|uiet,  so  long  as  they  received 
their  monthly  stipend  from  the  Emperor  of 
the  Snails,  being  nothing  else  thau  the 


creatures  of  his  will,  and  dependent  on 
his  bounty.  But  the  supplies  from  that 
quarter  having  at  last  ceased,  and  the  Em- 
peror no  longer  having  either  the  dispo- 
sition or  the  power  to  grant  them  further 
aid,  the  garrison  found  it  necessary  to 
adopt  some  means  for  their  subsistence, 
and  nothing  but  plunder  suggested  itself 
to  their  imagination.  They,  therefore, 
determined  to  undertake  an  expedition 
against  some  of  the  neighbouring  islands. 
To  effect  this  purpose,  on  the  9th  of  April, 
an  embargo  was  laid  upon  all  the  Britisk 
vessels  at  that  time  at  Terceira.  After  an 
attempt  had  been  made  to  engage  those 
vessels  in  the  service  of  the  Regency,  and 
after  a  refusal  had  been  given  by  the 
masters,  declaring,  that  they  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  expedition,  the 
masters  were  informed,  that  such  being 
the  case,  their  vessels  would  be  taken 
possession  of  by  the  military,  and  em- 
ployed in  the  expedition.  Accordingly, 
on  the  10th  of  April,  the  Coquette,  of 
London,  was  forcibly  taken  possession  of 
by  soldiers,  the  master  and  crew  having 
quitted  possession  of  the  vessel,  leaving 
the  British  flag  flying,  which  shortly  after- 
wards was  torn  down.  Four  or  five  other 
British  vessels,  seeing  this  act  of  outrage, 
entered  into  terms  with  the  Regency,  and 
under  a  protest  engaged  in  its  service. 
The  expedition  set  sail  on  the  17th  of 
April,  and  took  possession  of  the  island  of 
St.  George,  and  also  of  another  island. 
There,  as  he  was  informed,  the  most  hor- 
rible atrocities  were  committed,  and  men, 
women,  and  children,  were  put  to  death  in 
cold  blood.  Be  that  as  it  might,  it  was 
quite  clear,  from  what  subsequently  hap- 
pened, that  the  expedition  had  no  military 
object  in  view,  it  executed  none,  and  was 
planned  for  nothing  else  but  plunder.  This 
expedition,  he  must  inform  their  Lord- 
ships, captured  several  English  vessels; 
and  not  only  English  vessels,  but  also 
vessels  of  other  nations.  With  the  British 
flag  flying  at  the  mast-head,  vessels  filled 
with  Portuguese  soldiers  had  captured,  not 
only  two  defenceless  islands,  but  also  seve- 
ral merchants,  who  were  on  their  passage 
across  the  high  seas.  If  this  was  not 
piracy,  it  was,  at  least,  something  very 
closely  approaching  to  it.  What  right  had 
a  regency,  appointed  by  the  Emperor  of 
Brazil,  and  sitting  in  a  province  to  which 
his  authority  did  not  extend,  to  act  in  this 
extraordinary  manner?  These  pioceed- 
ingSy  t00|  be  it  remarked,  were  carried  oi| 
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in  the  presence  of  a  British  force.  The 
Galatea  was  for  weeks  at  the  Azores,  aod 
notwithstanding  the  complaints  of  the 
British  merchants,  the  Captain  of  that 
frigate  did  not  feel  himself  justified  hy  his 
instructions  in  granting  protection  to  the 
King's  subjects.  At  the  same  time^  a 
French  squadron  was  blockading  the  bay, 
and  made  captures  of  all  vessels  proceed- 
ing to  the  port  of  Lisbon.  The  Portu- 
guese government  hired  two  British  vessels 
to  inform  the  vessels  approaching  Lisbon 
of  that  blockade.  Their  Lordships  might 
rest  assured,  that  every  vessel  captured  by 
the  French  squadron  in  the  bay  of  Lisbon 
was  insured  in  London,  and  yet  what  was 
it  that  the  British  Consul  had  done? 
Why  he  said  distinctly,  '*  No  ;  you  must 
not  send  out  British  vesseb  to  give  notice 
of  the  French  blockade,  for  that  would  be 
an  inva^on  of  our  neutrality."  Now,  could 
there  be  a  more  scandalous  act  of  injustice, 
than  to  allow  British  vessels  to  transfer 
soldiers  from  one  island  to  another,  for  the 
purpose  of  capturing  the  subjects  of  our 
ally,  and  at  the  same  time  to  prevent  that 
same  ally  from  employing  other  British 
vessels  to  convey  the  intelligence  that  his 
ports  were  blockaded  by  a  hostile  squa- 
dron— intelligence,  too,  that  was  calcu* 
lated  to  prevent  the  capture  of  British 
vessels,  or  of  vessels  insured  for  British 
money  ?  He  wished  to  show  their  Lord- 
ships that  these  proceedings  in  the  Western 
Islands  ought  to  be  considered  of  great 
importance,  from  circumstances  which  had 
happened  in  this  country.  It  was  evident, 
beyond  all  denial,  that  Don  Pedro,  who 
was  at  present  sojourning  among  us,  was 
engaged  in  projects  for  the  invasion,  and, 
if  possible,  for  the  conquest,  of  Portugal. 
His  imperial  Majesty  had,  it  was  notorious, 
assembled  a  body  of  merchants  in  the  me- 
tropolis, for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  their 
consent  to  a  loan  which  he  proposed ;  and, 
to  effect  this  purpose,  had  offered,  as  a  se- 
curity, to  grant  them  the  revenues  of  Por- 
tugal. As  yet,  the  gullibility  of  our  ca- 
pitalists, who  were  generally  ready  enough 
to  lend  themselves  to  any  such  scheme, 
and  always  engaged  in  one  loan  or  an- 
other, had  not  swallowed  the  bait  which 
had  been  held  out  to  them ;  but  in  this 
country,  there  was  no  project  so  desperate 
but  found  some  persons  to  foster  and  sup- 
port it.  He  beUeved,  that  already,  a 
certain  part  of  the  amount  which  Don 
Pedro  wanted  had  beeo  obtained,  and  he 
knew  that  negotiations  were  now  going  on 


for  the  hiring  of  vessels  in  the  Thames, 
and  even  for  the  empk>yment  of  British 
officers  in  conducting  an  expedition  against 
Portugal.  Now,  if  any  respect  were  le  be 
paid  to  the  law  of  nations,  which  ought 
not  to  be  violated,  or  to  the  law  of  the 
land,  which,  on  this  point  was  express,  and 
ought  to  be  observed,  was  it  to  be  tolerated 
that  Qovernment  should  permit  proceed- 
ings  like  these  ?  If  they  were  permitted, 
they  must  deprive  us  of  that  character  for 
good  foith  and  honour  which  we  had 
hitherto  deserved,  and  must  lead  to  our 
forfeiting  that  respect  among  nations 
which  had  hitherto  been  our  proudest 
boast.  When  Don  Pedro  waa  Emperor 
of  the  Brazils,  undoubtedly,  we  admitted 
that  he  had  a  fair  right  to  make  war 
against  his  brother,  as  the  guardian  of  his 
daughter*^  rights,  and  as  the  assertor  of 
her  claims.  We  admitted  that  right,  and 
thought  it  our  duty,  in  such  a  war,  to  be 
neutral.  That  was  the  policy  whioh  we 
had  all  along  observed,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  this  unfortunate  quarrel. 
The  Emperor,  Don  Pedro,  after  various 
attempts — which  were  all  underhand  at- 
tacks against  Portugal — found,  at  lengtKj, 
that  his  case  was  desperate ;  and  then, 
in  the  beghming  of  last  year,  made  an 
official  declaration,  that  he  would  no 
longer  think  of  hostilities  against  bis 
brother,  but  would  endeavour  to  settle 
their  differences  by  conciliation.  For  that 
object,  at  least  professedly,  he  sent  an 
Ambassador  to  this  country.  He  began, 
like  some  of  his  predecessors  from  the 
Brazils,  by  endeavouring  to  raise  a  loan  in 
this  country  to  attack  Portug^l.  He 
failed,  however,  in  that  object,  and  then 
he  was  disavowed  by  Don  Pedro.  The  last 
communication  which  he  had  received, 
whilst  in  office,  from  Don  Pedro,  was  a 
communication  of  his  desire  to  settle  all 
differences  between  himself  and  his  brother 
by  means  of  conciliation.  He  would  not 
then  pretend  to  enter  into  an  explanation  of 
what  those  means  were — suffice  it  to  tay» 
that  they  came  to  nothing.  They  only 
afforded  a  remarkable  example  of  the  in- 
consistency and  want  of  good  ftnth  in 
Don  Pedro,  whose  expulsion  from  tba 
Brazils  was  owing  to  an  unanimons  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  people,  that  he  was  un- 
worthy to  be  their  ruler.  That  feeling  he 
attributed  to  the  arbitrary  and  oppreiaiva 
conduct  which  the  Emperor  had  porsaed* 
Certain  it  was,  that  no  human  being,  civil 
or  nilitai^i  ihonght  of  raising  a  band  lA 
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his  defence,  and  after  a  fruitless  appeal  to 
the  military,  he  was  obliged  to  abandon  his 
children,  leaving  them  at  the  mercy  of  his 
enemies,  in  a  situation  which  it  was  painful 
even  to  think  of.  After  being  driven  from 
the  Brazils,  Don  Pedro  was  come  hither 
to  wage  a  private  war  against  his  brother, 
by  revolutionary  means,  and,  as  a  first 
step,  he  thought  it  necessary  to  get 
money.  There  was  no  prince  on  earth, 
who  had  less  title  to  the  countenance  of 
the  British  Government,  than  this  same 
Don  Pedro.  If  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
would  only  refer  to  the  documents  which 
had  been  filed  in  the  Foreign  Office  dur- 
ing the  last  four  years,  he  would  see  the 
correctness  of  this  assertion ;  for  no  power 
had  ever  displayed  so  offensive  and  so 
incredible  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  com- 
merce of  Great  Britain  as  the  ex-Emperor 
of  the  Brazils.  Talk  of  injury  and  insult ! 
By  him  insult  was  added  to  every  injury, 
for  every  injury  was  justified,  and  every 
demand  of  redress  was  refused.  At  last 
it  was  found  necessary,  from  the  open 
robbery  and  spoliation  to  which  Don 
Pedro  resorted,  that  the  Admiralty  should 
give  directions  to  make  reprisals  upon 
him,  if  certain  conditions  were  not  ac- 
ceded to.  These  conditions,  when  a 
squadron  was  sent  out  to  enforce  them, 
were  promptly  acceded  to.  He  had  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  insert  that  despatch 
in  all  the  newspapers,  much  less  to  men- 
tion it  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne ; 
for  he  did  not  wish  to  humiliate  Don 
Pedro,  his  principal  object  being  to  pro- 
tect British  commerce.  He  had,  however, 
to  complain,  that  the  Convention,  as  he 
was  informed,  which  was  then  entered 
into,  though  signed,  was  still  unexecuted ; 
and  he  firmly  believed,  that  if  the  noble 
Lords  opposite  performed  their  duty,  they 
would  have  to  follow  up  the  example  of 
the  late  Government,  and  deal  with  Pedro 
2nd  as  it  had  dealt  with  Pedro  ist.  The 
non-execution  of  the  Convention  was  a 
consideration  of  some  importance ;  but 
hitherto  the  House  and  the  country  had 
heard  nothing  of  it.  Another  matter, 
which  grew  out  of  these  transactions,  and 
not  less  important,  was  the  relation  which 
existed  between  Portugal  and  the  Brazils. 
The  sentiments  of  the  late  sovereign  of  the 
Brazils,  regarding  this  relation,  must  be 
known  to  his  Majesty's  Government,  and 
it  must  likewise  be  known  to  them,  that 
the  sentiments  of  the  present  sovereign  of 
that  country,  or  rather  of  his  guardians. 


were  diametrically  opposite  to  those  of 
the  late  sovereign.     For,  whatever  might 
be  the  real  cause  of  Don  Pedro's  expalsion 
from  the  Brazils,  the  proximate  cause  most 
undoubtedly  was,  his  breach  of  the  pledge 
which  he  had  given  to  his  Brazilian  sub- 
jects, not  to  interfere  any  more  in  the 
affairs  of  Portugal.     The  universality  of  a 
feeling  in  the  Brazils,  hostile  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  all  connection  with  Portug^, 
ought  to  alter  our  situation  with  regard  to 
the  two  branches  of  the  royal  family  of 
Braganza.    There  were  preparations  now 
making  for  the  sailing  of  an  expedition 
against  Portugal.    He  did  not  understand 
that  the  expedition  was  to  sail  direct  from 
England ;  he  believed,  that  it  was  to  sail, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  Terceira,  and  that 
it  was  then  to  sail  from  Terceira  to  Por- 
tugal.    These  preparations,  if  continued, 
must  do  injury  to  our  interests  in  every 
part  of  the  world,  and  must  add  to  the 
difficulties    hanging   over    Europe,    and 
which  would  continue  to  hang,  so  long  as 
Belgium  and  Portugal  remained  in  their 
present  situation  of  unsettled  sovereignty, 
and  exclusion  from  the  great  European 
system.     The  situation  of  Portugal  was, 
indeed,  at  this  moment  more  pitiful  than 
it  had  ever  been  before.     He  was  sure 
that   all   their  Lordships  would   recollect 
the  transactions  which  had  recently  taken 
place  in  the  Tagus.     He  could  not  trust 
himself  to  speak  of  them  as  he  felt,  but 
there  was  no  man  who  had  a  particle  of 
English  feeling  in  his  heart,  that  did  not 
share  with  him  in  his  sorrow  and  indigna- 
tion.    It  was  quite  impossible,  eVen  that 
the  noble  Earl  should  not  share  in  such 
feelings.     In  the  conduct  of  the  French 
force  before  Lisbon,  he  saw  no  humiliation 
to  Portugal — it  was  England  only  that 
was  degraded.      He    lamented,    that   a 
course  of  policy  should  be  pursued,  which 
he  regarded  as  at  once  imbecile  and  dis- 
graceful.    England  ought  to  protect  Por- 
tugal from  injury,  insult,  and  a  wanton 
invasion.     In  moving  for  certain  papers, 
and  in  endeavouring  to  gain  information, 
he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood, 
that  he  was  not  actuated  by  a  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Government.     He  hoped, 
however,    that  the   noble  Earl  opposite 
would  give  him  leave  to  ask  one  question. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Elarl  to  imagine, 
for  a  moment,  that  these  events  had  taken 
place  during  the  reign  of  Charles  10th.     If 
that  Most  Christian  King  had  gone  to 
his  Chambers,  and  made  a  spe^,  and 
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if,  from  that  speech,  the  people  of  England 
had  first  learned,  that  uie  white  flag  was 
floating  either  upon  or  under,  no  matter 
which,  the  walls  of  Lisbon,  what  would 
not  their  Lordships  have  heard  in  that 
House  upon  such  an  occurrence  ?  Would 
not  those  walls  have  echoed  with  cries  of 
the  national  degradation  and  dishonour, 
to  which  Ministers  had  exposed  the  coun- 
try? Was  it  quite  certain,  that  they 
would  have  heard  nothing  about  an  im- 
peachment ?  He  had  said,  on  a  former 
occasion,  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord,  he  should  not  persevere 
in  moving  for  the  production  of  those 
papers  which  were  calculated  to  explain 
the  progress  of  these  transactions ;  but  he 
was  astounded  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
not  come  down  himself,  and  laid  those 
papers  upon  the  Table.  So  long  as  nego- 
tiations were  pending,  he  had  asked  no 
question  regarding  them  ;  but,  when  war 
put  an  end  to  negotiation,  then  was  the 
time  for  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  show 
what  had  been  done  to  prevent  war.  There 
was  a  parallel  case  to  the  present  in  the 
invasion  of  Spain.  No  doubt  efforts  were 
made  by  the  British  Government  to  pre- 
vent that  invasion ;  but,  when  those  efforts 
proved  unsuccessful,  what  bad  Mr.  Can- 
ning done?  He  laid  before  Parliament 
an  account  of  the  efforts  which  he  had 
made,  and  of  the  causes  which  led  to  his 
failure.  That  was  the  very  course  which 
Ministers  ought  to  have  pursued  in  this 
instance,  for  the  case  of  the  French  in- 
vasion of  Spain  was  weak  to  the  case  of 
the  French  invasion  of  Portugal.  A  new 
negotiation  might  have  been  entered  into 
since  the  triumph  of  the  French  was  com- 
pleted, just  as  a  negotiation  had  taken 
place  after  the  invasion  of  Spain,  to  get 
the  French  army  out  of  it.  When  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  had  reminded  him  of 
his  responsibility  in  enforcing  such  de- 
mands, he  had  acquiesced  at  once  in  the 
propriety  of  withdrawing  them.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  beg  leave  to  warn  the 
noble  Earl,  that,  if  there  was  some  re- 
sponsibility in  enforcing,  there  was  also 
some  responsibility  in  refusing  a  demand 
for  information.  Threatened,  as  Portugal 
was  at  present,  by  a  French  force  in  the 
Tagus — threatened  as  it  was  by  the  pre- 
parations which  were  making  here  for  the 
invasion  of  its  territory — threatened,  too, 
as  it  had  been  by  British  vessels  engaged 
in  hostile  attacks  upon  its  colonies,  it  was 
quite  impossible,  that  he  could  neglect  his 


duty,  which  required  him  to  call  most 
solemnly  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl 
to  this  question.  He  must  call  upon  the 
noble  Earl  to  review  again  the  long  series 
of  treaties  which  existed  between  iSiglind 
and  Portugal.  The  noble  Earl  would 
perhaps  say,  that  he  was  acquainted  with 
those  treaties,  and  acknowledged  their 
obligation.  He  had  great  difficulty  in 
crediting  such  an  assertion.  If  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  really  impressed  with  the 
full  weight  of  those  treaties,  the  noble 
Earl  could  not  have  acted  as  he  recently 
had  acted.  Let  him  review  that  long 
series  of  treaties,  beginning  in  the  reign 
of  Edward  3rd,  and  reaching  down  to  the 
present  day,  increasing,  at  every  step  of 
the  descent,  in  obligations  and  friendship 
of  every  kind.  Let  him  particularly  re- 
collect the  Treaty  of  1661,  in  which  the 
Kingof 'Great  Britain  professed  and  de- 
clared, that  he  would  take  the  interest  of 
Portugal,  and  all  its  dominions,  to  heart, 
defending  the  same  with  his  utmost  power 
by  sea  and  land,  even  as  England  itself. 
Iliose  treaties  had  been  confirmed  at 
many  subsequent  periods,  till  at  last,  in 
1815,  at  the  Congress  of  Vienna,  all  the 
ancient  treaties  of  alliance,  friendship, 
and  guarantee,  so  long  subsisting  between 
the  Crowns  of  Great  Britain  and  Portugal, 
were  again  ratified  and  acknowledged  to 
be  still  of  full  force  and  effect.  But, 
perhaps,  the  noble  Earl,  in  admitting  these 
treaties  to  be  in  full  force  and  effect, 
meant  to  contend,  that  we  were  bound  to 
support  Portugal,  but  not  the  government 
of  Portugal.  Now,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) contended,  that  we  were  bound  to 
support  Portugal,  in  spite  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Portugal.  With  whom  were  the 
treaties,  to  which  he  had  just  alluded, 
made?  With  Portugal,  as  represented 
by  her  government.  From  whom  did  our 
countrymen  in  Portugal  receive  protection, 
except  from  her  government  ?  To  whom 
did  Ministers  protest,  when  the  privileges 
of  our  countrymen  were  violated,  except 
to  her  government?  If,  then,  we  were 
prepared  to  demand,  from  that  govern- 
ment, the  fulfilment  of  all  the  onerous 
duties  which  the  treaties  between  the  two 
countries  imposed  upon  Portugal,  it  was 
mere  mockery  to  pretend  that  we  were 
not  bound  to  fulfil  to  Portugal  the  duties 
which  the  same  treaties  imposed  upon  us. 
''  But,"  said  the  noble  Earl,  '^  we  are  nol 
bound  to  protect  Portugal  in  an  uifjust 
cause."    In   his  opinion,   we  were  not 
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bound  to  examine  into  the  justice  or  in- 
justice of  that  cause,  when  Portugal  was 
sufiering  under  foreign  aggression.  He 
would  maintain,  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  noble  Earl  to  interfere,  when 
Portugal,  our  most  ancient  ally,  to  whom 
we  were  pledged  over  and  over  by  the 
most  solemn  treaty,  called  upon  us  for. 
our  interference  ;  and  he  ought  to  have 
saved  her  from  the  recent  catastrophe,  so 
humiliating,  not  only  to  her  national  in- 
dependence, but,  he  would  repeat,  to  our 
honour.  But  the  noble  Earl  did  not  in- 
terfere, and  the  chief  harbour  of  our  ally — 
the  inlet  to  the  metropolis,  and  to  the  seal 
of  the  sovereign's  power — was  taken  pos- 
session of  by  a  foreign  fleet,  and  that,  too, 
when  one  word,  on  our  part,  would  have 
prevented  it.  Was  our  interference  not 
called  for,  because  the  government  of 
Portugal  was  wrong,  and  had  acted  un- 
justly ?  Did  the  noble  Earl,  as  a  man  of 
common  sense  and  common  candour,  ex- 
amine into  the  grounds  of  the  complaints 
of  the  French  government,  so  as  to  be  satis- 
fied that  the  redress  it  sought  was  not  dis- 
proportionate to  the  grievance  ?  He  feared 
not,  for  he  could  not  reconcile  the  noble 
Earl's  non-interference  with  such  an 
exammation.  The  original  complaint  re- 
lated to  the  punishment  of  a  French  sub- 
ject resident  in  Portugal,  for  what  could 
not  be  denied^  was  a  beastly  sacrilege,  so 
beastly  that  he  dared  not  name  it.  Surely 
that  punishment  would  not  justify  such  a 
catastrophe.  Then  as  to  the  other  matters 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  French 
government,  on  which  he  would  not  then 
offer  any  opinion,  he  was  sure  the  noble 
Earl  could  not  take  upon  him  to  say,  that 
they  could  not  have  admitted  of  an  easy 
remedy,  without  the  necessity  of  a  French 
fleet  forcing  the  passage  of  the  Tagus. 
Why,  he  repeated  again  and  again,  did 
not  the  British  Government  interfere  as 
the  natural  mediator  between  Portugal 
and  her  powerful  adversary,  and  that,  too, 
after  we  had  been  urged  and  entreated 
to  do  so  by  the  Portuguese  government? 
Portugal  had  a  right  to  our  mediation 
under  those  circumstances,  and  the  Go- 
vernment neglected  its  duty  by  not 
promptly  interfering:  we  were  bound  to 
interfere  in  favour  of  Portugal  when  me- 
naced by  a  foreign  foe,  by  treaty,  and  the 
closest  ties  and  guarantees  that  could 
unite  natiotis  together.  Without  going 
further  back  than  the  reign  of  Anne,  their 
Lotdships  would  find  in  the  second  article 
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of  the  renewed  Treaty  of  <'  perpetual  al- 
liance" between  her  Majesty  and  the  king 
of  Portugal,  the  following  provision — 
''That  if  it  shall  ever  happen  that  the 
King  of  Spain,  and  the  King  of  France, 
either  or  both  of  them,  shall  make  war 
on  Portugal,  or  give  occasion  to  think 
that  either  one,  or  both  of  them,  are 
about  to  make  war  on  that  kingdom,  or 
any  of  the  dependencies  of  that  country 
beyond  sea,  her  Majesty  and  the  States- 
general  will  use  their  friendly  offices  with 
both,  or  either  of  them  to  persuade  them 
not  to  make  war  on  Portugal."  That 
treaty,  so  binding,  was  still  in  force;  there- 
fore Portugal  had  a  right  to  call  upon  us 
to  interfere,  and  therefore  the  noble  Eari 
ought  to  have  interfered,  and  that,  too, 
when  a  single  word  of  remonstrance  would 
have  been  sufficient.  But  all  this  time  be 
was  supposing,  that  the  nobU  Earl  was 
anxious  to  prevent  the  recent  invasion  of 
Portugal  by  the  French  arms.  This  mifht 
be  an  error.  Indeed,  if  should  Seem,  that 
such  was  not  the  object  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  that,  as  he  had  surmised  on  a  (brmer 
occasion,  it  might  be  a  matter  of  congratu- 
lation to  him  that  France  had  thus  tri- 
umphed over  an  ancient  Ally.  This  was 
the  more  probable,  because  a  single  word 
of  timely  counsel  to  France  and  Portugal, 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Government, 
would  have  prevented  that  triumph,  while 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  Earl  gave  it  a 
negative  support.  It  could  not  be  said, 
in  justification  of  this  invasion,  that  Por- 
tugal had  refused  proper  satisfaction  for 
any  complaints  of  the  French  government 
which  the  latter  was  warranted  in  prefer- 
ing.  It  was  true,  that  the  Portuguese  go- 
vernment had  refused  to  subscribe  uncon- 
ditionally and  implicitly  to  the  list  of  ar- 
bitrary demands  which  the  representative 
of  the  French  Consul  had  submitted  to 
it  as  the  sine  qua  non  of  redress ;  but  it 
was  equally  true,  as  the  noble  Earl  knew, 
that  it  offered  to  make  every  just  repa- 
ration which  a  third  party — England,  to 
whom  it  naturally  had  appealed  to  me- 
diate— would  declare  it  was  in  fkimess 
bound  to  make.  But  to  this  appeal 
from  our  ancient  Ally,  made  on  the  faith 
of  endless  treaties,  each  more  binding 
than  the  other,  the  noble  Earl  turned  a 
deaf  ear,  and,  as  a  consequence,  the 
"  French  flag  now  floats  in  triumph  under 
the  walls  of  Lisbon."  It  was  tme,  he  was 
bound  to  admit,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  counsel  of  the  British  GovminkeAt, — 
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as  the  Portuguese  Ambassadorhad  stated, 
in  answer  to  the  French  authofities — the 
two  French  prisoners  were  released  from 
prison,  and  compensation  was  ptDmiaed 
for  th«  oUier  grievances  ["  kear^  hear/* 
from  the  Ministerial  benches.^]  Oh,  ay, 
this  was  tme ;  but  if  he  had  not  been 
greatly  misinformed,  this  counsel  was  not 
given  till  some  time  afYer  the  French  fleet 
had  sailed — that  is,  not  till  it  was  too 
late  to  prevent  the  mischief.  However, 
be  that  as  it  might,  the  connsel  was 
acted  upon,  as  it  would  have  been  if  mote 
promptly  and  judiciously  given.  Bat 
the  fact  was — it  might,  perhaps,  be  too 
much  to  say  so  with  respect  to  the  noble 
Earl — but  the  fact  was  so  with  respect  to 
the  French  government,  that  their  naval  ex- 
pedition to  the  Tagos  had  far  other  objects 
than  the  avowed  one  of  se^inf  ledresa 
for  the  "  outraged  honour  of  the  French 
people  in  the  person  of  two  of  its  subjects.'' 
Indeed,  it  avowed  as  much  jnst  now :  the 
French  people  expressed  great  dittppoint- 
ment  with  the  result  of  the  expedition, 
as  if  it  had,  in  fieict,  achieved  nothing; 
and  by  the  Parisian  Journals  viott  in  uie 
confidence  of  the  French  government,  the 
whole  ailair  was  treated  as  a  perfeet  oemp 
manque.  The  fact  was,  the  French  go- 
vernment, and,  as  it  should  seem,  the  ncMe 
Earl — had  completely  mistaken  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  Portugal  towards 
their  present  ruler:  they  supposed  they 
had  only  to  present  themselves  in  hostile 
arrav  before  Lisbon,  for  the  inhabitants  to 
rise,  and,  expelling  the  present  govern- 
ment, hail  them  as  deliverers  from  nsnrp- 
ation  and  tyranny.  But  the  fact  pfoted 
a  very  different  state  of  feeling.  For  three 
years  now  the  government  of  Don  Migael 
had  maintained  its  hold,  and  csublisbed 
its  authority,  though  surrounded  by  cir- 
cumstances of  unusual  difficulty  to  the 
most  regular  government ;  and  every  at* 
tempt  from  within  or  without  to  disturb 
it  had  not  only  failed,  but  had  proved 
more  and  more  how  rooted  it  was  in  the 
affections  of  the  people.  The  Marquis 
of  Palmella  had  made  an  attempt  to 
expel  Don  Miguel,  but  had  to  take  to 
a  precipitate  flight,  though  his  force  and 
position  were  much  superior  to  those  of 
his  adversary,  and  that,  too,  because,  as 
he  had  himself  avowed,  it  was  plain  that 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Portugal 
were  entirely  on  the  side  of  Don  Miguel's 
government.  This  shewied  how  idle  were 
all  expiectations  of  the  ovtrtbiiHr  of  that 
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hailed  his  attack  upon  Portugal,  and  re- 
cogpiized  his  government,  even  though 
that  character  and  those  hahits  bore  the 
hereditary  stamp  of  that  near  relative,  his 
predecessor  in  the  title  of  Duke  of  Orleans, 
so  well  known  by  the  title  of  Ph  ilip  TEgal  itc. 
The  character,  therefore,  of  Don  Miguel, 
even  though  it  was  as  black  as  the  noble 
Earl  might  represent  it,  could  have  had 
no  influence  with  the  noble  Earl  in  the 
late  transaction.  On  this  point  he  wished 
the  noble  Earl  would  be  explicit.  If  it 
were  a  main  object  of  his  foreign  policy 
to  overwhelm  Don  Miguel's  government, 
and  expel  him  from  a  kingdom,  the  inha- 
bitants of  which  were  devoted  to  him,  let 
him  say  so  at  once  ;  and  above  all,  if  it 
were  nis  intention  to  commit  the  King, 
his  master,  in  a  war  for  that  purpose,  let 
him  declare  that  such  was  his  intention. 
Pretexts  for  such  a  war  could  not  fail  to 
present  themselves  in  abundance ;  and  it 
would  be  a  more  honest  course  to  avow, 
that  such  was  his  object,  than  to  indirectly 
contribute  towards  it  by  refusing  to  inter- 
fere when  called  upon — as  he  was  by 
Portugal — ^between  our  most  ancient  ally 
and  our  most  ancient  adversary.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  with  moving,  "  That 
an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  his 
Majesty,  begging  that  he  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  order  to  be  laid  before  this 
House,  Copies  of  Despatches  from  his 
Majesty's  Consul  at  the  Azores,  and  of 
representations  from  British  residents  in 
those  Islands,  complaining  of  outrages 
committed  against  the  British  flag,  and 
against  the  property  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, by  persons  exercising  authority  in 
the  Island  of  Terceira :  also,  Copies  of 
Despatches  from  his  Majesty's  Consul  at 
the  Azores,  giving  an  account  of  any  ex- 
pedition fitted  out  at  Terceira,  in  British 
vessels,  against  the  neighbouring  Islands, 
and  of  the  capture  of  such  Islands ;  and 
also.  Copy  of  any  information,  received 
by  his  Majesty's  Government,  of  prepara- 
tions made  by  the  said  persons  exercising 
authority  at  Terceira,  to  transport  a  mili- 
tary force  in  British  vessels  for  the  invasion 
of  the  kingdom  of  Portugal." 

Earl  Grey  began  by  observing,  that  any 
man  who  had  heard  the  first  part  only  of 
the  noble  Earl's  speech,  could  never  have 
anticipated  the  other  three- fourths,  and 
that  any  man  who  had  heard  but  these 
three-fourths,  could  never  have  conjec- 
tured that  the  avowed  object  of  his  motion 
was  the  mere  production  of  the  papers 


just  moved  for.  The  noble  Earl  set  out 
with  professing  his  intention  to  confiQe 
himself  to  the  particular  case  to  which 
these  papers  referred,  but  soon  departed 
from  his  avowed  purpose ;  and  after  deal- 
ing in  assertions,  as  unfounded  in  fact,  as 
they  were  confident  in  tone,  with  respect 
to  the  recent  revolution  in  Brazil,  the 
transactions  between  Portugal  and  Frapce, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  these  transactions, 
and  other  topics  equally  foreign  from  his 
nominal  object,  at  length  abruptly  returned 
to  his  innocent  purpose,  of  procuring  do- 
cuments wholly  relating  to  the  recent  ex- 
pedition from  Terceira  to  a  neighbouring 
island,  so  far  as  it  applied  to  British 
vessels  employed  in  it.  Now  he  must  say, 
that  this  artful  digression  of  the  noble 
Earl  from  the  direct  object  of  his  motion, 
was  not  only  the  most  unprecedented,  but 
he  would  say,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  the  most  unfair  proceeding  he 
had  ever  witnessed.  For  how  did  the 
matter  stand  ?  The  noble  Earl,  professing 
himself  to  be  precluded  from  moving  for 
such  documents  as  might  throw  a  li^t  on 
the  recent  transactions  between  France 
and  Portugal,  and  on  our  line  of  conduct 
with  reference  to  them,  by  the  obser- 
vation which  he  had  on  a  recent  occasion 
mad^  to  their  Lordships — namely,  that 
the  production  of  these  documents  just  now 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  public  service 
and  in  which  the  noble  Loixl  acquiesced 
— professing  his  desire  to  abandon  those 
particular  documents,  and  the  discussions 
involved  in  them,  and  confine  himself  to 
the  single  isolated  case  (which,  however, 
he  said,  was  of  so  pressing  a  nature,  that 
he  could  not  defer  bringing  it  forward  a 
single  day)  of  the  transaction  at  the  Azores, 
to  which  the  paper  moved  for  by  him 
directly  applied,  and  professing  himself  ex« 
eluded  from  all  discussion  about  Portugal ; 
the  noble  Earl,  notwithstanding  this  decla« 
ration,  so  judicious  in  its  spirit,  if  acted 
upon,  had  nevertheless  made  a  long  and 
most  elaborate  speech  on  the  very  subject 
thus  admitted  by  him  to  be  precluded,  and 
which  he  (Earl  Grey)  had  emphatically  de- 
clared, and  again  repeated,  could  not  be 
then  prematurely  discussed  without  incon- 
venience, and  most  probably  serious  injury, 
to  the  public  service,  and  concerning 
which  the  noble  Earl  could  not  speak 
positively  vrithout  further  information  than 
it  was  possible  he  could  possets.  Such 
conduct,  after  such  a  profession,  and  after 
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what  had  occurred  on  a  former  evening, 
was,  to  say  the  least,  unfair — and  the 
more  unfair,  l)ecause,  for  the  very  same 
reasons  as  those  which  he  had  stated  on 
that  evening,  he  was  precluded  by  a  regard 
to  the  public  interests,  from  following  the 
noble  Earl  through  the  several  topics  on 
which  he  had  hazarded  so  many  confident 
and  unfounded  assertions.  All,  therefore, 
he  could  say,  generally  was,  that  when 
the  subject  should  be,  at  a  proper  time, 
formally  before  the  House,  he  would  un- 
dertake to  convince  their  Lordships,  that 
the  conduct  of  Ministers,  in  the  transac- 
tions referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  was 
that  best  adapted  to  maintain  the  honour, 
and  promote  the  best  interests,  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Earl  asserted,  with 
his  usual  confidence,  that  be  was  con- 
vinced, that  reparation  had  not  been  re- 
fused by  Portugal  to  France  in  the  first 
instance.  The  noble  Earl  was  in  error : 
the  Portuguese  government  not  only  re- 
fused redress,  but  left  the  French  govern- 
ment hardly  any  other  course  to  pursue, 
than  to  demand  that  redress  in  the 
manner  it  had  done.  This  would  be  seen 
at  the  proper  time,  as  also  the  unfounded- 
ness  of  another  assertion  of  the  noble 
Earl — that  the  counsel  which  he  admitted 
Ministers  had  given  to  Portugal,  had  been 
given  too  late.  He  most  emphatically 
denied,  that  it  had  been  proffered  at  too  late 
a  period  of  the  transaction,  and  he  should 
be,  at  the  proper  time,  prepared  to  show, 
that  not  only  the  British  Government  had 
early  counselled  the  Portuguese  authorities 
to  make  reparation  to  the  king  of  the 
French,  but  had  early  been  assisted  by  the 
Spanish  government  in  their  co-remon- 
strances to  that  purpose.  But  both  had 
failed,  and  the  Portuguese  government, 
by  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  our  early-urged 
counsels,  brought  upon  its  own  head  all 
the  subsequent  consequences.  The  noble 
Earl  had,  in  his  usual  manner,  sneered  at 
what  he  was  pleased  to  designate  his  (Earl 
Grey's)  predilection  for  the  "  liberal  form 
of  government  established  at  the  Azores, 
and  objection  to  the  opposite  form  of 
government  now  existing  in  Portugal." 
To  the  implied  sneer  of  the  noble  Earl  he 
would  give  this  answer : — "  I  know  not,** 
continued  the  noble  Earl,  what  "  censure 
or  sneers  the  declaration  I  am  about  to 
make  may  elicit  from  the  noble  Earl,  and 
those  who,  like  him,  hold  despotic  govern- 
ments, just  now,  in  such  particular  esteem : 
neither  do  I  much  care.  Neither  shall 
VOL.  V.  {JSS,} 


deter  me  from  stating,  fearlessly  and  ex- 
plicitly, that  I  have,  and  ever  had,  and 
ever  shall  have,  a  predilection  for  a  form 
of  government  founded  on  right  and  jus- 
tice, and  that,  on  the  contrary,  I  have, 
ever  had,  and  ever  shall  have,  a  feeling  of 
aversion  from  governments  founded  on 
usurpation,  and  supported  by  cruelty  and 
blood."  In  making  this  declaration,  he 
trusted  it  would  be  seen,  that  his  own 
personal  feelings  never  diverted  him  for  a 
moment  from  pursuing  the  strict  path  of 
policy  and  justice — calculated  to  promote 
the  permanent  interests  of  the  country. 
The  noble  Earl  had  strangely,  all  at  once, 
become  enamoured  of  Don  Miguel  and  his 
government  in  Portugal.  That  personage, 
it  appeared,  from  the  noble  Earl,  was  a 
most  injured  and  amiable  individual;  be- 
loved by  his  subjects — indeed,  no  monarch 
so  much  so,  or  who  so  wholly  reigned  in 
the  affections  of  his  people.  This  dis- 
covery was,  at  least,  modern  ;  for  he  had 
some  recollection,  that  when  the  noble 
Earl  was  in  office,  an  individual  still 
higher,  and  more  influential  than  himself, 
in  the  then  Administration — one,  too,  who 
was  generally  considered  to  be  as  well 
acquainted  with  our  foreign  affairs,  par- 
ticularly of  Portugal,  as  ^he  noble  Earl, 
and  whose  opinions,  once  expressed,  were 
moreover  received  as  those  of  his  col- 
leaeues  on  most  questions  of  policy,  and 
which  opinions,  moreover,  with  great  de- 
ference be  it  said,  were  usually  listened  to 
with  as  much  attention  and  respect  as  if 
they  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl — ^he 
recollected  hearing  that  noble  person  say- 
ing in  his  place,  '*  I  admit  Don  Miguel  to 
be  an  usurper.  I  believe  him  to  be  per- 
fidious and  cruel,  because  cruelty  belongs 
to  cowardice.  I  will  not  attempt  to  deny, 
that  his  government  is  an  usurpation,  and 
that  he  has  himself  broken  all  ties, 
pledges,  and  oaths,  which  bound  him  in 
alliance  with  this  country  and  in  allegiance 
to  his  brother."  These  were  the  senti- 
ments of  the  noble  head  of  the  Adminis- 
tration of  which  the  noble  Earl  was  a 
member ;  they  were  at  the  time,  it  is  to  be 
presumed,  also  his  own — at  least,  he  was 
very  cautious  to  suppress  different  ones 
if  he  entertained  them.  But  it  seemed  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  now  discovered  Don 
Miguel  to  be  a  ''  marvellous  proper  man,'' 
and  that  the  portrait  so  true,  so  graphic, 
of  his  ex-commander,  did  not  apply  to 
him.  Such  were  the  wonderful  disco* 
veries  men  made  who  were  anxious  to  be 
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restored  to  office.  Though  he  (Earl  Grey) 
felt,  that  if  there  was  a  ruler  of  whom  the 
character  he  had  just  quoted  could  be 
more  truly  predicated  than  another,  it  was 
Don  Mi<^uel ;  still  his  feelings,  he  repeated, 
should  not  influence  him  in  the  discharge 
of  his  public  duty — though,  indeed,  he 
must  add,  he  could  not,  like  the  noble 
Earl,  very  readily  select  him  as  an  object 
of  his  enthusiastic  attachment.  The  noble 
Earl,  however,  admitted,  that  notwith- 
standing the  violence  of  the  attachment  of 
the  Portuguese  people  to  their  ruler,  it 
was  not  impossible  that  he  might  be  assas- 
sinated, but  contended  that  if  ever  he 
should  suffer  a  violent  death,  it  would 
prove  nothing  against  his  character,  as 
Henry  4th,  the  popular  king  of  France — 
oh,  thrice  happy  comparison! — had  fallen 
by  the  hand  of  an  assassin.  This  allusion 
to  assassination,  however  remote  or  con- 
tingent, was  to  him  painful.  He  detested 
assassination  in  every  form,  and  under 
every  pretext;  indeed,  he  could  never 
make  up  his  mind  to  view  with  feelings  of 
approval  the  assassination  of  Coesar,  not- 
withstanding the  plausible  arguments 
which  had  been  adduced  in  its  favour,  and 
the  lofty  motives  of  its  chief  agents.  With 
these  feelings  he  need  not  say  he  should 
regret  if  even  Don  Miguel  fell  by  what, 
perhaps,  might  be  considered  an  act  of 
retributive  justice.  Be  his  character  and 
conduct  what  they  might,  he  trusted  that 
such  would  not  be  his  fate.  No,  his 
notions  of  moral  justice  were  of  another 
character.  Of  Don  Miguel  he  would 
rather  say — 

'* nrc  lex  e8t  H?quior  ulla 

Quam  ncris  artifices,  arte  periro  sua." 

He  must  repeat,  that  no  personal  consider- 
ations of  Don  Miguel's  character  and 
government  should  induce  him  to  view 
either,  as  a  Minister,  except  as  far  as  they 
interfctcd  with,  or  promoted  the  general 
interests  of  the  country.  He  appealed  to 
the  noble  Earl  whether  his  observations 
with  respect  to  the  transactions  between 
Portugal  and  France,  could  have  any 
effect,  particularly  in  the  present  excited 
state  of  tlie  latter,  other  than  prejudicial  ? 
He  would  not  follow  him  in  his  very  ui- 
discreet — he  used  the  mildest  terms — 
allusion  to  the  king  of  the  French,  and  to 
the  Duke  of.Orleans,  his  father.  Surelv 
the  noble  Earl's  partisan  zeal  in  defence  of 
despotism  could  not  blind  him  so  ettisc- 
tually  to  a  regard  for  the  public  weal,  as 
to  prevent  the  noble   Earl  from   seeing 


that  such  indecorous  iDsiiiuatiooa  could 
only  be  irritating,  without  any  single 
compensating  advantage?  Indeed,  such 
language,  coupled  with  the  general  tenor 
of  the  noble  Earl's  speech,  struck  him 
with  astonishment.  Before  that  evening 
he  was  not  aware,  and  could  not  believe, 
that  anxiety  to  re-occupy  office  could 
have  so  influenced  any  noble  Lord,  as 
to  make  him  so  blind,  or  negligent,  or 
indifierent — for  it  must  be  one  of  the 
three — to  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  as  to  make  use  of  language  so 
calculated  to  produce  national  mischief — 
and  this  language,  too,  with  reference  tp 
a  monarch  whom  the  noble  Earl  and  hit 
colleagues  had — to  their  credit  be  it  said 
— promptly  and  judiciously  acknowledged 
as  the  king  of  a  great  and  free  people.  As 
he  had  already  stated,  he  was  precluded 
from  then  entering  into  an  explanation  of 
the  conduct  of  the  French  government  to- 
wards Portugal,  further  than  to  observe, 
that  that  government  had  sought  for  re- 
dress of  its  grievances  from  Portugal,  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  manner,  and  with  the 
same  result,  as  we  had  ourselves  just  be- 
fore demanded  and  obtained  redress  under 
somewhat  similar  circumstances.  Afier 
this  previous  conduct  on  our  part,  how,  be 
would  ask  the  noble  Earl,  could  we  pre- 
sume to  say  to  the  French  government — 
'Mt  is  true,  that  Portugal  has  committed  it- 
self in  certain  cases  against  you,  just  as  she 
did  towards  us ;  but  you  must  not  seek 
redress  as  we  did,  but  submit  to  such  terms 
of  arbitration  as  we,  her  ancient  ally,  shall 
think  fit?"  What,  he  need  not  ask, 
would  be  the  effect  of  such  dictatorial  lan- 
guage upon  a  high-spirited  and  independ- 
ent nation,  particularly  in  such  a  state  of 
excitement  as  that  in  which  France  just 
now  was  ?  After  all,  the  noble  Earl  said 
the  French  expedition  was  a  failure,  a 
coup  manqtit ;  if  so,  how  could  he  con- 
sistently taunt  us  with  its  being  not  only 
a  national  humiliation  to  Portugal,  but  to 
England  ?  But  it  would  be,  perhaps,  suf- 
ficient to  state,  that  the  French  only 
sought  redress  for  an  admitted  injury,  and 
that,  having  attained  that  object,  tbey 
mode  no  attempt  whatever  to  proceed  fur- 
ther; that,  in  fact,  if  the  French  fleet  had 
not  actually  as  yet  left  the  Tagus,  it  was 
preparing  to  do  so  immediately.  Here  he 
would  leave  that  part  of  the  subject,  hav- 
ing, perhaps,  gone  further  into  it  than 
might  be  expedient.  But  the  noble  Earl 
was  not  content  with  tbis,  for  he  went  into 
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the  conduct  of  the  Emperor  of  the  Brazils, 
and  what  he  alleged  to  be  the  cause  of  the 
Revolution  there.  The  noble  Lord,  too, 
had  justified  that  Revolution,  and  com- 
mented on  the  severity  of  the  Emperor's 
conduct,  which  he  said  had  justified  the 
people  in  rising  and  expelling  him  from 
his  Throne — [  "  No,  no,*'  from  the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen].  Let  there  be  no  cavilling 
about  mere  phrases ;  what  else  could  the 
noble  Earl  mean,  when  he  stated,  that 
never  was  sovereign  driven  so  unani- 
mously from  a  throne  by  his  |)eople  ?  We 
had,  therefore,  a  proof  in  this,  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  ready  enough  to  justify  a 
revolution  when  it  suited  his  own  po- 
litical feelings.  And  now,  supposing  that 
Don  Pedro  was  using  every  nerve  in  his 
power  for  the  restoration  of  his  daughter 
to  the  Throne  of  Portugal,  he  would 
merely  ask,  if  what  the  noble  Earl  had 
said  over  and  over  again  were  true,  that 
Don  Miguel  was  a  usurper,  and  a  perfidious 
oath-breaker ;  then  he  (Earl  Grey)  would 
ask,  was  not  Don  Pedro  justified  in  using 
every  exertion  to  do  justice  to  his  daugh- 
ter ?  Could  he  blame  Don  Pedro  if,  after 
the  usurpation  of  his  daughter's  kingdom 
by  Don  Miguel,  he  should  adopt  every 
expedient  in  his  power  to  restore  his 
daughter  to  her  rights,  and,  par  conse- 
quence, to  deprive  Don  Miguel  of  his 
usurped  authority  ?  He,  for  one,  cer- 
tainly could  not  blame  Don  Pedro,  and 
therefore,  so  long  as  the  British  Govern- 
ment observed  strict  neutrality  between 
the  parties,  there  was  no  occasion  for  the 
noble  Earl's  censure.  If  the  noble  Earl 
meant  to  insinuate,  that  Don  Pedro's  at- 
tempts had  compromised,  or  would  com- 
promise, our  strict  neutrality,  he  gave  the 
assertion  the  most  unqualified  denial. 
Ministers  had  heard  nothing,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  loan  which  the  noble  Earl  al- 
leged Don  Pedro  had  contracted  with 
certain  monied  gentlemen  in  the  City, 
which  could  justify  their  interference,  as 
a  breach  of  neutrality  on  the  part  of  Don 
Pedro.  He  had  certainly  to  learn  the 
fact  of  the  Government  having  the  power 
to  prevent  Don  Pedro  from  raising  any 
loan  here  which  the  monied  men  chose 
to  grant  him,  on  any  security  he  could 
offer.  As  far  as  the  Government  was 
aware,  Don  Pedro  had  done  no  act  which 
could  be  construed  into  a  violation  of  our 
neutrality.  With  respect  to  the  expe- 
dition from  Terceira,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tending the  just  dominion  of  Donna  Maria 


'  over  the  Azores,  he  would  ask  the  noble 

j  Earl,  where  was  the  ground  of  our  inter- 

i  ference  ? 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen. — The  forcible 
use  of  British  ships. 

Earl  Grey : — But  what  were  the  facts  ? 
An  expedition  was  fitted  out  from  Teroeira, 
which  for  three  years  had  acknowledged 
the  authority  of  Donna  Maria,  and  the 
noble  Earl  said,  this  was  merely  for  plun- 
der, which  the  Government  did  not  know. 
But  he  would  ask  the  noble  Earl  what 
would  he  have  the  Government  do? 
would  he  have  them  prevent  it  ? — [**  Yes," 

from  Lord  Aberdeen]  He  said  "No;" 
and  though  he  would  not  revert  to  our 
Government  having  permitted  the  French 
government  to  enter  Spain  with  an  army, 
avowedly  to  interfere  with  the  people — 
though  he  would  not  further  touch  these 
blots  in  our  history — ^yet  he  knew  of  no 
duty  that  existed  upon  our  parts  to  pre- 
vent any  incursion  on  the  part  of  Donna 
Maria ;  and,  if  he  had  any  doubt  upon 
the  point,  he  should  appeal  to  the  au- 
thority of  the  noble  Earl  (Aberdeen)  him- 
self. He  should  not  either  revert  to  the 
cruelties,  of  which  so  much  had  been  said, 
nor  allude  to  cruelties,  as  the  noble 
Earl  was  accustomed  to  do,  only,  how- 
ever, when  the  partisans  of  absolute  go- 
vernments .were  the  sufferers.  Why,  he 
wished  to  ask,  should  we  interfere  in 
this  case  of  Donna  Maria — we  who, 
during  the  administration  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  was  a  member,  refused  to 
interfere  when  Don  Miguel  sent  an  ex- 
pedition (unsuccessful  in  the  result)  of 
1 ,600  men  to  eff'ect  the  conquest  of  Ter- 
ceira ?  Which  case  was  more  obnoxious 
to  the  charge  of  violated  neutrality  ?  He 
was  confident  the  conduct  of  Ministers 
with  respect  to  Donna  Maria  was  more 
just,  and  more  consistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  neutrality,  than  the  conduct  of  the 
late  Ministers  in  favour  of  Don  Miguel,  in 
the  case  he  had  just  alluded  to.  But  to 
come  to  the  facts  of  the  present  case.  It 
was  true,  that  a  vessel,  named  the  Coquette, 
belonging  to  a  Mr.  Dart,  a  merchant  in 
the  City,  had  been  seized  by  the  govern- 
ment of  Terceira,  and  used  on  the  expe- 
dition to  which  the  noble  Earl's  Motion 
referred ;  but  it  was  equally  true,  that 
compensation  was  offered  to  that  gentle- 
man, either  to  pay  him  the  value  of  the 
ship,  or  for  its  use,  by  the  authorities  of 
Terceira.  Mr.  Dart's  application  to  the 
British  Government  was  made  on  the  24th 
2D2 
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or  25th  of  May ;  on  the  31st  an  order  to  j  by  any  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  He 
institute  the  fullest  inquiry  into  the  matter  .  had  therefore  to  give  a  short  answer  to  the 
had  been  forwarded  to  the  Consul-Gcneral  !  point,  by  sayinijj  that  no  such  information 
at  the  Western  Isles,  who  had  not  yet  ^  had  reached  Government.  The  return. 
made  his  report.     Till,  therefore,  that  re-     therefore,  would   btnU;  but,  under  the 


port  had  been  made,  he  would  not  ofter 
any  opinion  on  the  transaction  ;  and,  for 
the  same  reason,  must  negative  that  por- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl's  motion  which  re- 
ferred to  it.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
other  case,  the  facts  were  these : — Mr. 
Hoppner,  the  consul  at  Lisbon,  a  most 
excellent  officer,  thought  that,  imder  the 
relations  then  existing  between  Portugal 
and  France,  he  was  bound  to  prohibit  the 
use  of  two  British  vessels,  which  Don 
Miguel's  government  had  employed  to  aid 
him  in  his  contest  with  the  French  fleet ; 
but  the  case  having  been  referred  to  the 
King's  Advocate  here,  and  he  having  given 
it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  relations  1^- 
tween  the  two  kingdoms  did  not  author- 
ize the  prohibition,  Mr.  Hoppner  ex- 
pressed his  regret  for  his  error,  and  per- 
mitted the  vessels  to  act  according  to  their 
charter.  Upon  the  subject  of  chartering 
English  vessels,  the  case  had  been  referred 
to  the  King's  Advocate,  who  had  reported, 
that  it  was  not  contrary  to  the  law  of 
nations,  or  to  any  treaties  between  Portu- 
^\x\  and  Great  Britain,  but  he  had  added, 
that  if  the  vessels  were  captured  in  the  ser- 
vice, the  owners  would  have  no  claims  on  the 
English  Government.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  case  to  justify  the  severity  of  impu- 
tations and  censures  which  the  noble  Earl, 
in  his  zeal  to  throw  blame  upon  the  Eng- 
lish Government,  had  thought  proper  to 
indulge  in.  Their  Lordships  would  agree 
with  him,  that  the  papers  ought  not  to  be 
produced,  and  that  he  was  justified  in 
giving  his  decided  negative  to  the  Motion. 
With  respect  to  the  third  motion  of  the 
noble  Earl,  it  was,  that  Ministers  should 
Liy  before  the  House  all  the  official  inform- 
ation which  they  had  received  respect- 
ing an  armed  force  being  prepared  in  the 
Azores,  for  the  attack  upon  Portugal. 
Upon  the  very  first  blush  of  such  a  de- 
mand, the  House,  he  was  convinced, 
would  not  consent  to  give  any  such  inform- 
ation.    This  was  the  first  time    he  had 


circumstances,  and  froiu  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  put,  he  did  not  think  the 
House  would  agree  to  it.  He  would 
never  object  to  Ministers  being  censured 
upon  proper  grounds,  and  on  the  most 
searching  inquiries;  but,  in  the  present 
instance,  no  case  had  been  made  out  for 
Government  to  put  itself  on  its  defence, 
or  that  would  justify  the  Ministers  in  sup- 
plying the  information  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  called  for.  Having  thuB  gone 
through  the  three  divisions  of  the  noble 
Earl's  motion — though  to  follow  all  the 
divisions  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech  was 
an  absolute  impossibility,  he  should  con- 
clude by  giving  a  direct  negative  to  the 
Motion. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  could  not  but 
think,  that  the  censure  cast  upon  his 
noble  friend  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  introduced  his 
Motion,  was  unfounded.  It  was  impossi- 
ble for  his  noble  friend  to  make  out  the 
case,  which  he  had  so  completely  done, 
without  entering  into  the  whole  history  of 
the  unfortunate  events  which  had  occurred 
in  Portugal.  His  noble  friend  had  said, 
that  he  entertained  suspicions — suspicions, 
which,  in  his  (the  Duke  of  Welling^ton's) 
mind  also,  were  well  founded — that  the 
French  expedition  had  an  object  ulterior 
to  the  mere  demand  of  reparation.  Their 
Lordships  all  knew  what  was  passing  ia 
Paris,  and  his  noble  friend  had  quoted  one 
of  those  authorities,  which  he  was  afraid 
weighed  too  much  with  the  Governments 
of  both  France  and  England,  he  meant 
one  of  the  newspapers  of  Paris.  He  must 
do  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment the  justice  to  say,  that  the  same 
document  which  had  given  the  informatran 
alluded  to  by  his  noble  friend,  also  stated, 
that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had  endea- 
voured to  prevent  these  demands  from 
being  made  by  the  French  government. 
It  was  positively  stated  in  one  of  the 
French  newspapers,  that  the  French  Ad- 


ever  heard  of  such  a  demand  being  made ;  miral  had  been  instructed,  as  his  second 
but  he  could  give  to  the  noble  Earl  a  most  ■  object,  to  inquire  whether  there  was  any 
satisfactory  answer.  Whatever  means  the  prospect  of  revolutionizing  Portugal ;  that 
noble  Earl  might  have  of  acquiring  his  he  found  there  was  not,  and  thaUie  there- 
very  extensive  knowledge,  most  certain  fore  desisted.  This  was  the  substance  of 
was  it,  that  no  information  of  the  nature  the  intelligence  contained  in  this  docu- 
which  he  had  described  had  been  received  ,  ment ;  and  yet  it  was  said,  that  tbei«  wa« 
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no  reason  to  infer  that  the  French  had 
any  design  to  bring  about  a  revolution  in 
that  country.  He  would  do  the  noble 
Earl  the  justice  to  say,  that  he  believed 
the  Government  here  did  endeavour  to 
prevent  the  interference  that  had  taken 
place,  and  of  which  there  was  proof  in  the 
demand  that  Fort  St.  Julien  should  be 
given  up ;  and  yet  it  was  said,  **  Oh  !  you 
must  not  refer  to  any  such  designs  being 
entertained."  Then  his  noble  friend  had 
been  taunted,because,in  former  Debates  in 
this  House,  he  had  spoken  severely  of  the 
conduct  of  the  king  of  Portugal.  He  did 
not  mean  to  deny  that ;  but  what  he  wished 
to  know  was,  were  we,  or  were  we  not,  to 
protect  Portugal  against  this  revolutionary 
invasion,  because  his  noble  friend  had 
once  disapproved  of  the  course  pursued  by 
the  king  of  Portugal?  He  blamed  this 
Government,  not  for  neglecting  to  inter- 
fere to  prevent  this  invasion,  but  for  not 
having  placed  Portugal  previously  in  such 
a  situation,  that  no  such  circumstance 
could  have  taken  place.  He  thought,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  no  reason  to  find  fault 
with  his  noble  friend  for  what  he  had  stated 
respecting  the  conduct  of  Government  as 
to  the  Emperor  of  Brazil.  In  this  coun- 
try, and  as  long  as  the  Emperor  of  Brazil 
remained  in  this  country,  he  could  never 
regard  him  otherwise  than  as  an  individual. 
He  would,of  course,  regard  him  as  a  mem- 
ber of  a  distinguished  family — as  one  who 
had  held  a  high  situation — but  still,  as  an 
individual,  who  had  no  more  right  than 
any  other  to  violate  the  laws  of  this  coun- 
try. He  was  no  more  at  liberty  than  was 
any  one  else,  to  occupy  himself,  while  in 
this  country,  with  the  planning  expedi- 
tions to  the  Azores,  or  from  one  island  to 
another.  He  did  not  mean  to  insinuate, 
that  the  King's  Ministers  were  any  parties 
to  this ;  but  yet,  from  the  speeches  which 
some,  at  different  times,  had  delivered  in 
that  House,  he  could  not  but  suspect 
them,  or,  at  least,  say,  that  they  gave 
grounds  for  a  suspicion,  that  they  might 
have  mixed  themselves  up  with  such  pro- 
ceedings. Whether  they  had  done  so  or 
not,  of  this,  at  least,  he  felt  perfectly  as- 
sured, that  it  would  ill  become  the  Minis- 
ters of  King  William  4th,  a  monarch  bred 
up  in  the  Navy,  to  advise  their  royal  mas- 
ter to  make  use  of  any  ships  but  his  own, 
for  warlike  purposes.  If  it  unhappily  be- 
came necessary  for  our  gracious  Sovereign 
to  adopt  any  hostile  proceedings,  it  would 
be  most  unfaithful  indeed  to  recommend 


him  to  carry  them  on  in  any  mean,  shuffling 
manner,  through  the  agency  of  the  ships  or 
the  arms  of  the  subjects  of  another  state.  It 
was  therefore  that  his  noble  friend,  and  the 
noble  Lords  at  that  side  of  the  House,  had  a 
right  to  inquire  what  course  had  been  taken 
in  reference  to  the  transactions  in  the  west- 
em  islands  ?  what  had  been  done  to  prevent 
the  invasion  of  St.  George's  island  ?  and 
what  had  been  done  respecting  the  sei- 
zures effected  under  the  directions  of  the 
regency  of  Terceira  ?  and  further,  had  the 
Ministers  demanded  compensation  for  the 
injury  done  to  the  property  of  British  sub- 
jects ?  Had  they  demanded  and  obtained 
that  compensation  in  the  same  manner  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Portuguese  government 
in  Lisbon  ?  It  was,  of  course,  no  part  of 
the  duty  or  the  business  of  this  country  to 
interfere  between  one  branch  of  the  House 
of  Braganza  and  another;  but  surely  we 
were  bound  by  treaties  to  prevent  any  fur- 
ther invasion  of  the  rights  and  independ- 
ence of  that  part  of  the  Portuguese  terri- 
tory to  which  he  alluded,  namely  Terceira. 
It  appeared  to  him  necessary  to  preserve 
the  relations  between  Portugal  and  this 
country  on  the  ground  of  policy.  The 
situation  of  the  Azores  islands  was  of  great 
consequence.  If  a  piratical  Power  was 
seated  there,  he  need  not  point  out  to 
their  Lordships  how  much  the  commercial 
interests  of  this  country  would  suffer,  for 
the  ships  which  passed  them  were  exceed- 
ingly numerous.  Their  Lordships  might 
rely  upon  it,  if  they  allowed  the  occupa- 
tion of  those  islands  by  a  Power  such  as 
he  had  designated,  it  would  become  ne- 
cessary to  employ  a  British  force,  for  no- 
thing but  a  British  force  could  effect  it, 
to  take  possession  of  them.  He  thought, 
that  his  noble  friend,  who  had  asked  for 
the  information,  had  established  a  case. 
What  he  wanted  was,  the  official  inform- 
ation, which  must  have  been  received,  as 
to  the  seizure  of  vessels  at  Terceira,  and 
the  forcible  hire  of  them.  If,  however, 
that  information  could  not  be  conveniently 
given,  he  would  not  insist  upon  that  part 
of  the  Motion,  being  as  unwilling  as  any 
one  to  embarrass  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
by. the  production  of  papers  which  might 
prove  injurious.  Upon  a  review  of  the 
whole  subject,  he  must  say,  that  he  thought 
his  noble  friend  had  acted  with  candour 
and  fairness  in  bringing  forward  his  Mo- 
tion. It  .was  the  duty  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  take  care  and  prevent  Portu- 
gal from  falliog  into  the  hands  of  parties 
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over  whom  they  had  no  control,  and 
whom  thoy  could  not  prevent  from  sowing 
revolutionary  measures,  which  would  prove 
so  baneful  to  its  own  interests,  and  to  the 
interests  of  this  country. 

Lord  Holland  commenced  bv  sUitinjr, 
that  when   he   heard   the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  introduced  the  Mo- 
tion, and  when  he  afterwards  heard  the 
words  of  the  Motion  itself,  he  confessed 
he  felt  great  difficulty   how  to   connect 
many  of  the  topics  introduced  into  the 
noble  EarFs  speech  with  the  Motion.    But 
it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  follow  the 
noble  Earl  through  all  his  details,  to  show 
the  difficulties  which  would  arise  by  grant- 
ing the  Motion — to  point  out  the  evils  which 
would  accrue  by  adopting  it — these  having 
been  so  ably  stated  by  his  noble  friend 
near  him,  in  his  answer  to  the  noble  Earl's 
Motion.     The  noble  Duke  who  had  just 
sat  down,  felt  the  force  of  the  observations 
of  his  noble  friend  (Earl  Grey),  or,  rather, 
he  felt  that  the  impression  made  upon  their 
Lordships'  minds  was,   that  the  Motion 
was  of  so  extraordinary  a  description — he 
might  almost  say   unparliamentary — that 
the  House  could  not  consistently  grant  it; 
and,  therefore,  the  noble  Duke  threw  his 
shield  over  his  noble  friend  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)   as   a   protection.     The   noble 
Duke  had  said,  that  the  Motion  ought  to 
be  granted,  because,  in  the  newspapers  of 
France — because,  in  a  Frencii  newspaper, 
"  the  gentlemen  of  the  Press"  had  stated, 
that  France  had  some  ulterior  object  in 
sending  a  fleet  to  the  Tagus.     But  that 
intention,  it  appeared  from  the  same  source, 
had  been  defeated  by  the  representations 
of  the  Government  of  this  country ;  and 
yet,  from  another  part  of  the  noble  Duke's 
s|>eech,  we  did  not,  nor,  indeed,  ought  we 
if  we  could,  according  to  the  noble  Duke, 
|)reveut  these  circumstances  from  taking 
place,  upon  which  these  supposed  ulterior 
proceedings  were  to  be  founded.    But  now, 
mark  the  logic  of  the  noble  Duke  upon  that 
particular  point.     The  Motion  ought  to  be 
granted  relating  to  that  head,  because,  for- 
sooth, "  the  gentlemen  of  the  Press  "  of 
France  had  speculated  that  their  govern- 
ment had  some  ulterior  object,  which  ul- 
terior object,  they  believe<l,had  been  defeat- 
ed by  the  representations  of  this  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  therefore,  what  must  be  done 
was,  an  account  given  to  the  House  by 
Government,  of  what  had    happened   at 
Terceira ;  and,  strange  to  say,  this  news- 
paper had  been  called  a  document.    The 


experience  that  noble  Lords  had  in  that 
House,  would  lead  them  at  once  to  the 
conclusion,   that   never    had    the    noble 
Lords,  who  now  sat  upon  the  Miawterial 
side,  made  such  a  Motion  for  documents. 
This   he   would  venture  to   assert.     The 
three  motions — for  they  were  so  divided — 
of  the  noble  Earl,  calling  for  such  papen 
as  he  asked  by  the  words  of  the  motioDS, 
were  moved  for  without  any  parliamentary 
ground  for  the  production  of  the  papers 
having  been  made  out.      But,  it  would 
seem,  that  these  three  notable  motions 
were  nothing  but  pegs  upon  which  to  hang 
inchoate  suppositions  of  what  the  inten- 
tions of  the   French   government  were; 
which  intentions,  too,  were  founded  upon 
facts  arising  out  of  the  speculations  of  a 
newspaper  writer.     The  noble  Lords  who 
sat  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
were  not  wont  to  set  so  high  a  value  on  a 
newspaper  statement  as  they  now  a[^ar- 
ed   to    do  :    probably   a   new   light  had 
sprung   up   in   that  respect  upon  thesB. 
*'  Oh,   but,"  argued  those  noble  Lords, 
*^  we  have  strong  suspicions  of  you  (the 
Ministers),   because  we  have  heard  you 
say,  when  on  this  side  the  House,  what 
you  would  do  when  you  were  not  Mukis- 
ters."     Then  the  noble  Duke,  in  another 
part  of  his  spreoh,  had  in  elfect  said  (and 
the  noble  Earl   hud  begged  the  question, 
l)y  calling  these  outrages,  respecting  which 
he  wished  to  have  papers  laid  upon  the 
Tabic :  nor  was  it  very  clear  how  these 
outrages,  supposing  they  were  so— about 
which  he  would  not  here  give  an  opinion 
— were  connected  with  the  French  expe- 
dition to  the  Tagus),  '*  You  could  nol," 
meaning  the  Ministers,  ''after  acting  as 
you  did  to  Portugal,  in  fairness  and  injus- 
tice deny  to  France,  that  which  you  have 
been  guilty  of  yourselves.*'     But  the  noble 
Duke  said,  '^  You  ought  not  to  have  inter- 
fered yourselves.*'     He  admitted,  with  the 
noble  Duke,  the  necessity  of  carrying  on 
war  in  an  open  mauner.     There  was  no 
objection  to  produce  all  the  papers  alluded 
to  in  the  King's  Speech;  but  these,  it 
seems,  were  not  enough,  and,  under  cover 
of  a  miserable  motion,  ou  supposititious 
facts,  further  information  was  sought.    He 
would  not  believe,  that  the  nobto  Duke 
really    wished   the   production  ot  these 
papers.     It  was  only  a  piece  of  gallaatij 
on  his  part,  to  support  his  noble  friend^ 
which  made  him  step  forward  to  airaigB 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  fi»  the  part  tbej 
had  taken.    The  noble  Earl  who.  bad  m- 
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troduced  the  Motion,  h^d  assumed,  tliat 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  not  considered 
the  Azores  of  that  importance  they  really 
were,  and  had  read  a  lecture  upon  the.  sub- 
ject. But  he  begged  to  inform  the  noble 
Earl,  that  they  were,  in  his  opinion,  of  great 
importance.  At  the  same  time,  he  could  re- 
collect Debates  in  that  House,  in  which  no- 
ble Lords  who  sat  on  the  opposite  side,  did 
not  seem  to  value  ihe  Azores  so  highly  as 
at  the  present  moment  they  estimated 
them.  He  remembered  a  strange  meta- 
physical nut  being  thrown  out  to  crack,  in 
which  the  House  was  told,  that  not  each 
of  the  islands  was  to  be  considered  by  it- 
self, but  that  they  were  to  be  taken  as  a 
whole,  and  Portugal,  it  was  also  urged,  was 
to  be  taken  as  a  whole.  But  rrow  the 
Azores  were  to  be  taken  as  of  great  im- 
portance. And  why  ?  Because  of  the 
number  of  ships  which  passed  ;  and  lest  a 
piratical  power  should  there  exist,  injurious 
to  our  commerce.  A  great  pafi  of  the 
noble  EarFs  speech,  who  had  introduced 
thrn  subject  to  the  House,  was  a  philippic 
against  that  unfortunate  Monfarch,  the 
Emperor  of  the  Brazils;  but  the  noble  Duke 
had  described  him  ars  a  man  of  great  re- 
speetabihty,  and  who^  character  was  not 
of  that  naftorc  which  his  noble  friend  had 
insinuated.  He  wohM  leave  the  matter  to 
be  settled  between  the  noble  Earl,  and  his 
protector  the  noble  Duke.  He  would  rtot 
discuss  the  personal  merits  of  the  Emperor 
of  the  Brazils,  about  which,  the  noble  Duke 
and  the  noble  Earl  entertained  adverse  or 
different  opinions.  In  his  opinion,  that 
House  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  person- 
al character  of  the  members  of  the  house 
of  Braganza  ;  and  he  never  said  otherwise, 
when  at  the  opposite  side  of  the  House ; 
and  if,  inadvertently,  he  could  have  so 
spoken,  he  should  then  mo^t  readily  re- 
tract any  such  expression;  but  then,  they 
were  told,  that  Don  Pedro  must  not  be  al- 
lowed, in  any  respect,  to  compromise  the 
peace  of  this  country.  Did  any  rational 
being  suppose,  that  the  present  Motion 
would  tend  to  prevent  his  doing  so  ?  The 
noble  Duke  had  said,  "  You  must  not 
allow  Don  Pedro  these  means-,  which  may 
lead  to  war."  He  (Lord  Holland)  denied 
that  such  means  had  been  resorted  to; 
But,  admitting  for  anrg;a[mentf s  sake  that  it 
was  so,  had  thii»  Motion  any  thing  to  do 
with  that  subject  ?  **  War  have  found  out," 
avgued  the  nobld  Earf,  •*  Aat  the  Coun- 
cil of  Terceira  has  interfar^  with  foreign 
sbips^"    But  iM^wt  bad  tfavT  to  do  with 


Don  Pedro  ?  The  noble  Duke  had  called 
the  Regency  of  Donna  Maria,  a  self-con- 
stituted one,  and  had  also  described  the 
government  as  piratical.  The  legitimate 
right  of  Donna  Maria,  had  been  acknow. 
ledged  by  this  country,  and  even  in  the 
papers  of  the  noble  Earl  he  had  gone  fur- 
ther, and  described  her  as  the  Queen  of 
Portugal  by  the  law  of  nations. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  interposed,  and 
said,  it  was  Don  Pedro  whom  he  had 
designated  as  king  of  Portugal. 

Lord  Holland  continued  : — What  the 
noble  Earl  had  said  was,  that  Don  Pedro 
was  king  of  Portugal  by  the  order  of 
nature.  Terceira  had  acknowledged  as  a 
Queen  de  facto,  her  whom  the  noble  Earl 
had  acknowledged  as  a  Queen  de  jure. 
Were  treaties  binding  on  every  part  of 
Portugal  ?  If  they  were,  Terceira  had  the 
same  rights  and  claims  under  those  treaties 
as  Don  Miguel.  But  the  noble  Duke  had 
said,  that  the  will  of  the  people  was  to  be 
consulted.  He  would  no  longer  confide 
in  the  Old  Sarum  and  Gatton  system ;  oh 
no !  Don  Miguel  had  got  rid  of  all  that 
was  rotten  in  the  State ;  he  had  given  his 
people  a  Reform,  and  all  the  people  of 
Portugal  were  for  Don  Miguel,  the  Re- 
form-king. England,  therefore,  was  to 
respect  the  government  that  was  founded 
on  the  popular  will.  He  would  not  com- 
ment upon  such  a  topic,  but  when  the 
noble  Duke  and  his  political  friends  talked 
thus  of  the  revolution  in  Portugal,  and 
stigmatized  the  recent  popular  revolution 
in  France,  he  would  only  beg  them  to  com- 
pare the  number  of  persons  imprisoned  in 
the  two  countries.  What  was  the  propor- 
tion of  property  confiscated  in  Portugal 
and  France  ?  Let  these  subjects  be  re- 
flected upon,  in  order  to  estimate  the 
comparative  spoliation  and  misery  of  the 
two  revolutions.  If  Ministers  were  driven 
to  choose  between  the  power  which  bad 
been  pronounced  legitimate,  and  that  with 
which  England  had  had  no  diplomatic 
relations  for  the  space  of  three  years,  and 
the  Sovereign  of  which  had  given  us  a 
cause  of  war,  by  violating  a  solemn  pro- 
mise, to  which  he  had  made  Great  Britain 
a  witness,  and  in  some  measure  a  guaran- 
tee, he  should  never  have  the  slightest  he- 
sitation which  of  the  two  to  choose.  He 
very  well  saw  the  interest  which  England 
had  in  the  independence  of  Portugal ;  but 
in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  power  on 
earth  so  hostile  to  the  interests  of  Great 
Brimin  M  that  power  in  Portugal,  and 
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out  of  Portugal,  which  supported  the  pre- 
tensions of  Don  Miguel.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  saying — "  Tlie  noble  Duke 
has  more  than  once  alluded  to  my  opinions 
on  Portugal,  and  to  my  persuasion  that 
English  interests  are  deeply  involved  in 
her  independence.  He  has  not  misstated 
me — he  has  not  magnified  the  importance 
J  ever  have  and  do  now  attach  to  that 
point.  No  man  is  more  deeply  impressed 
than  myself  with  the  necessity  of  maintain- 
ing the  independence  of  Portugal,  and  ce- 
menting her  connexion  with  this  country. 
Reasons,  however  —  natural,  physical, 
geographical  reasons,  and,  therefore,  be- 
yond human  control — prevent  Portugal 
from  being  permanently  and  substantially 
a  separate  and  independent  State,  without 
leaning  for  support,  either  upon  England 
or  upon  France,  or  upon  both.  I  deeply 
and  deliberately  regret,  that  affairs  for 
some  years  back  should  have  been  so 
managed,  that  she  is  less  likely  to  lean  ex- 
clusively upon  us  than  she  has  done,  than, 
if  we  had  supported  our  natural  connexions 
in  that  country,  she  would  still  have  con- 
tinued to  do,  or  than  we  at  all  times  must 
wish  her  to  do.  This  is  a  great  evil ;  but 
I  must  tell  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  it  is 
not  one  of  our  creating.  My  withers  are 
unwrung.  The  reproach  is  not  with  those 
around  me,  or  those  with  whom  I  am  con- 
nected." 

Lord  Ellenborough  thought  it  inconsist- 
ent in  the  noble  Baron  to  admit  that  it 
•was  the  interest  of  Great  Britain  to  pre- 
serve the  independence  of  Portugal,  and 
yet  to  declare,  that  England  was  in  such  a 
situation,  that  she  could  offer  no  advice  to 
which  the  Portuguese  could  listen  with 
any  conBdence.  He  much  feared,  that  bv 
throwing  off  Portugal,  Ministers  would 
force  that  unfortunate  country  to  have  re- 
course to  France.  Were  they,  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships,  to  forget  the  spirit  of 
all  the  treaties  which  they  had  made  with 
Portugal,  and  were  they  to  truckle  to 
those  who  were  desirous  to  deprive  them 
of  their  most  faithful  and  most  ancient 
Ally  ?  Was  that  the  line  of  conduct — was 
that  the  kind  of  policy  which  should  be 
adopted  by  a  British  Government  and  a 
British  Legislature  ? 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  replied.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  the  appearance  of 
the  French  fleet  in  the  Tagus,  and  the 
transactions  which  had  subsequently  oc- 
curred there,  had  given  a  new  character 
to  the  condition  and  to  the  danger  of  For-* 


tugal,  and  had  sufHciently  justified  him  in 
bringing  forward  his  Motion  this  day. 

Motion  negatived  without  a  division. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
to  which  he  hoped  he  should  get  a  satis- 
factory answer.  He  wished  to  know, 
whether  the  Protocol  for  which  he  had 
moved,  and  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  that  House,  preparatory  to  his 
(the  Marquis  of  Londonderry's)  motion  on 
Tuesday  next,  was  an  exact  copy  of  that 
Protocol  which  had  been  signed  by  the 
Plenipotentiaries,  or  only  an  extract  from 
it? 

Earl  Grey  said,  that  the  printed  Proto- 
col on  their  Lordships'  Table  was  a  per- 
fect paper.  There  had  been  a  draft, 
which  had  been  signed  by  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries, but  it  was  subsequently  cancelled. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  wished  to 
know  whether,  after  the  arrival  of  the  son 
of  M.  Casimir  Perier  in  this  country,  there 
had  been  any  communication  with  him  on 
this  subject,  beyond  a  verbal  or  oral  one, 
as  had  been  already  stated  by  the  noble 
Earl? 

Earl  Grey  did  not  feel  bound  to  enter 
into  all  those  explanations,  for  the  eliciting 
of  which  the  questions  put  by  the  noUe 
Marquis  were  so  frequently  intended.  He 
begged,  however,  to  reiterate  his  state- 
ment, that  there  had  been  nothing  beyond 
a  verbal  communication  with  the  French 
Ambassador  on  the  subject  alluded  to. 

Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  as  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  Earl,  the  case  stood 
thus — that  a  draft  had  been  prepared  in 
the  first  instance,  which  was  afterwards 
cancelled,  and  that  they  had  now  before 
them  the  exact  copy  of  the  Protocol  which 
had  been  finally  adopted  by  the  Plenipo- 
tentiaries. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  5,  1831. 

MiNUTCs.]  Bill  read  a  third  time;  for  grantii^tfie 
of  10,000/.  a  year,  for  the  suitable  Eduoatkn  and  Mafai- 
tenancc  of  her  Royal  Highneu  the  PrineeM  Alexandim 
Victoria  of  Kent. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Wood.  Cor 
an  account  of  all  Vessels  placed  in  QuarantiDe  for  the  ImK 
five  years,  ending  olst  December,  18J0,  stating  fkom  what 
Countries  they  came,  where  they  performed  QuanntiBC^ 
and  the  amount  of  Fees  levied  for  deanuee,  wldi  Ihe  date 
and  authority  with  which  sudi  fea  »e  dialled,  apd  • 
return  of  the  number  of  Vessels  placed  In  Qnamitiiie 
since  January,  1851,  up  to  the  latest  state  •  and  tbenumbcr 
now  remaining : — On  the  Motkm  of  Sir  Robxbt  lavutt 
of  the  number  of  Parishes  in  each  DiooMt  la  Inlud*  in 
which  the  Tithes  are  the  property  of  Laymn,  with  ttm 
income  woA  number  of  Amh  iriNOMr  iiilaM« '«  «- 
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tircly  impropriate,  and  the  amount  pidd  to  the  offidatiug 
Clergyman  :— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Huohbb  Huobss, 
for  an  account  of  the  Population  of  the  Isle  of  Wight,  as 
talcen  by  the  late  Census. 
Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  LRrRor,  from  the  Corporation 
of  Tailors,  Weavers,  and  Sadlers  (Dublin),  three  Petitions, 
against  Reform  of  Parliament  (Ireland).  By  Mr.  John 
Wynne,  ftrom  Occupiers  of  Land  and  Houses,  of  St.  John 
Sligo ;  of  Inhabitants  of  Drumclifife,  and  of  Glenlough,  fbr 
continuing  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  Society  : — By 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Cole,  a  similar  Petition,  from  the  Inhalnt- 
ants  of  Kellesher.  By  Mr.  0*Connkll,  ttom  the  Naticnial 
Reform  Association  of  St.  George's,  Bloomsbury,  com- 
plaining of  the  delay  in  passing  the  Reform  Bill ;  flrom  the 
InhalHtants  of  Mallow,  and  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Cloyne- 
priest,  agmnst  a  continuance  of  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare 
Street  Society;  from  the  Inhabitants  of  the  United 
Parishes  of  Beldoyle,  Howth,  and  other  placet,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Union.  By  Mr.  James  Johnston.  Arom 
the  Corporation  of  Inverkeithing,  against  the  use  of 
Molasses  in  Breweries  and  Distilleries.  By  Mr.  Herbsbt 
CuRTBis,  from  Land  Owners,  and  Occupiers  of  Wadhurst; 
of  Inhabitants  of  Northiam  and  Beckley;  and  of  House- 
holders and  Inhabitants  of  Bower,  for  Uie  Repeal  of  the 
Malt  Duty.  By  Sir  Arthur  Chichester,  from  the 
Merchants  and  Ship  Owners  of  Belfast,  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Duties  on  Marine  Insurances.  By  Mr.  Lbprot,  from 
(liferent  parts  of  Ireland,  in  fovour  of  the  Grant  to  the 
Kildare  Street  Society. 

Coal-Metersof  Dublin.]  Mr.Lefroy 
presented  a  Petition  from  the  Corporation  of 
Tailors,  praying*  for  the  continuation  of  the 
Coal -Meters'  Establishment,  or  for  some 
compensation  to  the  persons  employed, 
should  their  situations  be  taken  from  them. 

Mr.  O'Connell  thought  the  petitioners 
deserved  no  compensation,  and,  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  investigate  the  subject, 
he  would  be  of  the  same  opinion. 

Mr.  Lefroy  apprehended  there  was  no 
legal  right  involveci.  The  object  of  the 
petitioners  was,  to  obtain  compensation 
for  the  coal-meters,  if  their  establishment 
was  abolished. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped  the  coal- meters  of 
Dublin  were  not  like  their  brethren  in 
London  ;  and,  before  any  compensation 
was  granted,  he  trusted  the  case  would 
be  thoroughly  looked  into. 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  that  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Dublin  fixed 
their  wages,  under  the  Statute  of  George 
2nd,  which  had  been  repealed  by  Mr. 
Hume's  Act,  relative  to  the  Combination- 
laws.  During  the  period  when  the  tax 
on  sea-borne  coals  prevailed,  these  coal- 
meters  were  employed  to  make  returns  of 
the  cargoes  which  entered  the  port  of 
Dublin.  Upon  these  two  circumstances, 
the  petitioners  had  assumed  they  had  a 
right  to  employment,  and,  therefore,  to 
claim  compensation  if  they  were  deprived 
of  it.  He  trusted  the  House  would  not 
trouble  themselves  about  the  matter,  and 
be  should  certainly  oppose  the  coal-meters, 
roceiviDg  any  cdmpensatioo. 


Mr.  Leader  considered  the  coal-meters 
case  a  hard  one.  There  were  about  forty 
of  them,  and  they  were  mostly  advanced 
in  years,  with  families  to  support*  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  was  cruel  to  deprive 
them  of  employment  without  some  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  Lefroy  said,  as  the  observations  ol 
the  hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry 
were  likely  to  prejudice  the  case  of  the 
coal-meters,  he  felt  it  incumbent  to  state 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  coal- 
meters  were  appointed  under  a  chartered 
right,  claimed  by  the  Guild  of  Merchants 
in  Dublin,  and  had  exercised  their  office 
ever  since  coals  were  imported  into  that 
place.  All  they  now  asked  was,  if  their 
office  were  abolished,  that  they  should  re- 
ceive compensation,  and  he  had  no  doubt, 
at  the  proper  time,  from  the  case  he  had 
seen,  that  their  claims  could  be  established. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Grant  to  Maynooth  College.] — 
Colonel  Perceval  presented  two  Petitions 
from  the  parish  of  Seagoe,  and  Landowners 
and  other  Inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Ar- 
magh, against  the  grant  to  Maynooth  Col- 
lege. 

Mr.  Wyse  begged  to  inquire,  on  what 
ground  the  petitioners  prayed  for  the 
discontinuance  of  the  grant. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  not  on  the 
ground  of  hostility  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.  There  was  nothing  in  the  peti- 
tion reflecting  on  any  sect  whatever. 

Mr.  Brownlow  admitted,  that  many  of 
the  petitioners  were  highly  respectable 
persons,  but  he  regretted  that  at  this  time 
of  day,  any  such  petitions  should  have 
come  from  that  county.  He  was  com- 
pelled to  differ  from  his  constituents.  It 
was  of  great  consequence,  that  the  Catho- 
lic priesthood  of  Ireland  should  be  re- 
spectably educated;  and  he  thought  it 
was  unwise  and  illiberal  to  wish  to  with- 
hold a  grant  for  that  purpose,  which  was 
not  equal  to  the  revenue  of  many  Irish 
Protestant  Bishops.  The  college  of  May- 
nooth was  intended  for  the  education  of 
the  Catholic  priesthood ;  it  had  received 
the  approbation  of  the  Government.  If 
the  vote  for  Maynooth  was  proposed  to  be 
enlarged,  to  induce  a  more  respectable 
class  of  students  to  frequent  the  College, 
it  would  meet  with  his  entire  approba- 
tion. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  the  College  was  ori- 
ginally institutedi  not  for  the  benefit  ol 
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Catholics  exclusively,  but  to  satisfy  the 
scruples  of  certain  persons,  who  believed 
that  the  Catholic  clergy,  by  being  edu- 
cated abroad,  imbibed  a  spirit  of  dis- 
content to  the  established  order  of  things 
at  home,  which  they  afterwards  promul- 
gated among  their  flocks  in  Ireland,  so  as 
to  affect  their  allegiance.  The  College  was 
founded  on  this  notion,  and  received 
13,000/.  a  year  when  first  established. 
This  sum  was  reduced  to  9,000/.  under 
Mr.  PercevaFs  Administration,  from  a 
hostile  religious  feeling ;  but  as  that,  he 
hoped,  was  now  passing  away,  there  could 
be  no  motire  but  economy  for  withhold- 
ing the  small  sum  by  which  the  College 
was  maintained.  In  what  a  situation 
if  it  were  withheld,  would  the  Catholic 
Clergy  be  placed.  As  long  as  there  were 
Catholics  in  Ireland,  it  was  important  they 
should  be  well  educated.  The  Dublin 
College  was  comparatively  closed  against 
the  Catholics ;  if  it  was  to  be  opened, 
and  made  a  national  establishment,  there 
would  then  be  sufficient  grounds  for  dis- 
coDtinuingthis  grant.  It  was  to  be  lament- 
edy  that  we  did  not  imitate  other  nations, 
where  a  mixed  religion  prevailed.  In 
the  German  Universities,  both  sects  en- 
joyed equal  advantages,  and  even  in 
Catholic  Austria,  there  were  two  Col- 
leges for  the  education  of  the  Lutherans. 
The  same  liberal  conduct  was  observable 
throughout  Germany,  and,  if  it  were 
adopted  in  Ireland,  it  would  be  of  con- 
siderable advantage  to  the  community. 

Sir  J.  Newport  said,  having  read  one 
of  the  petitions,  he  must  complain  of  the 
stigmas  cast  upon  an  institution,  which 
wae  most  respectably  conducted.  He  be- 
Iieved  some  parts  of  the  petition  were  so 
objectionable^  that  it  could  not  be  receiv- 
ed. It  was  asserted  therein,  that  the  stu- 
dents were  nurtured  in  sentiments  inimi- 
cal to  the  peace  of  the  country.  The 
College  of  Maynooth  was  formed,  in  order 
to  have  the  Irish  Priesthood  educated  at 
home,  rather  than  in  France ;  and  had  well 
answered  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
erected.  If  improper  doctrines  were 
taught  at  Maynooth,  what  were  the  vi- 
sitors— the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Chief 
Justice  of  Ireland — doing  ?  They  had 
periodically  visited  the  College,  and  in- 
quired into  the  particulars  of  the  educa- 
tion and  doctrines  taught  therein,  and 
when  they  had  found  cause  for  complaint, 
tb(      c<     3lainta  had  been  attended   to, 

1  se  removed.    The  truth  was. 


there  was  no  ground  for  any  charge 
against  so  respectable  an  establish  men t 
He  should  object  to  the  reception  of  the 
petition. 

Mr.  Lefroy  denied,  that  the  College  of 
Dublin  was  exclusive.  GethoKca  there 
could  obtain  Degrees,  and,  if  they  did  not 
choose  to  attend  the  chapel,  they  were 
excused.  It  was  true,  the  Fellowships  and 
Scholarships  could  be  obtained  only  by 
Protestants.  He  hoped  never  to  see  the 
latitudinarian  system  of  the  German  Udi- 
versities,  which  admitted  of  the  estabUeh- 
ment  of  opposite  professorthips,  to  teach 
conflicting  religions  doctrines,  established 
in  the  Dublin  University. 

Mr.  Wyse  had  himself  been  edacated 
at  the  University  of  Dublin,  and,  there- 
fore, could  not,  and  had  not  asserted,  that 
it  was  shut  against  any  sect  for  the  par- 
pose  of  receiving  education  only.  He  vt- 
gretted,  however,  that  Catholics  were  not 
permitted  to  enjoy  the  honours  and  emo- 
luments of  it,  in  common  with  Protestants, 
and  he  had  referred  to  the  more  generoos 
conduct  of  other  countries  in  this  respect, 
where  a  system  of  education,  which  he 
denied  was  latitudinarian,  was  open  to  alt, 
without  limitation  on  the  score  of  reli- 
gion. 

Sir  Robert  Baieson  objected  to  the  dis- 
cussion. It  was  not  provoked  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  presented  this  petition.  He 
denied)  too,  that  the  petition  was  horn  a 
Catholic  county,  for  Armagh  was  knova 
to  be  the  reverse,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  county  would  speak  in 
the  same  spirit  of  liberality  as  he  had  jost 
done,  when  they  came  to  discuss  the  grant 
to  the  Kildare  Street  Society.  His  opi- 
nion was,  that  petitions  like  the  pieaeat, 
would  not  have  been  offered  to  the  notice 
of  the  House,  if  it  were  not  for  the  oppo- 
sition made  to  the  grant  for  the  Kildare 
Street  Society.  He  wished  to  promote 
education,  and  do  away  those  discords  and 
animosities  which  had  so  long  prevailed 
in  Ireland.  He  believed,  that  eidttcatioB 
was  not  liberal  at  Ma3rnooth,  and,  in  fact, 
that  it  was  directed  by  Jesuits.  The  stu- 
dents were  excluded  from  all  intensoaraa 
with  persons  of  other  persuasions,,  and 
that  of  itself  must  prevent  the  CaCholie 
Clergy  from  being  as  liberal  as  they 
otherwise  might  be.  When  the  Gollega 
was  establish^,  it  might  have  been  good 
policy  to  educate  the  priests  at  home, 
owing  to  the  particular  ciicuaiataaeM  of 
that  period ;  but  all  persons  wilb 
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he  came  in  contact  agreed,  that  the 
priests  now  educated  abroad,  were  more 
liberal  and  learned  than  those  brought  up 
at  Maynooth  ;  they  were,  in  fact,  a 
superior  class  of  people.  Most  of  those 
sent  to  Maynooth  were  from  the  hum- 
bler classes,  and  nothing  liberal  or  en- 
lightened could  be  expected  from  them. 

Mr.  O'Ferrall  said,  he  could  confi- 
dently state,  that  no  improper  doctrines 
had  been  taught  at  Maynooth,  as  would 
be  abundantly  proved  by  a  reference  to 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
on  Education  in  Ireland.  If  he  had  any 
objection  to  the  education  at  Maynooth, 
it  was,  that  their  principles  were  rather 
despotically  than  liberally  inclined.  They 
wanted  a  national  system  of  education  in 
Ireland,  in  which  the  children  of  all  sects 
should  be  admitted.  The  Professors  at 
Maynooth  were  so  strict,  that  all  news- 
papers and  political  tracts  were  excluded 
from  the  College. 

Sir  Josiah  Hast  was  as  anxious  as  any 
Gentleman,  for  a  system  of  national  and 
conciliatory  education  to  be  established  in 
Ireland ;  sound  policy  recommended  this, 
and  they  ought  to  endeavour  to  distribute 
the  grants  equally  among  all  the  different 
sects. 

Mr.  James  Gordon  considered  the  doc- 
trines taught  at  Maynooth  unchristian, 
and  those  who  professed  them  ought  not 
to  be  permitted  to  obtain  any  political  ad- 
vantage whatever.  This  was  the  true  Pro- 
testant ground  which  the  people  of  this 
country  were  generally  about  to  take,  as 
the  House  would  find,  when  their  Table 
was  covered  by  petitions.  He  held  it  to 
be  an  act  of  gross  inconsistency  in  a  Pro- 
testant country  and  Government,  to  sup- 
port an  establishment  for  the  education 
of  Priests,  who  were  using  every  effort 
to  vilify  and  upset  it.  \Vhy  should  a 
Protestant  Government  annually  devote 
money  to  the  propagation  of  doctrines 
which  Protestants  believed  to  be  neither 
just  nor  scriptural?  It  was  said,  that  the 
Catholic  Priests  ought  to  receive  a  hberal 
education ;  and  so  they  ought,  in  the  pro- 
per sense  of  the  word  liberal ;  but  he  to- 
tally denied,  that  Maynooth  afforded  a 
good  Catholic  education  to  the  Priest- 
hood. Their  character  had  been  much 
lessened,  in  consequence  of  the  illiberal 
system  in  which  they  were  educated.  Nor 
was  this  all.  There  was  the  greatest  in- 
consistency in  making  this  annual  grant  to 
Maynooth.    Year  afl^r  year  this  country 


was  making  grants  for  the  diffusion  of 
Protestant  and  sound  principles  in  Ire- 
land, and  yet,  year  after  year,  tbey  were 
supporting  a  Catholic  establishment,  to 
withstand  the  effect  of  their  Protestant 
institutions.  He  did  not  now  mean  to  8«j, 
whether  the  doctrines  taught  by  the  Ca- 
tholics were  right  or  wrong — the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  the  proper  place  to 
discuss  them — but  again  he  repeated,  that 
the  conduct  of  a  Protestant  Government, 
in  supporting  a  Catholic  establishment, 
which  maintained  doctrines  of  a  danger- 
ous tendency,  was  exceedingly  anomalous 
and  inconsistent.  He  would  not,  however, 
enter  further  on  this  subject  at  present, 
as,  when  the  grant  to  Maynooth  was 
brought  forward,  he  should  be  fully  pre- 
pared to  oppose  it.  But,  as  be  was  on 
his  legs,  he  would  crave  the  attention  of 
the  House,  while  he  adverted  to  a  subject 
which  he  felt  to  be  of  very  considerable 
importance. 

Mr.  O'Connell  rose  to  order;  the  hon. 
Member  was  about  to  open  the  question 
of  the  Carlow — 

Mr.  James  Gordon  said,  unless  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  the  gift  of  pro* 
phecy  or  divination,  he  couM  not  teU 
to  what  he  was  about  to  allude,  and  he 
would  not  satisfy  him  further  than  to 
assert  again,  that  it  was  most  grossly  in* 
consistent,  to  endow  a  College  for  the  edu- 
cation of  Priests,  who  were  opposed  to 
scriptural  education.  He  did  not  mean 
to  blame  the  Priests,  for  in  their  situation, 
he  believed  he  should  act  with  more  zeal 
than  many  of  them  did.  With  one  hand 
they  gave  40,OOOZ.  to  support  education 
on  Christian  principles,  and  with  the  other, 
9,000/.  to  destroy  it. 

Mr.  O^Connell  said,  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  had  ample  opportunities 
of  entering  into  theological  discussions 
elsewhere,  and  he  had  hoped  he  would  not 
have  chosen  that  House,  which  certainly 
was  not  a  very  fit  arena  for  theological 
display.  He  had  termed  the  Catholic 
doctrines  unchristian.  He  did  not  know 
how  far  the  hon.  Member's  Christian 
charity  might  carry  him,  but  the  same 
spirit  which  he  had  evinced  might  be  suf- 
ficient to  qualify  him  for  the  office  of 
Chief  Inquisitor  of  Spain.  He  bad  also 
attacked  the  priests,  who  he)(Mr.  O'Con^ 
nell)  declared  were  most  exemplary,  and 
most  diligent  in  their  attentk>n  to  tW 
temporal,  as  well  as  spiritual  wants,  of  the 
poor  of  their  flocks.    They  bad  the  sMive 
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confidence  of  the  people,  whom  they  as- 
sisted and  comforted  upon  all  occasions, 
when  they  were  deserted  by  all  the  rest  of 
the  world.  They  were  to  be  found  by  the 
bed-sides  of  the  poor  and  destitute,  when 
they  were  ill,  or  on  the  point  of  death,  and 
so  well  was  this  known,  that  they  niijjjht 
judge  of  the  health  of  a  district  during  the 
prevalence  of  contagious  disorders,  by  the 
number  of  priests  who  died;  yet  these 
were  the  men  who  were  calumniated. 
Three  hours  each  day  were  the  students 
employed  in  reading  the  Scriptures,  and 
yet  the  hon.  Member  had  the  hardihood 
to  assert,  they  did  not  receive  a  Scriptural 
education.  There  had  been  strict  examin- 
ations into  the  system  of  the  College,  by 
the  Chancellor  and  Judges  of  Ireland,  who 
had  made  no  complaints  of  the  education 
given  at  Maynooth.  He  knew  the  stu- 
dents well,  and  could  assert,  that  few 
bodies  of  young  men  in  any  place  of  edu- 
cation possessed  more  extensive  informa- 
tion than  they  did.  He  was  utterly  sur- 
prised at  the  hon.  Member's  zeal  in  sup- 
port of  the  exclusive  Church  of  England, 
when  the  hon.  Member,  in  his  own  coun- 
try, was  a  Dissenter — he  belonged  to  the 
Episcopal  Church,  while  the  mass  of  his 
countrymen  were  Presbyterians,  and  re- 
garded the  cope  of  his  Bishop  as  a  rag  of 
the  Scarlet  Whore.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
was  for  no  exclusive  Church — and  hoped 
the  time  would  come,  when  every  man 
would  resort  to  his  priest  as  to  his  doctor 
or  lawyer,  and  pay  the  man  whose  aid  he 
might  require.  As  to  the  grant  for  May- 
nooth, of  which  some  hon.  Members  seem- 
ed to  think  so  much,  he  could  assure 
them,  that  no  such  grants  need  have  been 
required,  if  the  Catholic  families  of  Ire- 
land had  obtained  that  compensation  to 
which  they  were  entitled,  for  the  loss  of 
the  property  which  some  of  their  ancestors 
had  expended  in  foundations  in  France, 
for  the  education  of  youth  intended  for 
orders  in  the  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland. 
The  British  Government  obtained  a  large 
sum  from  France  as  a  compensation  for 
losses  sustained  by  British  subjects  at  the 
French  Revolution.  Of  that  sum,  the 
Irish  Catholic  families  obtained  no  part 
for  the  losses  they  had  sustained,  in  the 
way  he  had  described,  though,  in  justice, 
they  had  a  claim  to  150,000/.  Had  those 
foundations  in  France  stood  in  the  same 
situation  asbefore  the  Revolution,he  should, 
in  right  of  his  family,  have  a  presentation 
for  ^irty-six  Catholic  divinity  students. 


At  present  he  had  only  four.  Let  hon. 
Members,  when  the  grant  of  9,000/.  a-year 
was  proposed,  recollect  these  circum- 
stances. He  wanted  no  partial  liberality 
— give,  he  would  say,  to  the  Kildare 
Street  Society,  the  management  of  any 
funds  necessary  to  educate  Protestants,  as 
it  had  their  confidence ;  but  do  the  same  to 
Maynooth,  which  possesses  the  confidence 
of  the  Catholics. 

Mr.  Hunt  must  be  permitted  to  remark, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
assertion  that  the  Table  would  be  covered 
with  petitions  against  this  grant,  that  such 
petitions  would  only  come  from  Scotland, 
to  which  country  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
longed. He  thought  the  present  petition 
most  uncharitable  in  its  doctrines,  and 
should  feel  no  regret  to  see  it  rejected  on 
that  account.  He  must  corroborate  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry,  as  to  the  exemplary 
conduct  and  great  intelligence  of  the  Irish 
Catholic  Clergy,  as  far  as  he  had  had 
opportunities  of  knowing  them,  in  this 
country,  and  the  west  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  hoped,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  member  for  Dundalk, 
having  failed  in  his  theological  contests  in 
Ireland,  would  not  now  try  his  hand  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  same  line.  If 
he  did,  he  hoped  that  he  would  have  the 
courtesy  to  give  notice  of  his  intention. 
Although  he  had  no  wish  to  enter  into  the 
question  of  religion,  yet  he  must  remark, 
that  Maynooth  College  was  established  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  at  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Burke,  and  he  knew  that  the  clergymen 
educated  there,  were  a  most  exemplary  and 
meritorious  body,  devotedly  attached  to 
their  flocks. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  was  surprised  at 
the  last  hon.  Gentleman  replying  to  re- 
marks which  he  had  not  heard. 

Sir  John  Doyle  complained  of  the  illi- 
berality  of  many  of  the  Protestant  Clergy- 
men, and  gave  an  instance  by  reading  a 
letter  from  a  reverend  Rector  (Mr.  Feather- 
ston)  of  Hachetstown,  county  Carlow, 
who  declined  distributing  money  sent  for 
that  purpose  to  the  Protestant  poor  of  his 
parish,  because  he  disliked  the  politics  of 
the  donor  (Sir  John  M.  Doyle)  as  being  a 
supporter  of  Reform.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant member  for  Dundalk  had  preached 
much  respecting  the  harmony  of  the  Gos- 
pels. It  were  to  be  wished  Uiat  he  would 
adopt  the  practice,  and  avoid  such  discus- 
sions in  this  Housei  which  mast  interrupt 
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the  harmony  so  much  to  be  desired.  For 
one  sixpence  we  gave  the  Catholics,  they 
gave  pounds  to  the  Protestants ;  and  the 
less  was  said  upon  this  subject,  the  better 
for  the  Protestants. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  excite  any  angry  feeling  in  pre- 
senting this  petition.  He  meant  not  to 
attack  the  College  of  Maynooth,  but  he 
must  say,  that  in  the  opinions  of  Catholics 
themselves,  the  priests  educated  there  fell 
far  short  of  those  educated  elsewhere,  in 
acquirements  and  liberal  feelings.  As 
allusion  had  been  made  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  member  for  Dundalk,  he  must  say, 
that  no  man  stood  higher  in  the  estimation 
of  those  who  knew  him  in  Ireland,  than 
that  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Drawbacks  on  Scotch  Whisky.] 
Mr.  O'Ferrall  presented  a  Petition  from 
certain  Distillers,  complaining  of  .  the 
disadvantage  under  which  they  labour- 
ed, in  consef[uence  of  the  drawback  al- 
lowed on  Scotch  whisky  distilled  from 
malt,  which  enabled  the  Scotch  distillers 
to  sell  their  whisky  in  Ireland  twenty  per 
cent  cheaper  than  that  distilled  there. 
The  Irish  Members,  he  could  assure  Mi- 
nisters, were  unanimous  in  requiring  this 
system  to  be  altered,  as  it  was  the  cause  of 
great  discontent  in  that  country.  The 
Scotch  distillers  had  received,  since  1828, 
nearly  2,000,000/.  on  drawbacks,  and  the 
Irish  only  300,000Z.  He  was  wholly  at  a 
loss  to  understand  the  policy  of  exacting 
a  tax  with  one  hand,  to  pay  it  back  with 
the  other. 

Mr.  Leader  supported  the  prayer  of  the 
petition.  The  system  of  which  it  com- 
plained was  most  unjust  and  injurious  to 
the  Irish  distiller,  and  necessarily  detri- 
mental to  the  Irish  farmer.  The  revenue 
sustained  much  loss  by  drawbacks,  and 
even  the  Scotch  distillers,  for  whose  benefit 
they  were  continued,  complained  that  they 
were  disadvantageous  to  the  fair  dealer. 
When  it  was  recollected  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Kerry  had  asserted, 
that  only  16,000,000  gallons  of  Scotch 
spirits  had  paid  duty,  while  a  drawback 
had  been  allowed  for  17,000,000  gallons, 
this  was  quite  sufficient  to  show,  that  the 
subject  could  no  longer  be  neglected. 

Colonel  Conolly  said,  he  knew  the 
petitioners  were  most  respectable,  and  that 
they,  as  well  as  the  whole  agriculturists  of 
Ireland,  sustained  great   losses  by  the 


existing  system.  ..  He  would  corroborate 
what  had  been  before  asserted,  viz.,  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  but  one  opinion  on 
the  subject,  and  he  hoped,  therefore.  Go- 
vernment would  speedily  attend  to  the 
question. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Subletting  Act  (Ireland.]  Mr. 
0*ConncZZ  presented  a  Petition  from  James 
O'Donnell  and  William  Reynolds,  of 
Dublin,  complaining  of  the  operation  of 
the  Subletting  Act,  by  which  they  (as 
executors  of  a  person  deceased)  were  pre- 
vented from  re-letting  a  house  of  which 
the  deceased  had  taken  a  long  lease,  only 
a  small  term  of  which  had  expired  at  his 
death.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
complained,  that  persons  should  be  subject 
to  one  law  in  England,  and  to  another  in 
Ireland,  with  respect  to  property.  He 
hoped  to  see  the  whole  Act  repealed. 

Lord  Killeen  trusted  Ministers  would 
turn  their  attention  to  this  very  important 
subject,  with  a  view  to  repeal  the  whole 
Act,  for  nothing  less  would  be  satisfactory. 
He  thought  it  would  be  best  to  allow 
landlords  to  manage  their  own  property  as 
they  thought  fit,  and  not  interfere  with 
them  by  laws  of  this  kind.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  give  some  assurance 
that  the  matter  would  be  attended  to. 

Mv,  James  Grattan  hoped,  that  the  at- 
tention of  Government  might  be  directed 
to  this  subject. 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  that  the  subject 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  Gk>- 
vemment,  and  that  a  measure  would  have 
been  introduced  respecting  it  before  now, 
but  for  the  delay  of  the  all-absorbing 
question  of  Reform.  It  would  be  quite 
absurd  to  introduce  the  measure  at  pre- 
sent, when  they  could  have  no  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  it.  He  did  not  think 
the  Act  should  be  altogether  abolished, 
but  it  ought  to  be  modified.  Many  of  the 
grievances  ascribed  to  it  had  their  source, 
not  in  the  enactments  of  the  Statute,  but 
in  the  ignorance  or  carelessness  of  parties 
in  drawing  up  leases.  The  case  brought 
before  them,  in  the  petition,  was  an  ex- 
ample. The  tenant  might  have  alienated 
by  obtaining  the  consent  of  the  landlord 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  Ruthven  recommended  the  entire 
repeal  of  the  Act.  It  vras  odious  to  the 
Irish  people,  and  had  produced  much 
mischief;  they  attributed  all  the  evil9 
they  felt  to  its  operation. 
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Mr.  North  said,  it  would  be  better  to 
go  back  to  the  common-iaw  on  the  sub- 
ject He  was  against  any  modification 
of  the  Act  whatever. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  that  the  Act  was  tried 
as  an  experiment,  and  having  totally 
failed,  it  ought  to  be  repealed.  It  had 
the  voice  of  niillions  against  it.  He  hoped 
to  see  some  measure  immediately  brought 
forward,  to  which  he  could  agree. 

Sir  Henry  Pamell  said,  on  the  pro- 
per occasion,  he  should  be  able  to  prove 
that  the  experiment  had  not  failed ;  and, 
that  much  of  the  prejudice  existing  against 
it  owed  its  origin  to  misrepresentation. 
It  was  a  measure  of  almost  vital  necessity 
to  Ireland,  but  some  of  its  provisions  re- 
quired farther  consideration.  The  main 
object  of  the  Bill,  to  enable  the  landlord 
to  enforce  the  covenants  made  by  the 
tenant,  ought  to  be  supported.  The 
common-law  would  not  do  this,  and, 
therefore,  the  measure  was  necessary. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  expressed  a  hope, 
as  the  Bill  was  most  unpopular  in  Ireland, 
that  it  would  be  materially  modified.  It 
was  said  to  be  in  contemplation  last 
session  to  bring  in  a  bill  free  from  the 
defects  of  the  present  Act.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  very  remiss,  it  would 
do  something  in  this  and  other  measures 
necessary  for  the  relief  of  Ireland.  Much 
had  been  promised,  but  nothing  had  yet 
been  done,  by  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  that  no  time  could 
be  found  for  any  measures  until  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  passed  ;  but  the  long 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  his 
friends,  at  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  delayed  the  progress  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Bateson  said,  that  he  had 
never  once  opened  his  lips  on  the  Reform 
Bill  this  Session. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  the  greatest 
misery  had  accrued  to  many  individuals 
by  the  operation  of  the  Sub-letting  Act, 
which  had  been  carried  beyond  what  the 
Legislature  intended.  The  right  hon. 
member  for  Queen's  County  (Sir  H.  Par- 
nell)  had  said,  that  it  had  not  failed :  cer- 
tainly it  had  not ;  for  the  utmost  distress 
bad  been  caused  by  it  to  many  himdred 
families,  who  had  been  thrust  from  their 
homes  by  their  landlords,  without  any 
place  to  lay  their  heads. 

Sir  Henry  Pamell  must  beg  to  correct 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
Sub-lettmg  Act  gave  no  power  to  a  land- 


lord to  dispossess  his  tenant;  that  was 
done  under  the  operation  of  other  laws. 

Mr.  O'Connell  had  not  said  it  did  enable 
the  landlord  to  do  this,  but  he  did  vay, 
that  it  prevented  any  man,  when  turned 
out  of  his  holding,  from  getting  in  else- 
where. 

Sir  Henry  Parnell  was  glad  to  hear  it 
admitted,  that  they  were  not  thrust  out 
under  this  Act. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  said,  a  tenant  was 
required  to  turn  out  his  under  tenants, 
unless  the  landlord  gave  permission  to 
keep  them  in. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  the  operation  of  the 
Act  was  such,  that  a  man,  turned  oat 
from  one  place,  could  get  into  no  other. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Reform  Bill — Petition  from  Car- 
diff.] Lord  Patrick  James  Sttusrt  pre- 
sented aPetition  firom  the  inhabitants  of  Csr- 
difF,  who,  though  favourable  to  the  Reibnn 
Bill,  complained  of  the  injustice  of  being 
annexed,  as  a  mere  suburb,  to  Merthyr 
Tydvil,  with  which  it  had  no  connexion, 
for  the  purpose  of  returning  a  Representa- 
tive to  Parliament.  The  petitioners  stated, 
that  the  town  of  Cardiff  was  very  populous, 
and  the  seat  of  perhaps  the  largest  iron 
manufactory  in  the  kingdom,  and  that  it, 
together  with  the  contributory  boroughs, 
contained  not  less  than  from  450  to  480 
10/.  houses.  It  was  proposed,  by  the 
Reform  plan,  that  the  rranchise,  and  the 
right  to  return  Representatives  to  Parlia- 
ment, should,  in  the  case  of  Cardiff,  be 
shared  with  certain  other  towns  and  places 
in  the  county  of  Glamorgan  —  namelv, 
Llandafi;  Cowbridge,  Merthyr  Tydvil, 
Aberdare,  and  Llantrissent,  of  which 
Merthyr  Tydvil  contained  a  population  of 
25,000  inhabitants,  which  cdone  was  so 
great  as  to  enable  that  town  to  overwhelm 
the  interest  of  Cardiff.  The  petitioners 
were,  therefore,  of  opinion,  that  they 
ought  to  possess  the  privilege  of  letuming 
a  Representative  for  themselves.  They 
also  considered,  that  Merthyr  Tydvil,  con- 
taining a  population  of  25,000,  mtbs  en* 
titled  to  return  a  Representative  of  its 
own.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  that  part 
of  the  Bill  to  which  the  petitioners  alluaed, 
would,  if  not  amended,  inflict  an  act  of 
injustice  on  the  petitioners. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  confirmed  the 
statement  of  the  petitioners,  that  there 
was  no  natural  connexion  between  Cardiff 
and  Merthyr  Tydvil  j  they  were,  ni  fact. 
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situated  many  miles  apart.  He  had  a 
petition  from  Merthyr  Tydvil  in  his  pos- 
session, in  which  it  was  stated,  that  great 
dissatisfaction  would  be  felt  by  the  in- 
habitants, if  that  town  were  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  any  other  place,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  returning  a  Representative  to  Par- 
liament. According  to  the  principles  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  this  town  was  entitled 
to  have  one  Representative  for  itself.  In 
1821,  it  contained  19,000  inhabitants, 
and  680  10/.  houses;  and,  at  present,  the 
population  was  bordering  on  30,000,  and 
the  number  of  10/.  houses  was  800.  The 
petition  which  he  had  received,  stated, 
that  Representation  was  to  be  given  to 
no  fewer  than  twelve  places,  containing  a 
much  less  population,  fewer  10/.  houses, 
than  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and  being  much 
inferior  to  it  in  a  commercial  point  of 
view. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  that  the  subject 
would  be  discussed  with  more  convenience 
when  the  question  respecting  Merthyr 
Tydvil  came  regularly  before  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  only  assure  bis  noble 
friend  (Lord  P.  Stuart),  that  if  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  been  guilty  of  injus- 
tice towards  Cardiff  or  Merthyr,  the  error 
proceeded  from  inadvertence,  and  not 
from  intention. 

Colonel  Wood  spoke  against  the  union 
of  Cardiff  with  Merthyr  Tydvil ;  and  gave 
notice,  that,  when  the  question  came 
before  the  House,  he  should  move,  that 
Merthyr  Tydvil  have  a  Representative  for 
itself. 

Mr.  /.  Z.  Knight  said,  that  Glamorgan- 
shire was  an  important  county,  both  in  an 
agricultural  and  commercial  point  of  view, 
and  he  complained,  that  it  was  left,  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Reform  Bill,  with 
only  four  Members,  while  a  much  larger  pro- 
portion was  given  to  Lancashire.  By  the 
proposed  plan  of  joining  Cardiff  to  Merthyr 
Tydvil,  the  former  place  would,  as  to  Re- 
presentation, be  entirely  extinguished. 

Petition  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Reform  (England)  Bill. 

Holland  AND  Belgium.]  Sir  Rich. 
Vyvyan  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ; 
but,  as  that  noble  Lord  was  not  in  his 
place,  he  would  beg  leave  to  apply  him- 
self to  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  It  was 
well  known,  that  the  King  of  Holland  had 
intimated  his  intention  of  breaking  the 
armistice  which  had  been  concluded  be* 


tween  Holland  and  Belgium.  The  ques- 
tion, which  he  wished  to  ask,  was,  whether 
his  Majesty's  Government  had  received 
official  information — whether  the  Kiag  of 
Holland  had  formally  notified  to  them  his 
intention  of  terminating  the  armistice  P 

Lord  Althorp  answered,  that  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  had  received,  from  Sir 
Charles  Bagot,  official  information  of  the 
intention  of  the  King  of  Holland  to  put 
an  end  to  the  armistice  between  Holland 
and  Belgium. 

Sir  Rich,  Vyvyan  then  gave  notice,  that 
he  would  to-morrow  move  for  the  produc- 
tion of  certain* papers,  for  the  purpose  of 
throwing  light  upon  the  transaction. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  ask,  if  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  reoeived  any  com- 
munication on  the  subject  from  the  Dutch 
government  ? 

Lord  Althorp  repeated,  that  the  firat 
communication  which  his  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernment  had  received,  was  flrom  Sir 
Charles  Bagot. 

Mr.  Croker  observed,  that  it  waa  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  whether  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  the 
communication  of  the  intention  of  the 
King  of  Holland  to  terminate  the  armi* 
stice  directly  from  the  Dutch  government, 
or  by  a  circuitous  channel. 

Lord  Althorp  :  I  must,  in  reply  to  tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  say,  that  it  was 
with  the  greatest  surprise  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  learned  from  Sir 
Charles  Bagot,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  King  of  Holland  to  put  an  end  to 
the  armistice;  for,  at  that  moment,  a 
Minister  was  sent  to  the  British  Court  by 
the  King  of  Holland,  with  orders  to  enter 
into  a  negotiation  on  the  matters  pending 
between  Holland  and  Belgium.  That 
Minister  had  an  interview  with  my  noble 
friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  in  which  interview  he  did  not 
mention  a  word  of  the  probability  that 
the  armistice  would  be  broken  ;  and,  it 
was  not  until  the  evening,  and  after  a 
question  had  been  put  on  the  subject  in 
Parliament,  by  a  noble  Lord,  that  my 
noble  friend  received  despatches  from  Sir 
Charles  Bagot,  informing  him,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  King  of  Holland  to  ter- 
minate the  armistice  between  Holland  and 
Belgium. 

Parliamentary  Reform  —  Bill 
FOR  England — Committee  — Sbvrji- 
TSENTH   Day.]    The   House,    od    iIm 
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Motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  went  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Reform  of  Parliament 
(England)  Bill. 

The  Chairman,  (Mr.  Bernal),  put  the 
question,  "  That  Brighthelmstone,  includ- 
ing the  parish  of  Brighthelmstone,  Sussex," 
stand  part  of  Schedule  D. 

Lord  Dudley  Coutts  Stuart  said,  that  it 
had  been  his  intention  to  move,  that  the 
important  parish  of  Hove  should  be  added 
to  Brighthelmstone ;  but  he  should  not  do 
so,  as  he  understood  that  the  parliamentary 
Commissioners  would  have  the  power,  if 
they  thought  fit,  to  add  that  parish. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  there  were  other  town- 
ships as  near  Brighton  as  Hove,  what  was 
to  be  done  with  them  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House,  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  Brighthelmstone  should 
have  the  privilege  of  sending  Members  to 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Curteis  said,  that  Brighthelmstone 
was  a  very  flourishing  and  increasing  place, 
and  contained  no  less  than  40,000  in- 
habitants, and  had  risen  to  that  eminence, 
from  being  a  mere  fishing  town,  within  the 
memory  of  many  persons  now  living.  He 
had  presented  to  the  Government  a  me- 
morial from  the  inhabitants,  in  which  they 
pressed  their  claims  to  have  two  Repre- 
sentatives allowed  them.  That  memorial 
had  been  taken  into  serious  consideration 
by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  he  was  not 
disposed  to  object  to  the  decision  to  which 
they  had  come,  not  to  take  Brighthelm- 
stone out  of  schedule  D.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  of  Sussex  were  of  opinion, 
that  Hove  should  be  added  to  Brighton. 
He  wished  to  say,  that  he  came  into  Par- 
liament perfectly  unshackled  as  to  the 
course  he  should  think  proper  to  pursue, 
but  he  was  friendly  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
because  he  believed  it  would  prove  bene- 
ficial to  the  country.  He  must,  however, 
be  permitted  to  allude  to  what  had  been 
remarked  by  an  hon.  Member  in  tlie  House, 
that  the  agpriculturists  were  selfish,  and 
desired  to  exclude  the  mercantile  interest 
from  their  proper  share  of  Representation. 
He  was  fully  aware  that  the  manufacturers 
were  the  best  customers  of  the  agri- 
culturists, and  he  was  proud  to  acknow- 
ledge himself  connected  with  the  landed 
interest;  but  as  the  manufacturing  interests 
were  inclined  to  take  away  all  protection 
from  them,  he  for  one  would  openly  say, 
that  he  would  support  every  measure  tend- 


ing to  maintain  their  full  share  of  Re- 
presentation in  the  hands  of  the  agri- 
cultural 'interests.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel), 
state  the  other  night,  that  he  would 
support  the  agricultural  interest;  and  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
thinking,  that  the  manufacturing  interest 
was  already  too  powerful  in  that  House. 
He  was  therefore  very  much  surprised  to 
see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  member 
for  Northamptonshire  (lx)rd  Milton),  be- 
cause he  was  convinced,  that  if  that 
Amendment  had  been  carried,  it  would 
have  inflicted  the  severest  possible  blow 
upon  the  agricultural  interest. 

Lord  MUton  said,  that  he  had  intended 
to  move,  when  the  Committee  came  to 
Bradford,  that  certain  towns  should  be 
added  to  it ;  but  as  he  now  understood, 
that  the  parliamentary  Commissioners  were 
competent  to  make  that  addition,  he  should 
not  press  his  Motion ;  and  he  requested 
the  friends  of  the  measure  not  to  enter  into 
discussions  upon  all  the  towns  in  the  sche- 
dule, or  otherwise  it  was  quite  certain, 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  valuable  time  of 
the  House  would  be  wasted. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  the 
different  boroughs  were  described  in  the 
Bill  by  particular  limits,  and  yet,  after  the 
House  had  discussed  whether  the  limits 
mentioned  should  be  limits  of  the  boroughs, 
they  were  now  told  that  parliamentary 
Commissioners  would  possess  the  power 
of  entirely  annulling  the  decisions  of  the 
House.  This  he  considered  a  perfect 
mockery  of  legislation,  and  it  would  be 
much  better  to  leave  the  whole  schedules 
to  be  settled  by  the  Commissioners.  Yes- 
terday there  was  a  long  debate  about 
Walsall  and  Wedgebury,  all  of  which 
might  have  been  spared  if  the  Committee 
had  been  aware  of  the  extensive  powers  of 
the  Commissioners. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  if  the  powers  of 
the  parliamentary  Commissioners  were  as 
extensive  as  they  were  described  to  be  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  those  Commissioners 
would  undoubtedly  possess  most  extraor- 
dinary authority  ;  but  the  fact  was,  as  he 
had  stated  last  night,  that  these  Commis- 
sioners would  only  possess  the  power  of 
defining  the  limits  of  the  towns  to  be 
created  boroughs.  With  respect  to  those 
places  which  were  already  boroughs,  they 
would  be  obliged,  if  the  constituency  wat 
less  than  300  persons,  to  take  in  part  of 
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the  neighbourhood,  until  tbey  obtained 
the  required  number  of  voters. 

Mr.  Goulhum  concurred  with  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley),  that  if  the 
parliamentary  Commissioners  were  to  pos- 
sess the  power  given  them  by  the  Bill, 
the  House  was  only  wasting  time  in  dis- 
cussing whether  particular  parishes  should 
or  should  not  be  added  to  certain  places. 
The  Bill  gave  the  power  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  adding  to  every  borough  such 
adjoining  parishes  as  they  might  think  fit. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  wished  to  know, 
whether  the  limits  of  the  new  towns  were 
to  be  considered  definitively  fixed  by  the 
description  in  the  schedule ;  or  whether 
the  Commissioners  would  have  power  to 
add  to  their  extent  whatever  might  be  the 
resolution  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  the  neit 
boroughs  were  intended  to  be  as  defined 
in  the  Bill,  except  that  where  parts  of 
parishes  came  into  towns,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  have  power  to  add  those 
parishes  to  the  towns. 

Mr.  Goulburn  asked,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  Ministers,  when  they  came 
to  the  twenty-fourth  clause,  to  limit  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  in  respect  to 
their  adding  to  the  population  of  towns 
by  including  a  parish  which  had  been 
deliberately  excluded  by  the  House. 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  the  Ministers 
had  no  intention  of  proposing  any  alter- 
ation in  the  twenty-fourth  clause. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  in  that  case 
the  Commissioners  would  have  it  in  their 
power  to  overwhelm  the  population  of  the 
boroughs  established  by  Parliament. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  had  the  greatest 
possible  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners  to  do  that  which  the  fram- 
ers  of  the  Bill  ought  to  have  themselves 
done  or  allowed  the  House  to  do.  Unless 
the  twenty-fourth  clause  was  limited,  the 
Commissioners  would  have  full  power  to 
undo  all  the  House  had  done  in  the  form- 
ation of  these  borouehs. 

Mr.  Kemp  said,  he  believed,  that  he 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Brighton,  when  he  said, 
that  they  attached  more  importance  to  the 
benefits  which  they,  in  common  with  the 
rest  of  the  country,  would  derive  from  the 
Bill,  than  they  did  to  the  privilege  of  re- 
turning an  additional  Member. 

Lord  George  Bentinck  declared,  that  he 
was  of  opinion,  Brighton  ought  to  be 
placed  in  schedule  C.    It  was  a  town  of 
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great  population  ;  it  was  rated  in  1821  at 
39,000  inhabitants  and  had  increased  con« 
siderably  since,  having  extended  itself 
into  the  parish  of  Ovingdean  in  the  East, 
and  Hove  in  the  West.  It  paid  more  tb 
the  assessed  taxes  than  almost  any  one  6f 
the  towns  in  schedule  C  ;  and  as  large  m, 
amount  as  fourteen  of  the  places  in  sche- 
dule D.  The  circumstance,  also,  of  its 
being  a  royal  residence,  and  its  possessing 
many  permanent  establishments  of  the 
nobility,  entitled  it  to  consideration.  In 
conclusion  he  gave  notice,  that  if  some 
person  better  qualified  did  not  come 
forward,  he  would  move,  when  the  Report 
was  brought  up,  that  Brighton  should 
have  two  Members. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  he  concurred 
in  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last,  and  thought,  that 
the  case  of  brighton  deserved  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament*  Some  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asserted,  that  the  inhabitants 
were  indifferent  as  to  whether  they  were 
to  have  one  or  two  Members,  but  the  fact 
of  the  inhabitants  having  petitioned  the 
House  on  the  subject  induced  him  to  be- 
lieve they  were  not  so  very  indifferent 
about  the  matter.  The  population  of 
Brighton  at  the  present  moment  must  be 
nearly  double  what  it  was  in  1821. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  it  was  not  fair 
to  compare  Brighton  with  great  manu- 
facturing districts,  merely  with  reference 
to  the  amount  of  assessed  taxes  paid  by 
them  respectively.  The  prosperity  of 
Brighton  depended  on  circumstances  to- 
tally different  from  those  which  were  the 
foundation  of  the  wealth  and  importance 
of  the  manufacturing  towns.  Many  per- 
sons had  doubted  the  propriety  of  giving 
Brighton  even  one  Member :  he,  however, 
thought  it  had  a  claim*  to  one  Member. 

Mr.  Kemp  had  never  used  an  expres- 
sion which  could  lead  the  hon.  Member  to 
suppose  the  people  of  Brighton  were  in- 
different to  being  enfranchised ;  he  had 
only  said,  thev  would  be  sorry  to  throw 
any  obstacle  m  the  wav  of  the  Bill,  by 
insisting  on  their  own  claims.  No  doubt 
they  would  prefer  two  Members,  if  that 
could  be  made  consistent  with  the  other 
provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  John  Sebright  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  were  for  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill, 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill.  He  thought  it 
a  measure  eminently  calculated  to  promote 
the  happiness,  and  to  add  to  the  security 
of  the  couDtnf.    He,  thereforei  was  de- 
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termined  not  to  lend  himself  to  any 
caption^  objections,  but  support  Ministers 
in  carrvino;  through  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Lord  William  Lennox  said,  he  perfectly 
roncurred  in  the  sentiments  which  had 
fallen  fiom  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Shorchani.  He  thought,  that  Brighton 
ought  to  have  the  privilege  of  sending  two 
members  to  Pailiament,  not  only  on  ac- 
count of  its  population,  but  also  on  ac- 
count of  the  large  amount  of  assessed 
taxes  which  it  annually  paid — namely, 
1,800/. — an  amount  within  11,000/.  of 
the  assessed  taxes  paid  collectively  by 
Sheffield,  Sunderland,  Devonport,  and 
Wolverhampton,  four  of  the  new  bo- 
rou}2:hs  in  schedule  C.  With  rc«rard 
to  population,  Brij:;hton  contained  632 
10/.  houses;  951  20/.  houses;  and  1,180 
40/.  houses.  The  argument  advanced  on 
a  former  evening,  against  giving  two 
Memhcis  to  each  of  the  boroughs  in 
schedule  C,  was,  that  it  would  give 
a  preponderance  to  the  manufacturing 
interest.  That  objection  could  not  apply 
to  Brigliton,  and  when  he  looked  at  its 
wealth,  its  population,  and  the  respecta- 
bility of  the  actual  residents,  he  thought 
that  it  ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  two 
Members. 

Mr.  Littleton  objected  to  the  propriety 
of  triking  the  amount  of  assessed  taxes  as 
the  test  of  the  prosperity  of  the  manu- 
facturing districts.  Their  capital  wa:»  em- 
ployed in  trade.  The  capital  of  some  of 
the  places  which  had  been  referred  to 
ill  thyt  conversation,  would  buy  Brighton 
three  liiiies  over. 

Lord  George  Lennox  said,  that  although 
a  larfj^e  body  of  his  constituency  resided  in 
Brighton,  he  would  oppose  the  proposition 
for  givini;  two  Members  to  that  town, 
whenever  it  should  be  made.  The  popu- 
lation, it  was  true,  was  returned  at  40,000; 
but,  he  asked,  how  many  of  that  number 
were  really  inhabitants  of  Bri-hton  ?  He 
knew  that,  on  taking  this  course,  he  was 
not  consulting  his  private  interest,  ])e- 
cause  he  should  lose  considerable  elec- 
tioneering support ;  but  motives  of  private 
interest  should  not  w^ei;^h  w'wh  him.  It 
would  be  a  satisfaction  to  him  to  know, 
that  he  had  not  sold  a  vote  for  private 
advantajcP. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  if  he  had  not 
expected  that  the  clause  respecting  the 
Commissioners  would  be  amended,  he 
should  before  have  objected  to  it.  If  the 
Commissioners  were  to  be  allowed  to  ex- 


ercise their  power  to  the  extent  which  the 
noble  Lord,  the  other  member  for  North- 
amptonshire  (Lord  Milton),  seemed  to 
conceive,  it  would  cause  the  greatest  pos- 
sible conftision.  He  wished  to  understand, 
that  the  Commissioners  were  not  to  have 
a  wild  power  of  fixing  the  limits  of  bo- 
roughs according  to  their  own  discretion. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  said, 
the  schedule  named  Brighton  simply;  hut 
then  the  Commissioners  under  the  Act 
might  add  other  parishes.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  therefore,  that  the  point 
should  be  clearlv  settled.  It  should  be 
understood,  that  the  settlement  now  made 
was  to  be  final,  excepting  in  cases  where 
there  was  an  accidental  and  unlooked-for 
overflowing  of  population.  All  difficulty 
would  be  avoided  in  the  case  before  the 
^ouse  if  the  words  "  town  of  Brighton" 
were  substituted  for  the  words  ''parish 
of  Brighthelmstone.'* 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  must  decline  en- 
tering into  that  discussion  at  present,  but 
he  would  certainly  take  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mto 
consideration. 

Mr.  Goulburn  observed,  if  the  nohle 
lord  had  made  that  declaration  in  proper 
time,  the  whole  of  the  debate  might  haie 
been  avoided  ;  but  he  was  distinctly  un- 
derstood to  state,  he  would  agree  to  no 
amendment. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  feared  they  wen 
likely  to  meet  with  many  difficulties,  un- 
less some  alteration  was  made  in  the  Bill. 
By  one  of  the  clauses,  the  Commissioners 
to  be  appointed  were  empowered  to  add  any 
district  to  a  town  for  Representation.  To 
many  of  the  places  enumerated  in  the 
schedule  now  under  their  consideration , no 
limits  were  defined,  but  it  was  left  to  the 
Commissioners  to  settle  that  point  here- 
after, at  their  discretion.  This  part  of 
the  Bill  reqivired  amendment. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  );uided  by  the  natural 
limits  of  the  borough. 

Mr.  Croker  understood  by  this,  that 
the  Commissioners  were  simply  to  dis- 
tinguish the  borough  from  the  connty. 
They  would,  of  course,  have  authority  to 
alter  the  scale  of  population  adopted  by 
the  House. 

Colonel  Evans  thought,  that  Brighton 
was  entitled  to  two  Members.  It  had  be- 
come, not  only  the  residence  of  the  noblest 
and  highest  in  the  land,  but  was  also  the 
general   resort  of  retutd  ud   Witlthy 
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tradesmen.  Of  the  latter  most  import- 
ant and  respectable  clasi,  at  least  1,000 
could  be  found  qualified  to  vote.  It 
had  been  said,  its  population  depended 
on  the  caprice  of  fashion  ;  but  as  lon^  as 
London  continued  in  its  present  greatness, 
the  nearest  sea-port  town  would  be  always 
a  place  of  general  resort.  But,  notwith- 
standing these  claims,  he  would  not  inter- 
fere with  the  arrangements  of  Ministers. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Bolton- 
le-Moors, including  the  townships  of  Great 
and  Little  Bolton,  Lancashire,  stand  pait 
of  schedule  D." 

Mr.  Croker  thought  it  unjust  that  Bol- 
ton, with  a  population  of  44,000  should 
have  only  one  Member,  whilst  Northaller- 
ton, with  the  very  small  population  of 
4,000  had  two. 

Colonel  Torrens  said,  that  the  flourish- 
ing town  of  Bolton  was,  with  respect  to 
population,  the  third  town  in  Lancashire; 
while,  in  point  of  manufacturing  import- 
ance, it  was  the  second — yielding  only  to 
Manchester.  The  cotton  factories  of 
Bolton  were  superior  to  all  others ;  and 
flax  and  paper  were  manufactured  to  a 
considerable  extent.  Thus,  Bolton  had 
many  important  interests  to  be  protected 
and  watched  over.  It  was  a  town  very 
remarkably  distinguished  for  enterprise 
and  intelligence.  Arkwright  had  been  an 
inhabitant  of  Bolton  ;  and  hon.  Members 
would  recollect,  that  Cram pton,  the  inven- 
tor of  that  part  of  manufacturing;  machine- 
ry, denominated  **  the  Mule,*'  had  ob- 
tained a  parliamentary  grant  of  5,000/. 
for  that  important  improvement,  which 
was  now  in  universal  use.  He  conceived, 
that  the  great  population,  the  rapidly  in- 
creasing property,  the  intelligence,  and 
he  might  add,  the  glory  of  Bolton,  fully 
entitled  that  town  to  send  two  Members 
to  Parliament.  Should  no  more  expe- 
rienced Member  undertake  the  task,  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty,  when  the  report 
of  the  Comaiittee  on  the  Reform  Bill  was 
brought  up,  to  move,  that  Bolton  be  taken 
out  of  schedule  D,  and  placed  in  sche- 
dule C. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  put,  '*  that 
Blackburn,  including  the  township  of 
Blackburn,  Lancashire,  stand  pait  of  sche- 
dule D." 

Mr.  Croktr  said,  the  case  of  Bolton, 
which  he  had  before  ngiicad,  applied  also 
to  tbt  town  of  Blackboni. 


The  question  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Brad 
ford,  including  the  township  of  Bradford 
Yorkshire,  stand  part  of  schedule  D.'' 

Mr.  Farrand  said,  that  he  was  wd 
acquainted  with  the  local  circumstances  o 
the  place  now  under  consideration,  and  h 
wished,  therefore,  to  be  allowed  to  mak 
some  remarks  to  the  Committee.  A 
the  Bill  at  present  stood,  it  formed  th 
township  of  Bradford  into  a  borough,  bu 
it  was  right  the  Committee  should  knoii 
that  the  township  ofBradford  did  not  em 
brace  the  whole  town  of  Bradford.  The  towi 
of  Bradford  occupied  three  townships ;  an< 
it  was  essential  to  the  interests  of  tha 
town,  that  those  townships  should  forr 
the  new  borough.  The  noble  Lord  (Mil 
ton)  thought  the  matter  might  safely  b 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners 
but  he  had  no  such  confidence  in  the  Com 
missioners,  and  he  trusted  the  alteratio 
would  be  made  by  the  Committee.  Th 
persons  who  gave  employment  to  the  arti 
sans,  and  created  and  maintained  th 
manufactures  of  the  place,  did  not  resid 
in  the  hundred  of  Bradford,  and  he  coul 
state  to  the  Committee,  npon  the  authoi 
ity  of  a  great  majority  of  those  person] 
that  they  were  extremely  anxious  to  se 
the  alteration  he  had  suggested  carrie 
into  efiiect.  Indeed,  without  that  altei 
ation,  he  might  say,  that  those  most  in 
terested  in  the  welfare  of  Bradford,  an 
who  most  contributed  to  its  prosperity  an 
wraith,  thought  it  would  be  better  th 
place  should  be  left  without  the  power  c 
sending  a  Member  to  that  House.  The  nob! 
Lord,  in  his  opening  speech,  had  statec 
that  the  Government  wished  the  measure  t 
be  final;  but  that,  he  was  certain  it  woul 
not  be,  at  least,  with  respect  to  Bradforc 
A  petition  had  been  presented  from  thf 
place,  numerously  signed  by  the  workin 
classes,  calling  for  Universal  Sufiragi 
Vote  by  Ballot,  and  Annual  Parliamenti 
He  had  opportunities  of  knowing  the  senti 
ments  of  the  most  respectable  and  wealth 
iest  inhabitants  of  the  town  and  neighboui 
hood,  and  they  had  informed  him  that  the 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  arrangement 
of  the  Bill.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  should  not  do  his  duty  if  he  did  nc 
move,  that  the  borough  of  Bradfor 
should  include  the  townships  of  Hortoi 
and  Mannington. 

Lord  Morpeth  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  three  townships  in  which  part 
of  the  town  were  situated  should  be  in 
2  E  2 
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Bill,  because  Ministers  were  desirous  to 
give  an  adequate  Representation  to  the 
South  and  West  of  England,  as  well 


eluded  in  the  borough,  but  he  thought 

the  definition  of  the  town  had  better  be 

left  to  the  Commissioners.     He  suggested, 

that  the  word  "  town  "  should  be  adopted  the  North. 

instead  of  that  of  township.  Lord    Granville    Somerset    contended, 

Mr.  Farrand  would  be  quite  content  if  that  Frome  was  fully  entitled  to  have  a 

the  noble  Lord's  suggestion  was  adopted.  Member,  and  he  regretted,  that  the  hon* 

Lord  J,  Russell  had  no  objection  to  it.  member  for  Mayo  had  reserved  his  objec- 

The  word  town  was  substituted  for  town-  tions  till  they  came  to  Frome,  which  was 


ship,  and  the  question  as  amended  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Chel- 
tenham, including  the  town  of  Cheltenham, 
Gloucestershire,  should  stand  part  of 
schedule  D." 

Lord  Althorp  moved  as  an  amendment, 
that  after  the  word  "  town,"  the  words 
**  and  parish  "  should  be  inserted. 

The  question,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  question,  *'that  Dudley,  including 
the  parish  of  Dudley,  Worcestershire, 
stand  part  of  schedule  D,"  was  also 
agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  "  that  Frome,  includ- 
ing the  town  of  Frome,  Somersetshire, 
stand  part  of  schedule  D," 

Mr.  Dominick  Broume  said,  he  was 
thoroughly  friendly  to  the  Bill,  but  he 
wished  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Althorp) 
would  pause  and  consider  whether  he  was 
not  giving  the  power  of  returning  Repre- 
sentatives to  too  small  communities.  He 
wished  to  hear  the  grounds  upon  which 
some  of  the  places  in  schedule  D  were  to 
acquire  the  right  of  returning  Members. 
He  was  decidedly  favourable  to  places 
returning  but  one  Member,  and  indeed  he 
wished  no  place  was  allowed  to  return 
more  than  one  Member.  He  had  repre- 
sented a  place  many  years,  which  had  the 
right  of  sending  two,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  his  hon.  colleague  and  himself 
were  directly  opposite  in  their  political 
opinions.  He  could  not  understand  upon 
what  principle,  Frome,  Gateshead,  White- 
haven, Kidderminster,  South  Shields,  and 
some  other  places,  were  to  return  Mem- 
bers. If  the  Representatives  for  England 
were  taken  in  round  numbers,  at  500,  and 
the  assessed  taxes  at  5,000,000/.,  then 
it  followed,  that  a  place  ought  to  pay 
10,000/.  in  assessed  taxes  to  entitle  it  to 
return  a  Member  to  that  House.  Now  it 
appeared,  that  Frome  only  paid  1,960/. 
With  respect  to  population,  it  ought  at 
least  to  have  a  population  of  24,000  souls. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  Frome  was  a  large 
town,  with  12,000  inhabitants,  and  the 
seat  of  an  important  manufacture  in  the 
south  of  England.     It  was  included  in  the 


one  of  the  few  places  in  the  West  of  Eng- 
land to  be  enfranchised.  For  the  reasons 
alleged  by  the  noble  Lord,  which  he 
thought  correct,  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise in  the  west  ought  to  be  carried  fur- 
ther. 

Mr.  Sandford  was  of  the  same  opinion. 
The  hon.  member  for  Mayo  could  never 
have  seen  the  town  of  Frome,  or  he 
would  not  hesitate  to  agree  that  it  ought 
to  return  a  Representative.  It  carried  on 
a  fine  woollen-trade  in  contradistinction 
to  the  coarse  woollen  trade  established  in 
Gloucestershire. 

Question  carried. 

On  the  question  being  put,  "  that 
Gateshead,  including  the  parish  of  Gates- 
head, Durham,  stand  part  of  schedule  D,** 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  Committee  was 
now  come  to  an  important  question — a 
question  which  naturally  attracted  peculiar 
attention,  because  it  involved  the  consider- 
ation of  the  extraordinary  increase  which 
the  Bill  made  in  the  number  of  Represent- 
atives to  be  returned  by  the  county  of 
Durham.  That  the  county  itself  was  to 
have  four  Representatives,  he  would  not, 
at  present,  quarrel  with^-on  that  point 
he  should  say  something  hereafter,  but 
most  certainly  some  explanation  was  neces- 
sary from  the  Government,  to  account  for 
the  erection  of  three  towns  in  this  coiinty, 
and  particularly  Gateshead,  into  boroughs. 
The  hon.  member  for  Mayo  had  obje^ed 
to  constituting  this  new  borough  in  Dur- 
ham, on  the  ground,  that  no  evidence  had 
been  laid  before  the  House  of  the  neces- 
sity or  propriety  of  that  step;  but  he  was 
prepared  to  shew,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Mayo  had  even  understated  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  that  there  were  four  new 
boroughs  to  be  constituted  in  this  neigh- 
bourhood. As  all  the  Members  ought  to 
know,  and  many  did  know,  the  town  of 
Gateshead  was  merely  the  southern  snbuib 
of  Newcastle ;  and,  if  Ministers  wished  to 
act  on  the  same  principle  which  they  had 
adopted  in  other  cases,  nothing  could  be 
more  proper  than  for  Uiem  to  haTO  added 
the  town  of  Gateshead  tothat  of  Newcastle, 
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The  town  of  Newcastle  contained  a  popu- 
lation of  35,000  souls,  and  it  was  to  return 
two  Members,  although  there  were  several 
places  in  schedule  D  which  had  superior 
populations,  and  were  to  return  only 
one  Member  each  to  that  House.  Sap- 
posing  Newcastle  to  be  fairly  entitled 
to  two  Members,  what  was  the  situa- 
tion of  Gateshead  that  entitled  it  to 
return  one  Member  ?  Gateshead  was  not 
a  place  of  such  importance,  and  was  not 
in  its  avocations,  or  by  possessing  a  sepa- 
rate class  of  population,  so  distinct  from 
Newcastle,  as  to  entitle  it  to  send  a 
Member  to  that  House.  He  therefore 
contended,  in  pursuance  of  the  line  of 
conduct  which  had  been  in  many  in- 
stances adopted,  that  Newcastle  and  Gates- 
head might  have  been  united,  and  if 
that  had  been  done,  even  then  the  total 
amount  of  population  of  the  borough  so 
formed,  would  not  exceed  the  amount 
of  population  of  Bolton,  which  was  to  have 
but  one  Representative.  He  was,  there- 
fore, not  at  all  astonished  at  hearing 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mayo; 
those  remarks  were  natural  enough ;  but  if 
that  hon.  Member  had  come  to  the  view 
he  had  taken,  merely  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  the  individual  case  of  Gateshead — 
how  much  more  strong  would  have 
been  his  objections  to  giving  Gateshead 
a  Representation  if  he  had  considered 
how  it  was  situated  with  respect  to  Sun- 
derland, and  to  South  Shields,  and  to 
North  Shields,  or  Tynemouth,  as  it  was 
called.  Within  a  very  small  district,  four 
new  boroughs  were  to  be  created.  Sun- 
derland was  distant  from  Gateshead  ten 
miles,  and  Sunderland  was  to  send  two 
Members  to  Parliament.  South  Shields 
was  at  a  less  distance  from  Sunderland 
than  Sunderland  was  from  Gateshead,  and 
it  was  to  send  one  Member.  And  North 
Shields^or  Tynemouth,  was  situated  close 
to  South  Shields,  and  it  also  was  to  return 
one  Member.  So  that,  within  a  circuit  of 
about  ten  miles,  four  new  boroughs  were 
to  be  erected,  and  of  those  four  boroughs, 
two  were  of  such  dimensions  as  to  attract 
the  disapprobation  or  doubt  and  remark  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Mayo,  in  all  other 
points  a  zealous  supporter  of  the  Bill. 
Now  let  them  look  at  their  individual 
claims.  The  largest  of  them  (Sunderland) 
was  to  enjoy  the  double  Representation, 
although  it  was  only  by  adding  to  its  popu- 
lation, that  of  Bishop's  Wearmonth  and 
Mbnksweannoutb,  that  it  could  bo  made  to 


amount  even  to  a  plausible  number,  whil 
other  places,  with  a  largerpopulation,  wer 
to  be  allowed  to  send  only  one  Mem 
ber.  Assisted  as  it  was  by  the  additiOi 
of  these  two  suburbs,  the  borough  of  Sun 
derland  had  a  population  only  of  d3,90C 
while  Bolton  had  a  population  of  44,00C 
He  did  not  mean  to  argue  the  questioi 
as  if  the  noble  Lord  had  laid  down  an 
precise  and  positive  rule  for  the  guidance  o 
the  Committee.  The  noble  Lord  had 
indeed,  in  his  opening  speech,  talked  of  i 
population  of  10,000  souls  entitling  : 
town  to  one  Member,  and  a  population  o 
50,000  souls  entitling  a  place  to  twi 
Members ;  but  really  that  scale  had  beei 
so  frequently  departed  from,  that  he  fel 
he  could  not  insist  upon  it,  in  the  presen 
argument,  with  any  probability  of  sue 
cess.  The  conduct  of  Government,  there 
fore,  had  deprived  him  of  any  beneHt  h 
might  have  derived  from  that  scale;  bu 
then  he  had  the  advantage  of  the  argumen 
he  might  address  to  the  discretion  an< 
the  justice  of  the  Government ;  for  if  the; 
assumed  a  discretion  to  abandon  their  ori 
ginai  scale,  they  surely  had  a  discretion  t 
abandon  every  other  part  of  their  plan 
which  might  turn  out  to  be  unjust.  Ofthi 
argument  he  could  not  be  deprived,  ant 
he  now  appealed  to  the  justice  and  to  th 
discretion  of  not  merely  the  Ministers,  bu 
of  the  House  and  the  country,  and  h 
asked  upon  what  principle  they  could  re 
fuse  the  right  of  returning  two  Member 
to  the  gigantic  towns  of  Yorkshire  am 
Lancashire,  while  that  right  was  be 
stowed  upon  an  inferior  borough  in  Dur 
ham  ?  Such  an  arrangement  appeared  t< 
him  to  set  all  propriety  and  principle  a 
defiance.  It  could  not  be  alleged  tha 
Suuderland  required  a  double  franchis 
because  it  was  situated  in  a  district  barrel 
of  Representation,  for  it  had  in  its  imme 
diate  neighbourhood,  Newcastle,  and  wa 
to  have  the  new  boroughs  of  South  Shields 
North  Shields,  and  Gateshead,  all  withii 
a  circuit  of  ten  or  a  dozen  miles.  Thei 
he  asked  again,  why  was  Bolton,  wit) 
44,000  inhabitants,  to  return  only  om 
Member,  and  Sunderland,  with  a  popula 
tion  of  33,000  inhabitants,  to  return  tw( 
Members?  He  could  not  expect  to  pro 
duce  much  impression  upon  that  Com 
mittee,  for  he  had  already  seen,  tha 
places  which  had,  what  appeared  to  bin 
to  be  extremely  strong  claims,  wer 
declared  by  the  majority  to  have  no  pre 
tensions  at  all«    He  might  again  be  mis 
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taken,  as  he  supposed  he  had  before  been 
mistaken;  but  to  his  humble  powers  of 
reasoning,  the  case  he  had  now  stated  was 
unanswerable.  The  Committee,  however, 
would,  of  course,  think  otherwise — but  it 
Avassome  consolation  to  him  to  be  opposed, 
i]Ot  so  much  by  reason — as  by  an  acknow- 
ledged determination  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill,  to  pass  over  all  anomalies,  and  to 
get  through  the  measure  post  haste,  with- 
out pausing  even  for  a  moment  to  correct  or 
attempt  to  correct  its  errors.  But  he 
begged  hon.  Members  to  consider,  that  the 
difficulties  which  had  beset  former  cases 
had  nothing  to  do  with  this.  In  the  case 
of  Dorchester,  reason,  common  sense,  and 
justice,  could  not  be  listened  to,  because 
they  would  lead  to  a  conclusion  which 
would  interfere  with  the  case  of  Guildford ; 
and  if  Guildford  was  successful,  then 
Chippenham  would  have  an  undeniable 
claim.  But,  in  the  present  case,  there  was 
nothing  of  that  sort ;  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  in  no  danger ;  it  was  not  assailed 
in  any  way ;  and  he  did  implore  the  Com- 
mittee to  look  seriously  at  what  it  was 
doing,  and  endeavour  to  make  this  iinal 
Bill — this  healing,  conciliatory,  and  satis- 
factory measure,  as  its  friends  called  it — 
a  just  and  consistent  one.  Northaller- 
ton, with  a  population  of  4,000  souls,  was 
to  return  two  Members ;  and  Sunderland, 
with  a  population  of  33,000  souls,  nearly 
ten  times  more  than  Northallerton,  was 
equally  to  return  two  Members :  while 
Bolton,  with  a  population  of  44,000  souls, 
eleven  times  greater  than  Northallerton, 
was  to  return  only  one.  It  was  curious,  that 
as  he  proceeded  into  this  cluster  of  fortu- 
nate boroughs — and  as  it  would  save  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  perhaps,  if  he  took 
that  opportunity  of  going  through  them 
all,  he  should  do  so — it  was  curious,  that 
as  he  proceeded  in  an  examination  of  the 
cases  which  those  lucky  boroughs  pre- 
sented, he  found  reason  to  use,  if  possible, 
still  stronger  remarks  than  the  case  of  Sun- 
derland, as  compared  with  Bolton,  would 
have  justified.  South  Shields  was  the  bo- 
rough he  hud  next  to  notice.  South  Shields 
had  only  a  population  of  8,88;3  souls. 
No ;  that  would  not  do.  Such  a  popula- 
tion would  never  pass  muster,  although 
South  Shields  was  in  this  lucky  district — 
although  South  Shields  was  recommended 
by  he  knew  not  what  patronage — a  mere 
populationof  8,88.)  could  not  suffice.  But 
was  there  no  hamlet,  no  township,  no 
chapelry,  that  could  be  annexed  ?    If  the 


worst  comes  to  the  wonty  let  us  add  to  it 
Gateshead.  There  is  but  half  the  diitanca 
between  South  Shields  and  Gateshead, 
that  there  is  between  Northallertoa  and 
some  of  the  places  united  with  that  town. 
If  (lateshead  had  been  united  eren  with 
Sunderland,  the  total  amount  of  popula- 
tion would  have  been  inferior  to  that  of 
Bolton  ;  and  if  Gateshead  had  been  united 
to  South  Shields,  even  thus  assisted  that 
borough  mia:ht  have  incurred  the  ditap- 
probation  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mayo, 
for  its  total  amount  of  population  would 
have  been  little  more  than  20,000.  Bat 
Gateshead  was  reserved  for  higher  deati-* 
nies  than  to  be  a  makeweight  in  theacale 
of  South  Shields;  and  it  occurred  to 
some  friend  of  this  peculiar  district,  that 
there  was  a  certain  parish  called  Westot, 
and  that  that  parish,  which  contained 
7,600  inhabitants,  might  be  added  to 
South  Shields.  Now  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  parish  of  Weatoe  waa 
not  a  town — not  one  continuous  town— » 
a  portion  of  it  did  indeed  join  the  town  of 
South  Shields,  but  the  portion  that  did 
Join,  and  the  |x>rtion  that  did  not  join, 
were  alike  udded  to  South  Shielda,  and 
even  thus  assisted,  the  total  amount  of 
population  in  that  borough  would  only  be 
about  16,000  souls.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  by  their  manner  to  imply 
that  Westoe  was  a  town.  That  was  not 
the  fact,  part  only  of  that  parish 
built  upon  ;  but  he  would  grant  that  it 
a  town,  he  would  allow  that  there 
not  one  acre  in  that  parish  that  was  not 
occupied  by  a  street  or  square,  and  having 
done  sOf  hf  would  ask  the  Committee  how 
it  could  reconcile  what  it  was  called  upon 
to  do  in  this  district — how  it  could,  with 
consistency  or  ju'^ticc,  give  a  distinct  Re- 
presentation to  South  Shields,  it  having 
North  Shields  and  Sunderlaud  in  its  im- 
mediate neighbourhood,  after  what  it  had 
done  with  respect  to  other  districta  and 
towns  in  other  parts  of  the  country  ?  [An 
Hon,  Member  said  something  across  Ma 
Table.]  An  hon.  Member  informed  him^ 
that  North  Shields  and  South  ShieMa 
were  on  different  sides  of  the  river  T^ne. 
He  was  much  obliged  for  this  local  inform* 
ation  ;  but  the  hon.  Member  need  hardly 
have  put  himself  to  the  trouble  of  giving  it, 
for  he  was  before,  he  begged  leave  to  assure 
him,  not  ignorant  of  the  fact  Aat  the  river 
Tyne  runs  between  North  ShieUa  and 
South  Shields.  But  there  waa  another 
fact  which  naturally  connected  ilaelf  wttk 
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tii«  mi#  ntationtd  by  the  lioa.  Mftmbtr. 
It  had  been  commonly  t«id»  that  a  rhrer 
divided  places ;  but  the  philotopbata  of 
France,  who  divided  that  oountiy  into 
departments — an  ominous  recollection—- 
laid  down,  and  correctly  too,  that  a  nati- 
gable  river  united,  and  not  divided  placet. 
The  river  Tyne  united  and  as  it  were,  incor- 
porated North  and  South  Shields, for  it  was 
a  great  and  navigable  river,  and  gave  to 
these  towns  a  community  of  interests  and 
of  employment.  Whatever  might  be  said 
of  a  brook  which  soiled  a  lady's  slipper  to 
cross  it — however  distinct  that  might  make 
two  places,  and  create  a  distinct  political 
interest,  a  great  and  navigable  river  must 
always  unite  the  towns  upon  its  opposite 
banks.  But  he  would  state  the  case  in  a 
way  which  would,  in  the  estimation  of  all 
parties,  be  certainly  fair.  If  South  Shields, 
like  Bolton,  had  a  population  of  40,000 
souls,  and  North  Shields  had  also  a 
population  of  40,000  souls,  he  would  not 
require  that  they  should  be  united.  He 
would  say,  that  it  was  consistent  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  to  give  Uiem  distinct 
Representations,  although  their  popular 
tion  would  still  be  far  inferior  to  the  popu- 
lation of  St.  Paocras.  But  when  this 
was  not  the  case,  when  the  population  of 
these  places  altogether  was  not  above  one- 
third  that  of  Marylebone,  and  not  above 
the  half  of  that  of  Pancras,  and  when, 
supposing  that  all  these  boroughs  were 
formed  into  one  town — hs,  in  fact,  they 
ought  to  be  considered,  for  they  were  all 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  each  other,  and 
had  but  one  avocation  and  one  local  in- 
terest— he  found  their  population  greatly 
short  of  the  population  of  towns  having 
only  one  Representative,  then  he  must  say, 
that  the  arrangement  was  clearly  bad,  and 
against  all  justice  and  reason.  South  Shields 
had  a  population  of  8,885,  North  Shields 
had  a  population  of  BfiOO,  and  Gateshead 
had  a  population  of  about  1 1,000 ;  so  that 
the  whole  population  of  the  three  places 
amounted  at  most  to  28,100;  and  if  three 
Members  were  to  be  given  to  that  popu- 
lation in  the  county  of  Durham,  surely  it 
would  be  but  justice  to  give  two  Members 
to  a  population  of  44,000  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster.  If  the  framers  of  the  Bill  had 
proceeded  upon  just  and  intelligible  prin- 
ciples^ this  was  the  way  in  which  those 
places  ought  to  have  been  treated ;  and, 
by  this  mode  of  proceeding,  a  fair  pro- 
portion, and  no  mofe,  of  the  Repre- 
sentation would  have  been  given  to  the 


nook  in  which  these  favoured  towns  w( 
situated.  But  in  the  estimation  of  soi 
extraordinary  influence,  three  boroug 
were  not  enough  for  this  Elysium  of  fra 
chise;  a  fourth  borough  must  be  add 
to  the  curious  list  already  gone  throug 
It  was  common  to  talk  of  populati 
following  coal,  but  this  was  indeed  f 
lowirig  coal  with  a  vengeance ;  and  I 
town  of  North  Shields,  which  had,  at  be 
but  a  claim  to  be  united  with  Sou 
Shields  was  constituted  into  a  sepan 
borough,  that  it  might  not  at  all  int< 
fere  with  or  deteriorate  the  Durham  F 
presentation.  The  towns  of  North  Shiel 
and  South  Shields,  taken  together,  h 
a  population  of  about  17,000  souls.  No 
that  was  a  small  population  according 
the  Bill,  and,  in  order  to  swell  it  out,  a 
to  bolster  it  up  to  something  like  the  i 
quired  amount,  let  the  population 
Westoe  be  added.  With  that  addition  t 
population  would  consist  of  24,000  sou 
and  to  that  population  he  for  one  should 
glad  and  ready  to  give  one  Member.  £ 
why  give  more  ?  Why  should  a  populati 
of  24,000  in  Durham  and  its  neighboi 
hood  have  more  Representatives  th 
a  population  of  44,000  had  in  Lnnc 
shire?  Upon  what  principle  had  t 
Government  gone  in  framing  this  part 
the  Bill?  The  town  of  Clitheroe  h 
been  separated  from  the  parish  of  C 
theroe — and  that,  it  was  said,  merely  1 
cause  the  parish  was  too  large.  That  v 
a  very  unfair  distinction  to  make,  but  wh 
the  case  of  these  Durham  boroughs  v 
considered,  it  became  singularly  unjust  a 
unprincipled.  The  Committee  would  i 
member,  that  in  Lancashire  the  franch 
was  not  given  to  the  parish  of  Bolton,  bul 
the  townships  of  Great  and  Little  Boltc 
If  the  franchise  had  been  given  to  t 
parish  of  Bolton,  then  that  place  mi 
have  had  two  Representatives.  But 
this  case  under  consideration,  not  or 
was  the  town  of  Tynemouth  united  wi 
North  Shields,  but  the  parish  of  Tyr 
mouth  was  also  thrown  in  to  swell  out  t 
population  to  the  necessary  amount.  Tl 
was  of  importance,  for  there  were  a  grc 
number  of  townships  in  Tynemouth.  [i 
Hon.  Member  said  '*  No."J  The  he 
Member  says  *'  No,"  continued  A 
Croker,  "  but  I  repeat  my  observation ;  a 
I  must  tell  that  hon.  Member,  that  wh; 
ever  may  be  his  local  information  up 
the  point,  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  addrei 
iog  the  Committee  without  having  ma 
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myself  at  least  master  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.     I  may  want  judgment  to  enable  me 
to  draw  correct  conclusions — I  may  want 
talents    to   enforce   my   arguments,    but 
at  least,  I  have,  and  employ  that  humble 
industry  which  enables  me  to  arrive  at  the 
facts   which   I   venture   to   slate   to   the 
House."  The  parish  ofTynemouth  contain- 
ed several  townships,  and  it  was  all  includ- 
ed, although  a  different  course  had  been 
pursued  with  respect  to  Bolton,  Bradford, 
Blackburn,  and  the   parish  of  Whalley. 
This  was  the  fact,  and  he  did  not  see  any 
just  ground  for  acting  differently  in  the 
case  of  Tynemouth,   merely   because  it 
happened  to  be  in  the  county  of  Northum- 
berland, and  adjoining  the  palatinate  of 
Durham.      If  these   four  new   boroughs 
were   in  dififerent  districts,   if  they  had 
been    at   a    considerable    distance   from 
each  other,  then  they  might,  perhaps,  have 
passed    without  attracting  such   peculiar 
attention,  but  as  they  were  circumstanced, 
that  was  impossible.     What  the  Ministers 
chose  to  think  a  large  population  in  Dur- 
ham was  in  their  opinion  but  a  small  popu- 
lation in  York ;  but  with  such  reasoning, 
common  sense  wouldnot  be  satisfied.   The 
county  of  Durham  was  suddenly  to  be 
over-run   with  Representatives,  and  one 
particular  nook  of  it  was  to  be  the  point  of 
especial  favour.     This  was  a  matter  which 
required  explanation,  and  that  explanation 
must  come  from  the  Government ;  for  it 
was  not  to  be  derived  from  the  most  at- 
tentive   consideration   of  the  population 
returns,  nor  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
nor  the  wealth,  importance,  or  other  claims 
of  the  new  nest  of  manufactured  boroughs. 
For  his  own  part  he  had  no  connexion 
with  those  places — no  personal  or  local 
interests.     Independently  of  fairness,  of 
common  justice,  and  of  common  sense, 
he  had  no  object  to   contend   for;  but 
on  behalf  of  these,  he  was  bound  to  pur- 
sue the  investigation  he  had  gone  into, 
and  to  ask  the  Ministers  how  they  could 
account  for   the  accumulated   unfairness 
and  irregularity  with  which,  as  it  at  pre- 
sent appeared,  they  had  acted  in  forming 
these  four  new  boroughs  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  and  his  col- 
leagues had  fairly  stated,  that  in  the  en- 
franchising part  of  the  Bill,  they  would 
not  tie  themselves  down  strictly  to  a  par- 
ticular rule.  Certainly,  in  looking  to 
that  portion  of  the  measure,  they  kept 
population  in  view ;  but  there  were  other 
points  also  which  it  was  necessary  for  them 


not  to  lose  sight  of.    One  of  these,  points 
must  be,  how  far  different  interests  were  at 
present,   or  ought    to    be,    represented. 
Now  they  found  on  examination,  that  one 
class  of  the    community — the  shipping 
interest — from    which  -he    had    received 
much  opposition  in  the  last  Session,  was 
not  largely  represented.     When  they  dis- 
covered that  considerable  masses  of  people 
were  thus  situated,  they  thought  it  would 
be    very    desirable    to    give    them    Re- 
presentatives.    They    therefore    deemed 
it  right  to  give  Members  to  Whitby  and  to 
Sunderland,  both  being  closely  connected 
with  the  shipping  interest.    To  Sunder- 
land it  was  thought  fit  to  add  Bishops 
Wearmouth  and  Monks  Wearmouth.     He 
had  no  local  knowledge  of  this  place ;  and 
from  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  he  was  not  inclined  to  beliefe 
that  he  had  much.     He  was,  however,  in- 
formed, that    Sunderland  and    Bishops 
Wearmouth  formed  one  town.     That  being 
the  case,    and   Sunderland  being   nearly 
connected  with  the  shipping  interest,  two 
Members  were  given  to  the  town.     The 
same  observation    would  apply    to  the 
towns  of  South  Shields  and  Tynemouth. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  a 
good  deal  to  Durham.     Now  he  oug^t  to 
have  recollected,  that  Tynemouth  was  not 
in    Durham,    but    in     Northumberland. 
Tynemouth,    with    its  parish,  contained 
upwards  of  8,000  inhabitants,  and  South 
Shields,  which  was  also  a  very  large  place, 
contained  17,000.     Now  it  was  because 
the  three  boroughs  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  had  been  called  were 
very  large,  and  were  all  connected  roost 
intimately  with  the   shipping  interest  of 
the  country,   that   Representatives   were 
given  to  them.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  South  Shields  and  Tyne- 
mouth   could    have    been    conveniently 
united,  and  have  returned  conjointly  two 
Members.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  they  are  separated  by  the  river 
Tyne,  but  he  denied  that  this  was  a  very  ma- 
terial impediment.    Water  communication 
was  sometimes  highly  serviceable,' but,  that 
a  large  navigable  river,  crossed  only  by  a 
ferry,  was  to  be  regarded  as  connecting  two 
towns  in  such  a  manner  as  to  form  them, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill,  into  one  bo- 
rough  he  could  not  admit.    The  chief 
ground  for  having  these  boroughs  in  this 
district  was,  that  the  amount  of  popn- 
lation   was  large  in  itself.    The  capital 
embarked  in  the  places  was  very  giwt| 
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and,  above  all,  they  were  all  intimately 
connected    with    the    shipping    interest. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ai^ued,  that 
Gateshead  should  be  joined  to  Newcastle, 
as  had  been  the  practice  in  other  cases. 
He  denied  that  such  was  the  practice,  and 
he  knew  of  no  such  cases.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  find  any  in- 
stance where  a  borough    of  the   magni- 
tude of  Newcastle,  which  sent  Members 
to  Parliament,  had  afterwards  attached  to 
it  so  large  a  district  as  Gateshead.     [Mr. 
Croker :  Sculcoates  with  Hull.]  That  case 
was  very  different  from  the  present :  Scul- 
coates and  Hull  were  so  closely  united, 
that  the  boundary  could  not  be  ascertained, 
while  Gateshead  was  separated  from  New- 
castle by  the  Tyne,  and  they  were  in  diJOfer- 
ent  counties*  They  were  not  so  nearly  con- 
nected as  Manchester  and  Salford.     Such 
a  proceeding  as  that  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  very  un- 
fair to  Newcastle.     He  had,  he  repeated, 
very  little  local  knowledge  of  the  place,  but 
the  hon.  member  for  Newcastle  would  pro- 
bably state  to  the  House  the  connexion 
between  those  two  places,  and  the  claims 
of  Gateshead  to  return  a  Member.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  insinuated,  that 
those  boroughs  were  created  on  a  prin- 
ciple of  partiality,  in  order  to  serve  a  noble 
friend  of  his  who  was  connected  with  the 
county   of    Durham.      He  had    already 
stated  the  ground  on  which  Gateshead  and 
the  other  boroughs  were  created — namely, 
with  a  view  to  the  Representation  of  the 
shipping  interest.     That    was    the    sole 
reason  :  and,  as  to  any  great  extent  of 
influence  which  the  noble  Lord  to  whom 
he  had  alluded  could  have  in  returning 
Members   for  very  populous    places,   he 
thought  that  the  idea  was  an  absolute  ab- 
surdity.    If  any  of  the  members  of  the 
Government  could   imagine  that  a  job 
like  that  would  be  attempted,  they  would 
unquestionably  resist  it  to  the  utmost. 

Mr.  Gaulbum  said,  the  first  reason 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  adduced  for 
creating  these  boroughs  was,  the  necessity 
of  giving  additional  Members  to  the  ship- 
ping interest.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  state,  that  he  would  do  any 
thing  for  that  important  interest.  -But 
how  was  h^  going  to  effect  this  object? 
He  understood  that  Gateshead  was  a 
suburb  of  Newcastle,  which  had  already 
Members,  not  more  distinct  from  it  than 
Salford  was  from  Manchester.  His  at- 
tention had  been  drawn  to  different  parts 


of  this  Bill,  and  he  could  not  see^that  an 

particular  regard  was  paid  to  the  shippin 

mterest.    The  first  part  he  would  notic 

was  that  of  Kingston-upon-Hull,  whic 

had  32,000  inhabitants,  and  near  it:tlia 

was  a  suburb  with  11,000  inhabitants^ 

evidently  forgetting,  by  his  conduct  tc 

wards  Hull,  his  deep  regard  for  the  sbif 

ping  interest.     Was  not,  then,  Kingstoc 

upon-Hull  as  important  a  town  as  Uatei 

head  ?    Assuredly  it  was.    '^  But*'  sai 

the  noble  Lord  '<  Sculcoates  shall  not  hai 

a  Member ;  it  is  sufficient  to  join  it  wit 

Kingston-upon-HuU ;  while  he  refused  1 

adopt  a  similar  course  with  respect  1 

Gateshead  and  Newcastle.    These  cas< 

were  precisely  alike,  and  yet  a  very  diffei 

ent  course  had  been  pursued  towards  then 

If  it  was  said  Gateshead  contained  upwarc 

of  10,000  inhabitants,  why  Sculcoates  ha 

as  many ;  Sculcoates  was,  jn  fact,  the  sul 

urb  of  Kingston,  as  Gateshead  was  the  sol 

urb  of  Newcastle,  and  yet  Sculcoates  wi 

to  be  united  with  Kingston,  and  not  1 

have  a  Representative  of  its  own*    TI 

importance  of  Kingston  as  a  maritime  to^ 

could  hardly  be  denied.    The  populatic 

of  Newcastle  was  35,000,  and  the  popi 

lation  of  Gateshead  was  12,000.     No 

the  population  of  Kingston  was  32,00< 

and  the  population  of  Sculcoates    wi 

11,000 ;  and  he  therefore  contended,  tl 

cases    were    precisely    similar,   and  j 

the  Government  had  pursued  a  differei 

course  of  conduct  with  respect  to  thei 

The  hon.  member  for  Newcastle  was>  pe 

haps,  going  to  tell  them  of  the  important 

of  Shields  as  a  reason  for  its  having 

Member.     If  so,  allow  him  to  remind  tl 

hon.  Member,  that  there  had  been  a  tin 

when  the    member  for    Newcastle    hi 

declared,  that  North  and  South  Shieh 

were  as  nothing  in  comparison  with  Nei 

castle,   and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  d 

barred  from  those  privileges  which  Nei 

castle  enjoyed.     The  noble  Lord  (Althoi] 

might  have  been  pestered,  as  he  had  bee 

with  applications  that  separate  Cnston 

houses  should    be  given  to   North  ai 

South  Shields,  but  the    inhabitants 

Newcastle  had  always  contended  again 

it,  on  the  ground  that  the  trade  of  Shiel 

was,  in  fact,  the  trade  of  Newcastle.    Tl 

explanation  given  by  the  noble  Lord  w 

by  no    means  satisfactory ;  the  differe: 

treatment  received  by  the  two  places  w 

not  accounted  for. 

Mr.  John  Hodgson  said,  that  the  fii 
topic  he  should  notice  was,  the  burden 
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the  tptech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
m%n  opposite — namely*  the  supposed  in- 
equality in  the  Representation  of  counties 
under  this  Bill.  Now,  how  many  Mem- 
bers would  be  g^ven  to  Durham  by  this 
Bill!  In  all,  it  would  give  ten  Members. 
If*  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  compare  Uie  relative  proportion  of 
the  population  of  England,  and  the  popu- 
lation of  the  county  of  Durham,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find,  that  the  num- 
ber of  Members  due  to  Durham  would  be 
nine,  so  that  the  right  hun.  Gentleman 
had  only  ouc  Member  to  dispute  about. 
But  then  he  did  not  understand  that  such 
ims  the  principle  upon  which  the  Minis- 
ters bad  proceeded.  Certainly  it  was  not 
the  principle  on  which  he  had  supported 
the  Bill.  The  principle  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
understood  it,  was,  that  wherever  there 
was  a  town  which  ought  to  be  represented, 
one  or  two  Members,  as  its  claims  might 
require,  should  be  given  to  it,  without 
any  reference  to  the  county  in  which  it 
was  situated.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
bad  told  them,  that  Sunderland  and  the 
places  joined  with  it,  which  contained  a 
population  of  only  33,000,  was  to  return 
two  Members ;  while  Bolton,  and  the 
places  joined  with  it,  which  contained  a 
population  of  upwards  of  40,000,  was  to 
return  only  one  Member.  Now,  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  either  been  wanting  in  candour,  or 
that  he  had  been  guilty  of  great  inadver- 
tence, when  be  made  this  statement.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  obtain  no 
such  respective  population  for  these  places 
unless  he  had  gone  upon  the  returns  of 
1821  with  regard  to  the  one,  and  upon 
the  returns  of  1831,  with  regard  to  the 
Other.  He  believed,  that  Sunderland  had 
now  a  population  of  43,000  :  it  was  more- 
over the  fourth  port  in  the  kingdom,  and 
was,  in  all  respects,  a  place  of  great  con- 
sideration. He  would  venture  to  say,  that 
there  was  no  town  in  the  kingdom,  simi- 
larly situated,  which  had  not  been  dealt 
with  in  the  same  manner  in  the  Bill.  He 
would  next  advert  to  an  argument  of  an- 
other right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  pleased  to  anti- 
cipate what  he  was  about  to  say,  and  to 
calcttlate  upon  an  inconsistency  between 
-what  he  had  said  on  former  occasions,  and 
-what  he  should  say  to-night  The  lan- 
guage, however,  which  he  had  used  upon 
the  occasioDi  referred  to    by  the  hon. 


Gentleman  was,  that  the  trade  and  thm 
merchandise  belonged  to  Newcastle,  bnt 
that  the  shipping  belonged  to  North  and 
South  Shields ;  and  that  the  fact  of  the 
trade  and  the  merchandise  belonging  to 
Newcastle,  was  a  reason  for  the  Custom- 
house being  at  Newcastle,  and  not  at 
North  and  South  Shields  :  the  amount  of 
tonnage  belonging  to  the  three  placce 
was  170,000  tons.  As  to  the  question  of 
joining  North  and  South  Shields  into  one 
borough,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
arguing  that  question,  had  joined  them 
both  to  the  county  of  Durham,  and  had 
never  intimated  that  one  was  in  the  county 
of  Durham,  and  the  other  in  the  county 
of  Northumberland. 

Mr.  Croker  had  stated,  that  they  were 
separated  by  the  Tyne. 

Mr.  John  Hodgson  continued — Yei»  bnt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  his  ar- 
gument, joined  both  to  the  county  of 
Durham,  and  had  not  intimated  that  the 
Tyne  was  the  boundary  of  the  countiee. 
The  interests  of  Gateshead  and  Newcastle 
were  as  distinct  as  those  of  Manchester 
and  Salford.  The  statements,  too,  which 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  the  popula- 
tion of  Newcastle  were  not  correct.  In 
1821,  the  population  of  Newcastle  was 
43,000,  and  that  of  Gateshead  12,000. 
At  this  moment,  the  population  of  New- 
castle, taking  the  town  and  its  suburbe^ 
amounted  to  55,000,  while  the  population 
of  Gateshead  was  not  less  than  16,000. 
In  both  cases,  seamen,  who  formed  a  con- 
siderable body,  were  omitted.  An  attempt 
had  been  made  to  institute  a  comparison 
between  Hull  and  Sculcoatcs,  and  New- 
castle and  Gateshead.  The  two  cases, 
however,  were  as  different  as  it  was  possi- 
ble for  any  two  cases  to  be.  Sculcoatee 
was,  in  fact,  a  part  of  Hull,  and  Gateshead 
was  no  part  of  Newcastle.  Hull  con- 
sisted of  decks,  warehouses,  and  streets, 
which  contained  shops,  and  the  dwellings 
of  the  lower  classes :  the  chief  persons  of 
wealth  resided  in  Scu locates.  Now, Gates- 
head was  not  only  no  part  of  Newcastle, 
but  it  was  in  the  county  of  Durham,  and 
separated  by  the  Tyne  from  Newcastle, 
which  was  in  the  county  of  Nortlmmber- 
land.  The  persons,  too,  living  in  Gates- 
head, carried  on  considerable  manufac- 
tures, wholly  independent  of  Newcastle. 
Though  the  population  might  not  be  so 
wealthy  as  that  of  Newcastle,  it  was  very 
respectable,  and  very  enterprising.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  should  certahdj 
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support  the  proposition  for  giving  a  Mem- 
ber to  Gateshead.  He  would  only  add 
(to  borrow  an  expression  from  the  Gentle- 
man opposite),  that,  in  his  opinion,  nothing 
could  be  so  unfair  as  to  swamp  Newcastle 
In  Gateshead. 

Mr.  Goulbum  assured  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  he  had  not  intended  to  make  an 
invidious  distinction  or  comparison  between 
Newcastle  and  Shields.  He  had  merely 
desired  to  remind  him  of  the  arguments 
made  use  of  with  regard  to  the  Custom- 
houses. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  said,  he  knew  Gates- 
head well ;  and  he  must  caution  the  Com- 
mittee against  relying  fully  on  ihe  argu- 
ments and  reasons  of  the  right  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Newcastle,  as  from  his  connection 
wiih  the  place,  he  might  unintentionally 
give  a  more  favourable  account  of  it  than 
it  deserved.  He  had  yet  heard  no  reason 
to  justify  the  Committee  in  giving  it  a  se- 
parate Representative.  It  must  be  clear 
to  every  person  who  visited  the  fdace,  that 
Gateshead  was  a  suburb  of  Newcastle, 
consisting  principally  of  poor  houses.  It 
depended  entirely  upon  the  collieries,  and 
that  interest  would  be  sufficiently  defended 
by  the  two  members  for  Newcastle.  There 
was  not  the  least  necessity  that  it  should 
have  a  separate  Representation.  If  his 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Goulbum)  did  not 
divide  the  Committee  on  it,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  do  so  himself,  to  mark  his  sense 
of  the  transaction.  He  knew  there  was 
no  great  interest  in  the  place  to  represent, 
but  that  it  would  be  dependent  on  New- 
castle. It  had  been  stated,  that  Members 
were  so  bountifully  bestowed  on  this  dis- 
trict, to  represent  the  shipping  interest, 
but  Gateshead  had  no  ships.  The  hon. 
member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Hodgson) 
allowed,  that  the  county  of  Durham  had 
one  Member  more  than  its  proportion,  and 
he  should  prefer  giving  that  one  Member 
to  some  otner  place,  where  the  interests 
were  inadequately  represented. 

Mr.  /.  L.  Knigki  mid,  that  far  from 
imputing  to  Ministen  that  they  had  framed 
a  public  Act  with  a  view  to  the  interests 
of  private  individuab,  he  would  not  even 
allow  himself  to  suspect,  that  any  body  of 
public  men  could  be  actuated  by  such 
disgraceful  motives.  The  fault,then, which 
he  had  to  find  with  this  part  of  the  Bill 
did  not  arise  from  any  notion,  that  it  had 
been  framed  with  improper  views.  Bat 
let  the  Committee  see  what  the  Bill  did. 
It  gave  one  Member  lo  Gatediead;  il 


gave  two  Members  to  Sooth  Shields,  in- 
cluding Bishopswearmouth  and  MobIw- 
wearmouth.  [Cries  of^^no^  no/J  Yet, 
it  did.  [Cries  of '' no,  no."  AftmrkM^ 
at  the  Bill,  the  hon,  and  learned  timtAm 
continued.]  He  meant  two  Membeia  tto 
Sunderland,  Bishopswearmouth,  Monka* 
wearmouth,  and  one  to  South  Shielda* 
He  was  speaking  of  the  Members  which 
were  given  to  places  in  the  county  of 
Durham,  and  it  did  not  matter  to  what 
particular  places  those  Members  were  as- 
signed. He  contended,  that  the  rights 
of  the  freeholders  of  the  county  of  Dar- 
ham  were  sacrificed  by  the  creation  of  this 
large  borough -constituency  in  the  county. 
He  was  informed,  upon  good  authority, 
that  when  the  town  population  was  ab- 
stracted, there  would  oe  fewer  voters  for 
the  four  Members  for  the  county,  than 
there  now  were  for  the  two.  Ha  wished 
to  compare  this  case  of  Gateshead  widi 
the  case  of  Merthyr-Tydvil.  The  popo* 
lation  of  Gateshead  might  be  slated,  in 
round  numbers,  at  11,000,  or  12,000. 
He  went  bv  the  populatioQ  of  1821,  whkdi 
they  had  been  toM,  over  and  over  agaitty 
was  to  be  their  guide  ;  and  this  place  ad-* 
joined  the  town  ai  Newcastle,  which  had 
two  Members.  Now,  the  town  and  dia«> 
trict  of  Merthyr-Tydvil  was  the  chief  plaea 
of  the  iron  manufacture  of  the  kingdom  ; 
and,  at  tlie  same  time,  contained  17,000 
souls.  It  was  situated  in  a  district  con- 
taining few  Members,  yet  it  was  not  lo 
have  one  for  itself.  Brecknockshire  re- 
turned only  two  Members,  MonsMNitli* 
shire  three,  and  Glamorgaasbire  two.  By 
the  scheme  of  this  Bill,  Glamorganshiie 
would  return  four  Members,  but  &  other 
two  counties  would  remain  as  they  were. 
The  total,  therefore,  under  the  new  Bill* 
would  be  nine  Members  for  these  three 
counties.  Now,  when  they  were  tdd,  that 
particular  interests  ought  to  be  represeat^ 
ed  in  that  House,  he  begged  leave  to  ask, 
how  the  iron  interest  of  South  Walee 
would  be  represented  under  the  new  Billt 
He  had  akeady  described  the  importaaee 
of  Merthyr-Tydvil,  As  to  its  population^ 
that  amounted  to  17,000  or  18,000,  ia 
1821,  and  the  populatkm  of  ks  Mborhe 
amounted  to  about  2/)00,  making,  alto- 
gether, 19,000,  or  20,000.  The  popnb* 
tion  had  now  vastly  increased ;  and  yet  a 
place  of  this  great  importance,  and  c£  thm 
large  population,  was  not  allowed  to  retnni 
a  Member,  bnt  was  soit  as  a  paltry  adU 
jonct  lo  a  seaport  which  bad  befere  m* 
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turned  Representatives  to  Parliament. 
Thus,  while,  in  Durham,  borough  had 
been  heaped  upon  borough,  this  impor- 
tant place  had  been  refused  a  Member 
for  itself.  Comparing  Gateshead  with 
Merthyr-Tydvil,  he  must  ask,  upon  what 
principle  of  common  sense  or  common 
justice  it  was,  that  a  Member  should  be 
given  to  Gateshead  and  denied  to  Mer- 
thyr-Tydvil? He  presumed  it  must  be 
upon  the  principle,  as  had  been  said,  that 
as  the  South  had  formerly  rather  more 
than  its  share  of  Members,  the  proportions 
were  to  be  now  reversed.  He  should 
certainly  oppose  giving  a  Member  to 
Gateshead. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  would  state  one  or 
two  facts  which  he  thought  would  destroy 
the  argument  of  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  It  had  been  said,  that  Gateshead 
was  a  suburb  of  Newcastle.  Now,  the  fact 
was,  that  Gateshead  and  Newcastle  were 
situated  on  different  sides  of  the  Tyne — 
that  one  was  in  the  county  of  Durham, 
and  the  other  in  the  county  of  Northum- 
berland ;  and  the  two  places  were  as  dis- 
tinct as  it  was  possible  for  any  two  places 
to  be*  And  yet,  by  Gentlemen  opposite, 
these  two  places  were  compared  with  Hull 
and  Sculcoates,  which  were,  in  fact,  one 
and  the  same  town,  being  under  the  same 
jurisdiction,  and  paying  the  same  poor- 
rates.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Knight),  who  had  just 
sat  down,  he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that 
if  the  populations  of  Glamorganshire  and 
Durham  were  compared, it  would  be  found, 
that  Glamorganshire  would  have  the  greater 
share  of  Representation.  The  county  of 
Durham  would  have  one  Member  to  everv 
34,000  inhabitants,  whereas  Glamorgan- 
shire would  have  one  Member  to  every 
28,000  inhabitants. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  rose  reluctantly  on 
that  question,  on  account  of  predilections 
for  the  county  of  Durham.  He  had  re- 
presented the  city  of  Durham  for  several 
years  in  that  House,  and  he  should  be 
anxious,  in  the  present  struggle  for  Reprc- 
gentatives,  to  obtain  as  large  a  share  for 
that  county,  being  closely  connected  with 
it»  as  was  consistent  with  justice.  He  was 
glad  that  two  Members  had  been  given  to 
Sutherland.  That  was  no  more  than  the 
fair  distribution.  No  one  could  doubt 
that  the  town  of  Durham  ought  to  retain 
its  Members.  He  thought  that  it  was  only 
1  nable  that  South  Shields  should  have 
\       Representative.     But,  although  be 


had  as  strong  a  desire  to  increase  the  Re- 
presentation of  Durham  as  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  showed,  on  the  preceding 
night,  to  add  to  that  of  Staffordshire,  he 
must  say,  that  Gateshead  was  no  more 
than  a  suburb  of  Newcastle,  and  that  it 
had  no  right  to  send  a  Member  to  that 
House.  He  believed,  there  was  no  import- 
ant interest  in  that  place  to  be  represent- 
ed, and  it  would  be  extravagant  to  throw 
away  a  Member  on  it.  He  had  no  desire 
to  disparage  it ;  but  he  must  say,  that  it 
was  a  trifling,  insignificant  place,  compared 
to  other  places  that  were  excluded  from 
all  share  in  the  Representation. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  there  was  a  mistake  in 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Charles  Wood).  The  population  of  the 
county  of  Durham,  in  1821,  was  only 
270,000.  This,  divided  by  ten,  wonld 
give  one  Member  for  every  27,000  inha- 
bitants, and  not  for  every  34,000.  If 
Representation  was  given  in  proportion 
to  population,  the  great  county  of  York 
ought  to  have  sixty  Members.  This  Bill 
introduced  the  most  strange  anomalies  into 
every  county,  and  into  every  district,  and 
the  anomaly  was  still  greater  as  the  de- 
ficiency of  Representation  was  entirely 
among  the  rural  branch,  and  no  other 
branches  of  the  population.  There  were 
on  one  side  300  Members  to  represent  less 
than  3,000,000  people,  and  on  the  other 
only  150  to  represent  about  12,000,000. 
This  must  strike  every  one,  and  would,  be- 
fore long,  most  certainly  consign  the  Bill 
to  the  fate  which  it  so  well  deserved.  If  the 
Representation  was  to  be  changed  at  all,  it 
ought  to  have  been  done  upon  some  plain 
general  principle,  by  which  all  these  ano- 
malies might  have  been  avoided.  At  to 
Gateshead,  it  was  an  unimportant  subnrb 
of  Newcastle,  and  there  was  no  reason  why 
it  should  have  a  separate  RepresentatioD. 

Sir  H.  Williamson  said,  that  the  gallant 
Member  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge)  opposite, 
could  know  nothing  about  Gateshead,  or  he 
would  not  have  called  it  a  suburb  of 
Newcastle,  and  a  trifling,  insigniBcant 
place.  It  was  not  a  suburb  of  Newcastle, 
but  entirely  distinct  from  it,  a  sepa- 
rate parish,  and  situated  in  a  different 
county.  Then,  as  to  its  being  distingnish- 
ed  for  nothing,  he  begged  to  state,  that 
very  considerable  manufactures  were  car* 
ricd  on  in  it.  He  was  sure,  the  gallant 
Member  must  have  spoken  of  Gateshead 
from  hearsay,  and  not  from  aoT  penonal 
knowledge,  because  what  the  gallant  Mem« 


857 


Committee-'^ 


{Aug.  5} 


Seventeenth  Ddy. 


Vtk 


ber  had  said  of  it  was  not  consistent  with 
the  fact. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  knew  Grateshead 
very  well,  though  he  had  certainly  nerer 
had,  like  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  advantage 
of  (lining  in  Gateshead,  and  making  a 
very  remarkable  speech  there;  but  good 
taste  would  prevent  him  from  entering 
further  into  the  subject  of  what  was  said 
on  that  occasion.  If  he  were  to  go  into 
that  speech,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
show,  that  the  probability  was,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Gateshead  were  not  the 
most  respectable  in  the  world.  He,  how- 
ever, had  canvassed  Gateshead  two  or 
three  times ;  and  he  contended,  that 
Gateshead  was  an  insignificant  suburb  as 
compared  with  Merthyr-Tydvil  and  many 
other  places  he  could  mention. 

Sir  H.  Williamson  said,  that  the  gallant 
Member  had  proved,  upon  his  own  show- 
ing, that  he  knew  nothing  about  Gates- 
head. The  gallant  Officer  had  canvassed 
Gateshead  as  a  candidate  for  the  city, 
not  for  the  county,  of  Durham.  The  gal- 
lant Member,  therefore,  knew  nothing  of 
the  freeholders  resident  in  Gateshead. 
The  gallant  Member's  acquaintance  was 
confined  to  the  freemen  of  the  city  of 
Durham  resident  in  Gateshead,  and  they 
certainly  were  neither  very  numerous  nor 
the  most  respectable  portion  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  Gateshead.  But  the  gallant 
Member  had  originally  stated,  that  Gates- 
head was  distinguished  for  nothing,  where- 
as he  now  underrated  it,  by  comparing  it 
with  Merthyr-Tydvil  and  other  places. 

Mr.  Chaytor  was  surprised  that  any 
one  who  knew  Gateshead  could  describe 
it  as  a  part  or  a  suburb  of  Newcastle.  It 
was  no  such  thing,  but  as  distinct  and  se- 
parate from  Newcastle  as  any  one  place 
could  be  from  another.  The  parish  was 
different,  and  the  jurisdiction  wholly  dis- 
tinct. Perhaps,  however,  the  place  might 
not  be  agreeable  to  some  visitors. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  he  understood,  that  the 
jurisdiction  in  Hull  and  Sculcoates  were 
different,  and  the  poor-rates  different,  and 
that  they  were  situated  in  different  pa- 
rishes. In  Hull  the  jurisdiction  was  in  the 
Mayor;  in  Sculcoates  the  appeal  was  to 
the  Sessions.  The  case  of  Hull,  there- 
fore, and  Sculcoates,  was  in  every  respect 
similar  to  that  of  Newcastle  and  Gates- 
head. 

Mr.  Stuart  WortUy  felt  a  strong  in- 
terest for  the  county  of  Dtirham,  but  he 
must  say,  that  no  part  of  the  Bill  surprised 


him  more  than  that.  If  it  was  necessary, 
as  the  hon.  Barouet  (Sir  H.  Williamson) 
seemed  to  indicate,  to  be  acquainted  with 
every  locality  to  form  a  juagment,  how 
was  it  possible,  that  Ministers  could  Iia?e 
qualified  themselves  to  prepare  the  details 
of  a  measure  like  this?  The  fact  was, 
that  in  the  time  of  Edward  6th,  Gates- 
head was  assigned  to  the  Corporation  of 
Newcastle,  and  in  1646  the  population  of 
that  place  would  have  been  assigned  to 
Newcastle,  were  it  not  for  unexpected  cir- 
cumstances. It  was  said,  that  by  letting 
in  Gateshead,  they  would  sluice  New- 
castle. How  stood  the  case  with  respect 
to  Rochester  ?  It  was  annexed  in  this 
Bill  to  Stroud  and  Chatham,  though  the 
jurisdiction  was  different  and  the  parishes 
different.  The  population  of  Gateshead 
was  11,700,  and  of  Newcastle  35,000. 
The  population  of  Rochester  was  9,800, 
and  of  Stroud  and  Chatham  17,500.  It 
was  more  unfair  to  sluice  Rochester 
with  Chatham  and  Stroud,  than  New-^ 
castle  with  Gateshead.  The  same  obser- 
vation might  be  made  with  respect  to 
Portsmouth  and  Portsea.  In  1821  the 
population  of  Portsmouth  was  between 
7,000  and  8,000,  and  of  Portsea  38,000. 
It  was  ridiculous  to  talk  about  difference 
of  interest  in  Newcastle  and  Gateshead. 
Both  places  owed  all  their  importance  to 
the  coal  trade. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  this  case  was 
a  violation  of  all  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
and  of  the  rules  by  which  Ministers  bad 
professed  that  they  were  guided.  It  was 
marvellous  to  observe  the  shifts  to  which 
Ministers  were  driven.  In  some  cases  a 
small  river  was  made  to  interpose,  to  alter 
the  franchise;  in  others,  for  a  different 
purpose,  the  river  was  either  forded  by  a 
bridge  thrown  over  it,  or  it  was  impossible 
to  ford  it,  just  as  it  suited  their  purposes. 
They  paid  no  regard  to  the  barriers  of 
either  common  sense  or  consistency.  The 
fact,  howeveK  was,  that  there  was  an  i 
priori  determination  that  Gateshead  shoaM 
have  a  Member,  and  coute  quicoute  Gates* 
head  was  to  have  a  Member.  It  was  in 
vain  to  reason  with  a  majority  like  that 
sitting  around  and  above  the  Ministers. 
When  men  were  congregated  together  in 
large  numbers,  they  were  usually  bold, 
but  such  parliamentary  audacity,  such 
Ministerial  audacity,  such  effrontery,  and 
such  appalling  boldnesSyhad  never,  per- 
haps, been  witnessed  untQ  now.  If  he 
might  be  allowed  to  borrow  a  meti^hor 
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from  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Thetford  (Mr.  A.  Baring),  he  should  say, 
thatGateshead  was  the  violet,  the  nosegay, 
of  schedule  D,  but  then  it  was  a  violet, 
a  nosegay,  of  which  he  must  say,  "  non 
redolet,  sed  olet"  He  would  not  translate 
ihe  Latin  into  plain  iiome-spun  English, 
because  it  would  be  culled  bv  the  Gentle- 
men  opposite,  factious  and  strong  lan- 
guage. It  had  been  complained,  that  im- 
putations had  been  cast  upon  the  framers 
of  this  Bill  with  regard  to  this  case  of 
Gateshead.  Now  he  did  not  desire  to 
cast  any  imputations — but  this  he  would 
say,  namely,  that  the  case  of  Gateshead 
was  either  a  case  of  gross  partiality,  or  of 
grots  ignorance,  and  Ministers  might  take 
their  choice  between  these  two  charges. 
But  he  repeated,  that  it  was  of  no  use  to 
argue  the  case.  The  Members  opposite 
had  determined  to  support  the  measure, 
and  all  the  parts  of  it,  either  right  or 
wrong.  It  would  be  of  no  use  to  detect 
mistSKes  hereafter.  The  Bill  could  not  be 
a  prospectus  of  a  Constitution ;  it  was  final 
by  the  decree  of  Ministers,  although  the 
Radicals  thought  they  should  be  able  to 
improve  it  by  and  by.  It  was  said,  that 
Gateshead  was  a  small  place,  but  the  inns 
were  probablv  good,  as  he  remembered 
something  of  a  speech  delivered  there, 
which  was  not  delivered  at  the  King's 
Head,  or  the  Crown,  or  Sceptre,  or  the 
Mitre,  or  any  one  with  a  similar  symbol. 
The  drift  of  that  speech  was,  to  advise  the 
Ministers  not  to  attend  to  any  speeches 
from  their  opponents,  to  fear  no  opposi- 
tion, aud  to  go  on  with  the  measure,  re- 
gardless of  all  argument  or  reason.  This 
advice  had  been  well  acted  upon  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  They  had  duly 
acted  their  parts,  and  they  were  supported 
by  Gentlemen  who  seemed  to  agree,  that 
out  of  respect  for  them,  they  would  support 
any  measure  that  emanated  from  them,  be 
it  just  or  unjust.  Such  sentiments  had 
been,  in  more  than  one  case,  expressed, 
and  even  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member 
for  Westminster  (Sir  F.  Burdett)— the 
vox  populi — he  who  had  so  often  declared, 
that  he  would  never  succumb  in  his  opin- 
ions to  any  Ministers — even  that  hon. 
Baronet  had  acknowledged,  last  night, 
that  he  had  objections  to  the  Bill,  but  that 
he  chose  to  waive  them.  To  divide  in  the 
face  of  such  a  majority  was,  he  agreed,  a 
WMte  of  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Ckaytor  wished,  after  the  remarks 
o[  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman,  to 


state  why  he  supported  the  question  before 
the  House.  He  apprehended  the  principle 
on  which  the  Bill  proceeded,  was  popula- 
tion and  property,  with  a  regard  to  existing^ 
interests,  that  had  been  applied  to  districts 
and  counties.  If  there  was  any  inequality 
in  the  Bill,  it  was  this — that  the  Bill  gave 
too  many  Members  to  the  counties,  and 
not  sufficient  to  the  towns.  He  stated 
this  fairly  and  openly,  as  an  objection 
which  he  had  to  the  Bill;  and  yet,  in 
spite  of  this  objection,  and  in  spite  of  the 
censure  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  he  should 
most  certainly  support  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think,  that  there  was  great  impropriety  in 
Gentlemen  who  had  objections  to  the  Bill, 
waiving  those  objections  for  the  sake  of 
ensuring  the  success  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man why  he  adopted  this  course.  If  the 
Bill  had  some  faults,  the  present  system 
of  Representation  had  many  vices ;  and 
he  did  not  think  there  was  anything  in- 
consistent with  morality  or  gooa  sense,  in 
exerting  oneself  to  the  utmost  for  the 
purpose  of  exchanging  a  vicious  and 
corrupt  system,  for  a  system  which  was 
only  in  some  measure  faulty. 

Mr.  John  Weyland  did  not  think  any 
argument  had  been  used  which  would 
justify  him  in  voting  for  giving  a  Mem- 
ber to  Gateshead.  He  would  do  the  hon. 
Members  who  supported  Government,  the 
credit  to  believe  they  acted  from  consci- 
entious motives,  and  he  trusted,  that  they 
would  think  the  same  of  him  when  he  de- 
clared, he  should  most  cordially  f^^ive  bis 
support  to  the  proposition  for  excluding 
Gateshead  from  the  schedule. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  considered 
Gateshead  to  be  amply  represented  by 
Newcastle.  Many  parts  of  the  country 
were  inadequately  represented,  while 
Members  were  wantonly  squandered  on 
insignificant  places.  Glamorganshire  ought 
to  have  had  the  Member  now  proposed  to 
be  given  to  Gateshead ;  but  those  countMS 
with  which  Ministers  were  connected  had 
been  more  favourably  dealt  with  than 
other  counties.  The  Representations 
which  had  been  made  from  the  county 
which  he  represented  (Moumouthshire) 
and  from  Glamorganshire,  had  been 
totally  disregarded. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  the  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  given  no  reason  why 
this  suburb  of  Gateshead  should  aol  be 
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added  to  Newcastle,  from  which  it  was 
distant  about  200  yards,  and  contained  a 
population  of  12,000  souls,  while  Merthyr 
Tydvil,  with  30,000  inhabitanU,  had  been 
added  to  Cardifif,  from  which  place  it  was 
twenty-6ve  miles  distant.  He  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  par- 
ticularly to  this  fact,  that  around  this 
principal  seat  of  our  iron  manufactory, 
there  were  180,000  people  unrepresented. 
The  county  of  Durham  had  been  treated 
with  great  partiality ;  it  got  five  new  Mem- 
bers by  the  Bill.  Would  it  not  have  been 
more  desirable  and  just  to  have  given  a 
Representative  to  Merthyr  Ty^^^^*  ^"^  ^^ 
have  avoided  sluicing  Cardiff,  than  one  to 
Gateshead  ?  He  regretted  being  obliged 
to  make  these  remarks,  connected  as  he 
was  with  Durham,  but  the  injustice  of  the 
case  obliged  him  to  notice  it. 

Lord  Althorp  regretted,  that  the  reasons 
he  had  already  given  for  appropriating  a 
Member  to  Gateshead,  had  not  been  con« 
sidered  satisfactory  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  They  appeared  conclusive  to 
him,  and  he  could  throw  no  further  light 
on  the  subject.  He  would  continue  to 
maintain,  there  was  no  instance  of  a  bo- 
rough, already  possessing  two  Members, 
having  such  an  addition  of  population  as 
was  contained  in  Gateshead,  let  in  upon 
it.  Hull  and  Sculcoates  did  not  form  a 
parallel  case,  for  they  really  formed  but 
one  town.  He  must  complain  of  the 
language  which  had  been  used  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  C.  Wetherell),  which,  unmeasured  as 
it  had  been  on  former  occasions,  had  been 
to-night  as  strong  and  unmeasured  as 
possible  towards  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 

Sir  Matthew  TT.  Ridley  said,  that  from 
his  own  knowledge,  he  could  say,  that  the 
town  of  Newcastle  would  not  grudge  the 
power  given  to  their  neighbour  of  electing 
a  Representative.  If  the  House  would 
look  at  the  situation  of  Gateshead,  they 
would  think  Ministers  were  justified  in 
giving  it  a  Member.  The  county  of 
Durham  required  an  addition  to  the  num- 
ber of  its  Representatives,  and  no  other 
town  could  be  marked  out,  to  which  a 
Representative  could  with  so  much  pro- 
priety be  given.  Gateshead  had  a  re- 
spectable, wealthy,  and  intelligent  popu- 
lation, consisting  of  manufacturers  and 
others,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  as  fit  to 
return  an  independent  Representative,  free 
from  improper  influence,  as  any  town  in 
the  kingdom.    He  trusted  he  might  be 


permitted  to  add,  without  vaiiitf  i  that  the 
interests  of  Gateshead  had  neyer  aufiered 
from  want  of  actual  Representatioii.  He 
had  ever  taken  the  interests  of  the  pUee 
under  his  particular  care,  and  aooold 
always  take  a  strong  interest  in  its  vfU 
fare,  whatever  was  the  result  of  the  present 
motion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  suppose,  that 
the  people  of  Newcastle  would  object  to 
having  three  Members.  Newcastle  would 
be  the  last  place  to  complain  of  this  addi* 
tional  honour.  What  did  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet tell  them?  Why,  that  he  repre* 
sented  Gateshead,  and  that  he  would  be 
shorn  of  part  of  his  beams,  if  he  no 
longer  represented  Newcastle.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  the  member  for  Newcastle,  was 
the  Representative  of  Gateshead.  He 
expressly  admitted  the  feet.  On  the 
grounds  of  vaat  populatioot  theie  vet  no 
pretence  whatever  tor  giving  a  new  Mem* 
ber  to  Gateshead.  NewcesUe  ba4  only 
35,000  inhabitants,  and  Gateshead  only 
1 1,000.  They  were  close  together ;  thty 
were  united  in  trade,  and,  therefortt  they 
might  be  well  included  in  the  same  aystem 
of  Representation.  It  was  too  bad  to  ag* 
gravate  the  mortification  of  defeat  by  tucb 
ailments  as  had  been  advanced.  A  C^^ 
tarn  species  of  decency  and  decorum  might 
have  been  expected  in  the  triumph  of  the 
hon.  Members  opposite  over  reason  and 
the  Constitution.  When  they  were  about 
to  disfranchise  half  the  boroughs  in  the 
kingdom,  it  was  strange  and  monstrous  to 
hear  the  noble  Lord  talk  of  the  ancient  rights 
of  Newcastle,  as  a  reason  for  preserving 
its  franchise  unaltered  and  unimpaired. 
When  they  were  about  to  add  adjoining 
boroughs  to  others,  to  sluice  all  the  small 
boroughs  that  were  not  disfranchised  by 
voters  from  the  neighbourhood,  when  that 
even  was  not  to  be  done  by  Parliankent, 
but  by  a  sort  of  riding  Commission— a 
Quarter- Master-General ;  and  when  they 
were,  by  Commissioners  and  Deputies,  dis< 
franchising  voters  in  all  the  boroughs  that 
were  reserved,  it  was  to  him  most  extraor* 
dinary  that  a  respect  for  the  rights  of  the 
people,  should  be  assigned  as  one  of  the 
reasons  for  not  uniting  Gateshead  to  New- 
castle. He  was  not  aware,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  divide  the  Committee  on 
any  other  place  of  schedule  D ;  but  on 
this  place  he  was  determined  to  di?id«9 
and  record  in  a  more  emphatic  manner 
than  by  speech,  his  condemnation  of  the 
conduct  of  Ministers,  in  giving  an  ad4i« 
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tional  Member  to  Newcastle,  while  Chel- 
sea, with  its  46,000  inhabitants,  was  ex- 
cluded from  all  share  in  the  Representa- 
tion. If  he  stood  alone,  he  would  divide 
against  including  Gateshead  in  the  sche- 
dule. 

Mr.  D.  W,  Harvey  had  been  much 
struck  by  the  singularity  of  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
When  schedules  A  and  B  were  discussed, 
they  contended  that  places  with  a  popula- 
tion of  from  2,000  to  4,000,  were  entitled 
to  return  their  two  Members  ;  yet  when  it 
was  proposed  to  give  a  Representative  to 
a  place  containing  12,000  inhabitants, 
they  found  something  extremely  wrong  in 
it.  They  seemed,  for  the  first  time,  to 
have  made  the  discovery,  if  he  was  to 
judge  from  their  proposition  with  respect 
to  Merthyr  Tydvil,  that  the  Bill  was  not 
sufficiently  Jacobinical,  and  not  half 
enough  democratical.  Why,  they  exclaim- 
ed, refuse  a  Member  to  Merthyr  Tydvil, 
with  so  large  a  population  ?  Was  this, 
then,  the  result  of  the  cogitations  of 
the  Cabinet  at  Pall-Mail  ?  Was  this  the 
plan  which  they  had  determined  to  pro- 
pound ?  After  more  than  a  summer  month 
spent  in  deliberation,  was  this  the  oozings 
of  their  design  ?  Of  all  democracies,  none 
were  so  extravagant  as  ungovernable  tory- 
ism.  It  would  seem,  that  these  advocates 
for  rotten  and  nomination  boroughs,  feel- 
ing that  their  political  fate  was  likely  to 
be  sealed  by  this  Bill,  only  wanted  an  op- 
portunity to  usher  in  a  counter  plan. 
Population  was  taken  as  the  basis  of  Re- 
presentation by  the  defenders  of  Old 
Sarum  I  On  what  ground,  then,  he  would 
ask,  did  they  contend  against  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  boroughs  in  schedules  A  and 
B  ?  and  why,  he  would  ask,  if  they  had 
determined  to  broach  this,  their  new  plan 
of  Reform,  did  they  waste  so  many  even- 
ings in  pronouncing  funeral  orations  over 
the  bodies  of  the  slain  ?  Did  they  oppose 
this  proposition  to  embarrass  and  delay 
the  progress  of  the  Bill,  or  were  they  de- 
termined to  attempt  to  agitate  the  coun- 
try with  a  new  design  of  their  own  ?  So 
far  as  their  designs  could  be  comprehend- 
ed, they  had  become  the  advocates  of  a 
complete  system  of  departmental  demo- 
cracy. If  this  was  their  course,  and  their 
intention,  why  had  they  expended  so 
much  argument  in  opposition  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  system  of  nomination? 
He  was  aware,  that  for  the  purposes  of 
oratctryy  it  was  a  very  inconvenient  thing 


that  a  Member  should  be  compelled  to  con- 
fine himself  to  the  mere  question  put  from 
the  Chair.  He  knew  this  well;  but  in 
the  Debates  on  the  Bill,  every  step  they 
had  taken,  furnished  new  ground  for  de- 
clamation, and  Uie  topics  for  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Members  were  increased  by 
the  progress  of  disfranchisement.  The 
boroughs  of  schedule  A  furnished  matter 
for  lamentation  and  illustration  in  speak- 
ing on  schedule  B;  and  so  they  might 
expect  it  to  be  to  the  very  conclusion 
of  the  Bill.  The  question  in  this  instance 
was,  whether  Gateshead,  with  a  popula- 
tion, by  the  returns  of  1 82 1 ,  of  1 2,000,  and 
swelled  by  the  recent  returns  to  16,000, 
comprising  many  persons  of  respectability 
and  intelligence,  should  have  a  Kepresent- 
ative  ?  It  appeared,  too,  that  there  were 
800  lOZ.  houses  in  the  place.  These  were 
sufficient  attributes  to  entitle  Gateshead 
to  a  Member,  whether  situated  in  Durham 
or  Cornwall,  and  he  should  cheerfully  give 
his  vote  that  it  should  obtain  one. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  delivered  himself  of  one  of 
those  hackneyed  speeches  of  vulgar  abuse 
with  which  the  House  had  been  so  often 
favoured,  in  the  course  of  the  Debates  on 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  de- 
tain the  House  for  many  mjnutes  ;  but  he 
could  not  avoid  observing,  that  the  other 
side  placed  themselves  in  rather  a  ludicrous 
situation,  when  they  asserted  they  could  not 
believe  the  Opposition  were  sincere  in  any 
proposition  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  the  Bill,  because  it  was  unreasonable. 
There  were  two  points,  however,  to  which 
he  wished  shortly  to  draw  their  attention. 
The  noble  Lord,  and  the  framers  of  the 
Bill,  had  repeatedly  declared,  that  they, 
and  those  connected  with  them,  never 
were  parties  to  the  cry  of  "  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ; " 
and  they  had  also  as  repeatedly  declared, 
that  it  was  their  object  to  make  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House  final  and  satisfac- 
tory to  all  parties.  Now  he  believed,  that 
six  or  seven  speakers,  one'aflerthe  other, de- 
clared last  night,  that  they  knew  the  Bill  was 
not  to  be  final ;  nor  they  did  not  wish  it  to 
be  final ;  and  the  hon.  member  for  West- 
minster had  distinctly  declared,  that  no 
arrangements  with  respect  to  the  Institu- 
tions of  a  great  country  like  this,  could 
be  final.  He,  therefore,  must  charge  the 
Government  with  giving  encouragement 
to  declarations  of  this  kind,  and  with 
adopting  a  course  which  was  likely  to  make 
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the  measure  anything  but  final.  It  had 
been  said,  over  and  over  again  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Government,  that  they 
postponed  their  objections  to  many  parts 
of  the  Bill,  merely  because  they  wished  to 
accelerate  its  progress ;  and  they  had 
even  gone  so  far  as  to  admit,  that  they 
waived  their  objections  for  the  present,  and 
postponed  their  propositions  for  more  ex- 
tensive changes  to  another  and  better  op- 
portunity. The  hon.  member  for  West- 
minster said,  he  objected  to  many  points 
of  the  Bill  altogether,  but  he  added,  that 
in  order  to  carry  it,  he  must  sacrifice 
these  objections;  he  even  declared,  in 
order  to  stay  all  discussion,  that  there  was 
no  clause  in  the  Bill  so  trifling,  that 
opposition  to  it  might  not  endanger  the 
whole  measure.  And  yet,  in  the  face 
of  all  this,  and  with  the  knowledge,  that 
the  measure  was  not  to  be  final,  the 
members  of  the  Government  had  call- 
ed on  their  supporters  to  pass  it  vnth- 
out  inquiry  or  discussion.  He  would  ask, 
whether  the  Members  of  that  House  had 
not  been  called  on  to  suspend  their  judg- 
ments, and  abandon  all  inquiry,  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  be  passed  more  speedi- 
ly through  that  House  ?  He  would  not, 
however,  pursue  that  subject  further  at 
present.  They  were  now  trying  the  Gro- 
vernment  on  their  own  principles,  with 
respect  to  Gateshead  and  Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil ;  and  when  the  House  heard  that  New- 
castle, which  was  to  return  two  Members, 
formed,  it  might  be  said,  but  one  town 
with  Gateshead,  or,  at  least,  was  connect- 
ed with  it  by  a  bridge,  while  Merthyr 
Tydvil  was  full  twenty-five  miles  firom  Car- 
diff, to  which  it  was  to  be  joined  for  the 
purposes  of  Representation,  he  thought 
they  would  confess,  that  the  present  was 
a  case  well  calculated  to  try  the  question 
of  the  fairness  of  that  division  of  Repre- 
sentation which  the  Government  profess- 
ed their  desire  to  preserve. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  reason  why  the 
Grovemment  drew  a  distinction  between 
the  case  of  Gateshead  and  Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil was  this,  that  Merthyr  Tydvil  was  situ- 
ated in  Wales,  where  the  system  of  con- 
tributory boroughs  had  always  prevailed, 
and  which  was  so  continued  with  respect  to 
other  places  in  the  schedule.  With  respect 
to  the  observationsof  thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill  being 
final,  although  they  Imd  not  much  to  do 
with  the  borough  of  Gateshead,  he  would 
merely  observe,  that  the  Ministers  were 
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anxious  to  make  the  Bill  final,  and  they 
had  offered  no  other  opposition  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  its  merits,  than  by  requesting 
its  supporters  not  to  endanger  its  success 
by  a  number  of  different  propositions  in- 
tended to  effect  the  same  object.  If  they 
had  recommended  harmony  on  these 
points,  the  reason  for  it  might,  perhaps,  be 
found  in  the  fact  of  their  being  opposed  by 
a  set  of  Gentlemen  who  were  guided  in 
their  resistance  to  the  Bill  by  party  ar- 
rangements, without  reference  to  its  me- 
rits; and  wishing,  as  the  Ministers  did,  to 
carry  the  measure  they  had  framed,  they 
had  undoubtedly  expressed  a  wish  to  avoid 
any  discussion  which  might  endanger  its 
success.  They  had,  however,  attended  to 
every  suggestion,  and  endeavoured  to  com- 
ply with  every  arrangement,  which  could 
make  the  Bill  satisfactory  to  all  around 
them.  He  had  said  thus  much,  because 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asserted, 
that  the  Government  were  abandoning 
their  declarations,  and  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  make  the  present  Bill  final. 

Lord  Patrick  James  Stuart  said,  his 
constituents  of  the  borough  of  Cardiff  had 
good  reason  to  complain,  when  they  found 
themselves  likely  to  be  joined  to  the  inha- 
bitants of  Merthyr  Tydvil,  a  place  twenty- 
five  miles  distant  from  them ;  and  that,  too, 
for  no  better  reason,  that  he  had  heard, 
than  that  they  were  situated  in  the  prin- 
cipality of  Wales.  He  must  contend,  that 
Wales  ought  not  to  be  considered  and 
treated  as  a  separate  country  from  Eng- 
land. Their  interests  were  completely 
identified,  and  the  same  principles  should 
be  applied  to  both.  It  was,  therefore, 
absurd  to  say,  Merthyr  Tydvil  should  be 
united  to  Cardiff  because  the  system  of 
contributory  boroughs  had  always  pre-^ 
vailed  in  the  principality  of  Wales. 
Though  such  a  custom  had  been  in  ex- 
istence, that  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  continued  by  this  Bill.  He  must,  how- 
ever, deny  that  this  custom  was  general 
in  Wales,  for  in  several  towns  it  had  never 
prevailed.  In  justice  to  his  constituents 
he  must  declare,  that  the  town  of  Cardiff 
had  upwards  of  6,000  inhabitants,  and  360 
1 OZ.  householders.  Cowbridge,  which  was 
to  be  joined  with  it,  had  upwards  of 
sixty  10/.  householders— LlandjJTnineteen 
or  twenty — making  in  all,  450  lOZ.  voters, 
without  those  of  Merthyr  Tydvil ;  and  when 
it  was  recollected,  that  in  places  like  Calne 
and  Morpeth,  there  was  barely  the  num- 
ber of  inhabitantt|i  required,  viz.,  4000, 
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and  that  they  were  to  retain  two  Mem- 
bers, he  thought  the  people  of  Cardiff  had 
good  reason  to  consider  themselves  ag- 
giieved.  He  had  come  down  to  the  House 
with  a  prejudice  against  Gateshead,  created 
by  circumstances  with  which  the  Members 
oi'  the  House  were  not  familiar,  but  he  had 
heard  much  to  alter  his  opinion.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Government 
would  take  the  case  of  Cardiff  into  its 
consideration,  and  allow  his  constituents 
the  exercise  of  their  privileges,  unfettered 
by  a  junction  with  MerthyrTydvil. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  althougii 
there  was  an  apparent  hardship  in  the 
case  of  Merthyr  Tydvil,  still  it  should  be 
recollected  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Bill  gave  two  additional  Members  to  the 
Representation  of  Glamorganshire ;  and 
when  it  was  also  recollected,  that  Glamor- 
ganshire had  only  100,000  inhabitants, 
and  that  it  would  then  possess  four  Re- 
presentatives, he  thought  its  inhabitants 
could  not  complain  much  of  their  want  of 
a  due  proportion  of  Members.  With  re- 
spect to  Gateshead,  he  could  only  say, 
that  its  wealth,  population,  and  commerce, 
formed  a  full  justification  for  placing  it 
among  the  places  in  schedule  D.  It  had 
been  asked,  if  it  could  be  expected  that 
the  present  measure  would  be  a  final  one  ? 
That  would,  of  course,  depend  upon  cir- 
cumstances. No  human  measure  could 
certainly  be  final.  If  it  were  found  to 
work  well,  then  it  would  be  desirable  that 
it  should  be  final,  whatever  anomalies  it 
contained  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  if  it  were 
found  not  to  work  well,  its  present  sup- 
porters would  not  wish  that  it  should  be 
considered  a  final  measure.  The  Govern- 
ment were  sincerely  convinced,  that  it 
would  contribute  to  the  benefit  of  the 
community,  and  that  it  would  give  to  the 
possessors  of  property  and  wealth,  that 
influence,  which  it  was  desirable  they 
should  have,  in  the  deliberations  of  Par- 
liament, while,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
in  no  way  endanger  any  of  the  valuable 
institutions  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Stephenson  distinctly  denied  the 
imputation  thrown  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  member  for  Monmouth  (Lord  G.  So- 
merset) on  a  noble  Lord  connected  with 
the  county  of  Durham.  He  had  some 
local  knowledge  of  Gateshead,  and  he 
begged  leave,  in  the  most  entire  and  un- 
qualified manner,  to  contradict  the  insi- 
nuation. The  noble  Lord  alluded  to 
(Lord  Durham)  had  no  property  in  Gates- 


head, nor  any  influence  wluLterer  in  tlie 
place. 

Lord  Granville  Somertet  denied,  tbat  he 
had  said  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to  had 
any  property  or  influence  in  Gateshead. 
What  he  had  said,  and  what  he  repeated, 
was,  that  the  counties  with  which  mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  were  connected,  had  a 
larger  share  of  the  spoliation  arising  from 
this  Bill  than  the  other  counties. 

Sir  George  Murray  thought,  that  this 
Bill  could  not  be  final,  as  it  contmined 
within  it  the  seeds  of  its  own  dissolation. 
It  was  only  necessary  to  state  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  it  professed  to  proceed,  ia 
order  completely  to  destroy  the  assertioD 
that  it  vras  a  final  measure.  As  Waks 
had  been  alluded  to,  he  felt  himself  faovad 
to  state,  that  great  injustice  was  done  to 
Scotland,  when  it  was  proposed  to  gtte  a 
Member  to  Gateshead,  and  to  leave  sevenl 
large  and  important  towns  mnd  cities  is 
that  kingdom  unrepresented.  It  was 
quite  obvious,  that  Gateshead  waa  inti- 
mately connected  with  Newcastle^  and 
had  been  hitherto  represented  by  the 
Member  for  that  town.  In  fact,  withoot 
any  disrespect  to  Gateshead,  it  ^kfpemtd 
to  be  the  refuse  of  Newcastle,  rather  than 
an  independent  borough  deserving  of  a 
Member,  notwithstanding  the  high  co- 
louring given  to  the  picture  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Colchester,  whom  he  had 
reason  to  believe  had  never  seen  the  plsoe. 
He  knew  Gateshead  to  be  a  very  insig- 
nificant place.  He  had  made  up  his  mind 
to  oppose  the  motion,  but  if  he  cooldhave 
acted  otherwise,  it  would  have  been  on  the 
same  principle  as  the  noble  member  for 
Cardigan,  who  said,  he  should^vote  for  it 
on  condition  that  the  case  of  Merthtr 
Tydvil  should  be  reconsidered.  He  should 
have  acted  with  the  same  motives,  and 
recommended  several  considerable  towns 
in  Scotland  to  have  a  share  in  the  Repre- 
sientation,  from  which  they  were  at  pr^nt 
excluded — but  he  found  the  whole  case 
too  partial,  and  he  should  join  his  hon. 
friends  in  opposing  the  motion. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  roust  remark,  thai 
several  larg^  towns  in  Scotland  being  un- 
represented had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  them.  With  reference  lo 
another  remark  he  must  say,  that  he  did  not 
sec  the  cases  of  Merthyr  Tydvil  and  Cardiff 
were  very  different  from  tlie  cases  of  Man- 
chester and  Sal  ford.  He  would  ask  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  what  the  country  would 
tliiiik,  when  they  attributed  niQtivas  la  the 
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public  conduct  of  men  whose  private 
honour  and  character  were  equal,  at  least, 
to  their  own  I  The  country  would,  at  least 
say,  those  who  cast  imputations  on  the 
present  Ministers,  had  themselves  held 
office,  and  judged  of  others  by  what  they 
had  practised  themselves. 

Sir  JbAn  Malcolm,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Colchester  (Mr.  D.  W.  Harvey) 
must  vindicate  the  consistencv  of  those 
who  objected  to  the  disfranchisement  of 
small  boroughs,  and  at  the  s;|me  time 
objected  to  giving  a  'Member  to  Gates- 
head. There  could  not  be  a  more  com- 
plete misrepresentation  than  that  made  by 
the  hon.  Member,  by  mixing  up  and  con- 
fusing clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  were 
totally  distinct  in  their  objects  and  merits. 
Schedules  A  and  B  were  works  of  demo- 
lition— schedules  C  and  D  of  constniction. 
He,  in  common  with  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men, had  struggled  hard  to  save  the  former, 
and  had  argued  each  case  of  destruction, 
by  opposing  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Since  that  principle  had  been  adopted 
by  the  House,  it  had  been  often  re- 
ferred to,  and  was,  in  substance,  that  a 
population  of  above  2,000  should  en- 
title one  of  the  old  boroughs  to  retain 
one  Member,  and  a  population  of  4,000 
should  entitle  a  borough  to  two  Members ; 
but  these  clauses  had  been  disposed  of, 
and  the  Committee  was  come  to  the  other 
professed  principle,  to  give  Members  to 
those  towns  which  from  property,  popula- 
tion, or  other  considerations,  were  con- 
sidered best  entitled  to  such  a  privilege  ; 
and  because  this  question,  which  assuredly 
demanded  a  full  and  dispassionate  dis- 
cussion of  the  merits  of  various  places, 
had  been  illustrated  by  comparisons  with 
others,  the  Opposition  were  taunted  with 
inconsistency.  For  his  part,  he  believed 
Merlhyr  Tydvil  had  a  better  claim  than 
Gateshead,  and  hb  vote  would  be  regu- 
lated by  ihat  opinion. 

Mr.  Robert  A,  Dundas  wished  to  set  his 
hon.  friend  right,  who  had  said.  Ministers 
had  not  come  forward  to  give  Members 
on  the  princinle  of  population  only.  He 
understood  they  had  stated,  when  they 
introduced  the  Bill,  that  population  was 
the  ground  on  which  they  gave  Represent- 
atives. He,  on  that  account,  could  not 
consent  to  give  a  Member  to  Gateshead, 
when  it  was  not  proposed  to  give  one  to 
the  populous  and  flourishing  town  of 
Perth. 
Mr.   Creiset  Pelham  said,  he  bad  heard 


the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, allow,  there  was  a  kind  of  compact 
between  himself  and  those  around  him, 
that  there  should  be  no  visible  difference 
of  opinion  between  them,  but  he  did  not 
think  this  was  a  very  good,  or  moral  way, 
of  managing  a  great  measure.  He  had 
heard  there  were  two  ways  of  crying  down 
ft  subject,  one  to  wholly  praise  it,  and  the 
other  to  say  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  he  had  never  before 
heard  a  Ministry,  however  powerful,  pro- 
pound to  Parliament  an  important  propo- 
sition, and  then  not  listen  to  any  argu- 
ments adduced  against  it.  They  might  as 
well  adopt  the  course  which  their  organs 
of  the  Press  recommended  to  them,  and 
pass  the  measure  at  once,  without  further 
consideration.  This  officious  agent,  which 
sometimes  bullied,  sometimes  advised,  the 
Government,  had  frequently  done  him  the 
honour  of  entirely  altering  the  effect  of 
the  observations  he  had  made,  and  stated 
him  to  have  been  interrupted  by  "  yawns," 
''  groans,'*  &c.  In  many  instances,  what 
he  had  stated  to  the  House  appeared  in 
the  Press  in  so  disjointed  a  form,  as  to  be 
a  pack  of  nonsense,  coupled  wilJi  a  little 
falsification  of  the  facts  he  might  be 
speaking  of.  On  one  morning  he  was 
called  a  fool,  on  another  a  fungus.  All 
that  he  wished  was,  that  the  Press  would 
leave  him  alone.  The  noble  Paymaster  of 
the  Forces  had  said,  that  he  was  not  sure 
if  the  Bill  would  be  a  final  measure,  for 
that  would  depend  upon  the  manner  hi 
which  it  would  be  found  to  work.  There 
was  one  way  in  which  it  was  very  evident 
the  Bill  would  work ;  it  would  work  to  the 
utter  destruction  of  one  party  in  this 
country.  The  Tory  party  might  be  said 
to  be  completely  gone.  Never,  in  any 
country,  or  in  any  of  the  phases  of  any 
Revolution,  had  there  been  so  striking  an 
instance  of  a  plan  absolutely  devised  by 
one  party  for  the  utter  destruction  of 
another  party,  to  which  they  were  op* 
posed.  The  hon.  member  for  Colchester 
had  declared,  that  the  Opposition  had  been 
maintaining,  that  a  population  of  2,000  or 
4,000,  were  to  have  a  certain  portion  of 
Representatives,  but  instead  of  maintain- 
ing such  a  proposition,  that  was  the  very 
point  they  had  opposed,  and  the  hon. 
Member's  observations  must  apply  to  his 
own  friends.  All  they  said  was,  be  con- 
sistent with  the  principles  you  have  laid 
down,  and  do  nQt|»ply  one  argument  to 
one  place,  and  a^^Pbrent  one  to  another, 
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similarly  circumstanced.  The  authors  of 
the  Bill,  while  they  asserted,  that  popula- 
tion was  the  basis  of  their  measure,  passed 
by  places  which  had  a  much  larger  popu- 
lation than  Gateshead,  which  had  also  at 
its  very  door  a  place  already  represented 
—  Newcastle.  In  his  opinion,  therefore, 
Gateshead  was  sufficiently  represented ; 
and  no  grounds  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Committee  for  agreeing  to  the  proposition 
before  them.  In  the  whole  schedule  D, 
Gateshead  was  the  only  place,  the  appli- 
cation of  a  Member  to  which  was  extremely 
objectionable.  Its  appearance  in  the 
schedule  was  a  very  suspicious  circum- 
stance. If  no  alteration  were  made  in  the 
elective  franchise,  as  it  now  stood  in  the 
Bill ;  if  it  were  to  be  "the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill,"  they  would 
send  a  firebrand  through  all  the  beehives 
of  industry,  that  would  be  productive  of 
the  most  injurious  consequences ;  and  it 
was  generally  allowed  by  those  who  had 
the  means  of  judging  upon  such  subjects, 
that  a  greater  plague  could  not  be  con- 
ceived. 

Mr.  Hunt  congratulated  the  House  and 
the  country  on  the  new  view  which  the 
noble  Paymaster  of  the  Forces  had  that 
night  taken  of  the  Bill.  Up  to  that  night 
it  had  been  supposed,  that  the  Bill  was 
to  be  a  final  measure.  Now,  the  noble 
Lord  had  very  justly  said,  that  if  it  did 
not  work  well,  it  ought  not  to  be  final. 
He  congratulated  the  noble  Lord  on  this 
fair  and  open  avowal ;  and  he  was  sure, 
the  reflecting  part  of  the  community 
would  be  of  the  same  opinion.  He  would 
vote  with  Ministers  that  night,  because 
Gateshead  was  an  insignificant  place  ; 
and  he  was  fully  convinced,  that,  in  the 
succeeding  Parliament,  Chelsea  would 
have  a  Representative  allotted  to  it. 
What  the  hon.  member  for  Thetford  had 
said,  with  respect  to  the  statements  in  the 
newspapers  of  the  proceedings  in  that 
House,  was  quite  correct.  It  was  aston- 
ishing to  see,  day  after  day,  how  the 
speeches  of  Members  were  misrepresented. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  for  any  man, 
whose  only  channel  of  information,  as  to 
what  passed  in  that  House,  was  the  news- 
papers, to  form  any  thing  like  a  correct 
idea  of  the  conduct  of  his  Representative, 
for  the  speeches  and  the  sentiments  of  the 
Members  were  wholly  perverted.  Was 
that  calculated  to  add  to  the  character  of 
the  public  Press ?  Itwas  in  vain  to  con- 
ceal the  fact,  that  mkt  was  called  the 


Leading  Journal  grossly  miirepresented 
what  occurred  there.  For  himself,  he 
was  accustomed  to  that  kind  of  thing. 
But  speeches,  to  which  he  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  attention,  were,  with  a 
disgusting  want  of  principle,  wholly  neg- 
lected, while  others,  which  almost  set  him 
to  sleep,  appeared  in  the  most  eloquent 
phraseology.  For  himself,  he  should  con- 
tinue fearlessly  to  do  his  duty ;  and,  if 
the  Press  thought  to  intimidate  him,  it 
was  mistaken. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  264  ; 
Noes  160— Majority  104. 
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Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marry att,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  Hon.  W. 
Mayhew,  W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Milton,  Lord 
Mills,  J. 

Moreton,  Hon.  H.G.F. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Mostyn,  E.  M.  L. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noel,  Sir  G.  N. 
North,  F. 
Norton,  C.  F. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
0*Conor,  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
O'Grady,  Hon.  S. 
OflBey,  F.  C. 
Ord,W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Ossory,  Earl  of 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Sir  C. 
Paget,  T. 

Palmerston,  Viscount 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Payne,  Sir  P. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Penlease,  J.  S. 
Penrhyn,  E. 
Perrin,  L. 
Petit,  Louis  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
Philipps,  Sir  R.  B. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Philips,  G.R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Ponsonby,  Hon,  W. 
Ponsonby,  Hon,  G. 
Portman,  E.B. 
Powell,  W.  E. 
Power,  R. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rice,  Hon.  T.  S. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  G. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Ross,  H. 
Rambold,C.E. 
Rmell,  Lord  J, 


Russell,  J. 
Ruthven,  E.  S. 
Sandford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Sebright,  Sir  J. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Skipwith,  Sir  G. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Spencer,  Hon.  Capt. 
Stanhope,  Capt.  R.  H. 
Stanley,  J. 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stephenson,  H. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S. 
Strickland,  G. 
Stmtt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  P.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquis  of 
Tennyson,  C. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thomson,  Rt.Hn.C.P. 
Throckmorton,  R. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  Colonel  R. 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Traill,  G. 

Paired  off 

Anson,  Hon.  G. 
Atherley,  A. 
Belgrave,  Earl  of 
Blount,  E. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Byng,  G. 
Calvert,  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Coke,  T.  W. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Foley,  J.  H. 
Godson,  R. 
Grosvenor,  Hon.  R. 
Heathcote,  Sir  G. 
Hill,  Lord  A. 
Hume,  J. 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
King,  Hon.  R. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 


Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tynte,  C.  K.  K, 
lyrell,  C. 
Uxbridge,  Earl  of 
Venables,  Aid. 
Vere,  J.  J.  H. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Waithman,  Aid. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walrond,  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Warre,  J.  A. 
Wason,  W.R. 
Waterpark,  Lord 
Watson,  Hon.  R. 
Webb,  Colonel  E. 
Western,  C.  C. 
Westenra,  Hon.  H.  R: 
Weyland,  Major  R. 
Whitmore,  W.  W. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilks,  J. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  Aid. 
Wood,  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLER. 

Duncannon,  Viscount 

in  favour. 

Lopez,  Sir  R.  F. 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Maberly,  J. 
Macauley,  T.  B. 
MuUins,  F. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Newport,  llt.Hn.  Sir  J. 
O^Neil,  Hon.  Gen.  J. 
Oxroantown,  Lord 
Palmer,  General  C. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  W. 
Smith,  Hon.  R. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Stewart,  E. 
Stuart,  Lotd  D.  C. 
Tufton,  Hon.  H. 
Whitbread,  W.  H. 
White,  S. 
White,  Colonel  H. 


\ 


The  discassion  postponed  till  the  next 
day,  on  the  point,  whether  **  Kendal, 
with  the  township  of  Kirkland,"  "  Wal- 
sall, including  the  borough  and  forei^a 
of  WalsflilV"  ^\i^^^^\!^\J^^^^^\^o»R^>^^^^ 
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It  was  severally  carried,  that  the  fol- 
lowing^ places  stand  part  of  schedule 
D  :— 

Halifax,  including  township  of  Hali- 
fax, Yorkshire. 

Huddersfield,  including  parish  of  Hud- 
dersfield,  Yorkshire. 

Kiddernriinster,  including  town  of  Kid- 
derminster, Worcestershire. 

Macclesfield,  including  town  of  Mac- 
clesfield, Cheshire. 

Oldham,  including  parish  of  Oldham, 
Lancashire. 

Rochdale,  including  township  of  Spot- 
land,  Lancashire. 

Salford,  including  townships  of  Sal  ford, 
Pendleton,  and  Broughton,  Lancashire. 

South  Shields,  including  the  town  of 
South  Shields,  township  of  Westoe,  Dur- 
ham. 

Stockport,  including  town  of  Stock- 
port, Cheshire. 

Stoke-upon -Trent,  including  townships 
of  Langton  and  Lane-end,  Fenton  Cul- 
vert, Fenton  Vivian,  Penkhuli  and  Boo- 
then,  Shelton,  Hanley,  Burslero,  with  the 
Vill  of  Rushton-grange  and  the  hamlet  of 
Sneyd,  Tunstall-court,  Chell,  and  Oldcott, 
Staffordshire. 

Tynemouth,  including  parish  of  Tyne- 
mouth,  Northumberland. 

Wakefield,  including  township  of  Wake- 
field, Yorkshire. 

Warrington,  including  town  of  Warring- 
ton, Lancashire. 

Whitby,  including  townships  of  Whitby 
and  Ruswarp,  Yorkshire. 

The  Chairman  then  reported  progress. 
O.J  the  question,  that  the  Committee  do 
sit  to-morrow, 

Mr.  Goulburri  expressed  the  extreme 
dissatisfaction  with  which  he  saw  the 
Ministers  determined  to  break  through  all 
the  arrangements  previously  entered  into, 
on  their  part,  with  those  hon.  Members 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill.  There  was, 
])e  contended,  no  necessity  for  such  re- 
markable haste  in  the  measure  now  be- 
fore the  House ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
be  must  complain  of  the  total  want  of 
courtesy,  on  the  part  of  Ministers,  towards 
hon.  Members  who  might  have  private 
bui^i^ess  to  transact,  but  which  the  mode 
of  conducting  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  recently  adopted,  totally  prevented 
their  attending  to.  He  felt  it  impossible 
to  pajr  any  attention  to  matters  unconnect- 
ed with  his  parliamentary  duties,  after 
having  given  his  attAtion  to  those  duties 


for  more  than  twelve  hours  each  day,  id 
succession, for  the  last  six  or  eight  we6ki. 

Lord  Althorp  was  sorry  to  find  that  any 
uncourteous  motives  were  attributed  to 
Ministers  on  the  present  occasiohy  aud 
was  the  more  astonished  at  such  a  com-^ 
plaint  on  the  part  of  the  right  hoo.  Mem- 
ber, who,  generally  speaking,  to  hit  own 
knowledge,  had  been  so  hard-workiug  a 
man  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  in 
that  House.  It  was  not  from  motives  of 
discourtesy  that  he  pressed  forward  the 
Reform  Bill,  but  simply  to  g^ve  hon. 
Members  an  opportunity  of  returniog  at 
an  earlier  period  to  their  homes  in  the 
country  than  they  would  if  the  mesaure 
was  not  pressed  forward. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  the  noble  Lord 
expressed  himself  anxious  to  hasten  the 
measure ;  he  was  anxious  to  seize  every 
opportunity  to  delay  its  progress.  He  was 
sure,  that  such  was  the  re-action  of  public 
feeling  in  the  country,  with  resfiect  to  this 
dotestible  measure  of  Reform,  that  its  ad- 
vocates would  be  as  completely  thrown  over, 
as  they  expected  to  throw  over  those  who 
were  opposed  to  it. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  said,  that  as  for 
complaining  of  fatigue  in  attending  to 
their  ]iurliamentary  duties,  he  must  le* 
mind  hon.  Members,  that  he,  as  well  ss 
many  in  that  House,  had  sat  from  twelve  to 
fourteen  hours  on  Committees;  and,  id 
comparison  with  the  other  duties  which 
had  been  borne  by  hon.  Members^  that  of 
attending  on  the  discussion  of  the  Reform 
Bill  was  light  and  easy.  In  his  opinion, 
the  great  cause  of  delay,  and  the  conse- 
quent cause  of  fatigue,  in  the  discussion  of 
the  present  measure,  were  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
those  of  his  colleagues  in  Opposition.  He 
and  his  friends  had  now  no  other  bosiness 
to  perform  in  the  House  than  to  support 
and  forward  the  Bill  with  all  their  might ; 
and  the  more  they  devoted  their  time  to  it, 
the  sooner  they  were  likely  to  be  released 
from  their  attendance  there. 

Lord  Stormont  said,  he  inferred  from 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  remarked,  that  to 
advance  the  measure  of  Reform,  all  other 
public  business  must  be  wholly  delayed. 
That  must  be  done  at  some  time,  and  hon. 
Members  would  be  compelled  to  remain  in 
town  to  attend  to  it,  after  the  Bill  was 
passed.  It  was  esCablishing  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  sit  every  day  in  the  wcdc : 
he  was  worn  out  by  constant  attendaacti 

Lord  MUtQH  reminded  tke  fighl  hoa^ 
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GentlMnan  wbospoke  reo<Btly(Mr.Okiul- 
bum),  that  iHey  htid  both  enttffted  the 
House  at  the  vamc  epoch^^B  miMiiktble 
one — in  the  year  1807,  #hoii|  by  A  comtlli 
coitictdeoctf  tbe  new  PatliaoieHt  tttettUed 
oti  the  very  day  it  did  in  the  fMreaetit  y«tr. 
At  that  very  time,  the  rule  whicb  the  Hgbt 
hon.  Member  had  just  laid  down  had  been 
broken  through,  for,  during  the  whole 
•Session,  the  House  had  met  on  Sat\irdays. 

Sir  R,  Peel  9aid«  that  his  attention,  and 
that  also  of  other  hon.  Members,  could  not 
be  maintained  constantly  to  the  queAtion 
before  them,  or  during  the  whole  of  the 
period  that  the  House  sat  during  the 
week ;  he,  therefore,  objected  to  the  mo- 
tion for  sitting  to-morrow.  He  was  con- 
vinced, that,  if  the  noble  Lord  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  chosen  to  do 
so,  he  might  have  gone  through  the  whole 
of  schedule  D  on  the  preceding  Friday, 
without  having  had  recourse  to  the  Satur- 
day, as  an  excuse  for  proceeding  in  it.  He 
should,  however,  on  this  occasion,  con- 
tent himself  with  entering  his  protest 
against  the  proposal  to  sit  to-morrow^ 

Lord  Alihwrp  did  not  think,  that  Mem- 
bers would  be  the  less  able  to  attend  to 
business,  because  they  had  the  same  sub* 
ject  under  their  consideration  for  several 
days.  He  did  notfind,  in  bis  own  case,  that 
he  was  less  able  to  attend  to  one  subject 
because  it  had  occupied  his  attention  for 
some  time. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  the  advan- 
tage they  were  likely  to  gain  by  this  extra 
day's  sitting  would  be,  perhaps,  two  or 
three  Saturdays.  But  was  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  two  or  three  days  sooner  of  such 
importance  as  to  put  Members  to  this 
great  inconvenience  ?  Let  it  be  considered, 
that  after  the  Bill  should  have  passed, 
commissioners  would  have  to  ride  round  to 
regulate  the  divisions  of  counties.  If  this 
proposition  were  carried,  it  would  be  said 
there  was  a  power  superseding  that  of  the 
Government. 

Sir  Ch,  Forbei  was  so  much  opposed  to 
the  proposition,  that  if  any  hon.  Member 
would  support  hitn,  he  would  engage  to 
give  a  repetition  of  that  scene  of  divisions 
which  took  place  some  time  ago,  and 
which,  he  bad  no  doubt,  were  attended 
with  very  salutary  efects. 

Lord  Ehrinattm  rMBSmbered  the  occa-^ 
sion  to  which  um  bomfiarenet  alluded,  and 
he  thought,  such  ioqn«s  omtribnted  little 
to  the  dignitf  of  tbe  Hopsb  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  counUjr*    If  te  bcm*  Baronet^ 


however,  should  cMrry  his  tbntnt  into  exe- 
cution ,  he  had  no  doubt  tbe  attempt  would 
be  met  as  it  was  on  the  former  occasion, 
and  would  be  followed  by  the  same  riSttlt. 
It  was  as  inconvenient  to  him  as  Ha  iny 
other  to  be  absent  from  his  county  on  tldi 
occasion,  but  he  thought  the  object  re- 
quired it,  and  he  hoped  Ministers  woald 
persevere  in  meeting  every  day  of  the 
wasK* 

Mr.  John  Martin  supported  the  proposi- 
tion. He  was  surprised  at  the  opposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had  him- 
self suggested,  on  a  former  day,  that  they 
should  meet  on  Saturday.  Was  it  not  in- 
consistent that  he  should  now  oppose  it  ? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  would  act  ac- 
cording to  his  own  taste,  and  not  that  of 
the  hon.  Member.  His  suggestion  last  week 
was,  that  they  might  meet  on  the  Satur- 
day of  this  week,  in  order  to  make  up  for 
the  day  that  would  be  lost  in  visiting  the 
City  on  the  Monday  ;  and  he  mentioned 
this  next  Saturday,  because  he  thought 
the  notice  for  the  last  Saturday's  meeting 
was  too  short ;  but  he  had  no  notion  that 
the  sitting  on  Satiurday  was  to  be  perma- 
nent. There  was,  therefore,  no  ineonsist- 
ency  in  his  former  suggestion  to  sit  one 
day,  and  his  opposition  to  the  proposition 
of  a  permanent  sitting. 

Sir  Hen,  Hardinge  did  not  thiuk  the 
noble  Lord  would  gain  much  by  sitting  to- 
morrow, as  probably  two  or  three  hours 
of  the  day  would  be  occupied  by  the  mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Oakhampton  (Sir  R.  Vyvyan),  on  the 
state  of  Belgium.  This  motion,  he  could 
assure  the  House,  was  not  the  result  of 
any  connivance,  but  the  fact  was,  the  mat- 
ter was  urgent,  and  his  hon.  friend  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  it  forward 
earlier  in  the  week. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  of 
itself  a  reason  why  they  should  sit  to-mor- 
row ;  for,  if  two  or  three  hours,  or  perhaps 
more,  were  to  be  consumed  on  the  first 
onen  day  (as  they  would  be  if  the  House 
did  not  meet  to-*morrow),  that  was  a  rea- 
son why  they  should  endeavour  to  save  a 
day. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  without 
any  communication  with  his  hon.  friend  on 
the  subject,  he  supposed,  that  he  would 
be  willing  to  bring  it  forward  on  an  early 
day;  if,  however,  the  House  should  meet 
to-'morrowy  he  would  probably  bring  on  bia 
moticw  30 
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Mr.  Goulburn  had  no  desire  to  throw 
any  impediment  in  the  way  unnecessarily ; 
and  lie  begged  to  ask,  what  would  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  thought,  if  a  pro- 
position to  meet  on  Saturdays  had  been 
made  during  the  late  Ministry  ?  He  had 
often,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, consented  to  postpone  measures,  at 
his  great  personal  inconvenience,  to  accom- 
modate the  wishes  of  Gentlemen  ;  and  he, 
therefore,  thought,  it  was  not  too  much  to 
ask  for  the  same  indulgence. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  that  the  country  was 
much  dissatisfied  at  the  delay  which  had 
already  taken  place,  and  he  thought  some 
attention  ought  to  be  paid  to  public  feel- 
ing. He  had  received  a  petition  from 
Wiltshire,  which  he  was  anxious  to  pre- 
sent, praying  the  House  would  take  the 
most  efficient  steps  to  expedite  the  mea- 
sure. He  would  say,  that  if  they  gained 
only  two  days  by  the  sittings  on  Saturday, 
they  ought  to  persevere. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  he  had  asked 
a  question  that  evening  of  the  noble  Lord, 
to  which,  not  getting  a  satisfactory  answer, 
he  stated  his  intention  of  availing  himself 
of  the  sitting  of  to-morrow  to  move  for 
papers,  and,  therefore,  he  was  glad  that 
the  House  was  to  meet.  The  noble  Lord, 
and  those  around  him,  talked  of  meeting 
to-morrow  as  a  question  of  principle,  but 
the  House  heard  nothing  of  that  kind  when 
a  day  was  devoted  to  dining  in  the  City. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  the  reason  given 
for  the  meeting  last  Saturday  was,  that 
the  Ministers  were  engaged  to  attend  the 
pageant  of  opening  the  bridge  on  Monday. 
No  notice  was,  at  that  time,  given  that 
the  practice  was  to  be  continued. 

Mr.  O'Conneil  said,  if  English  Members 
felt  the  inconvenience  of  being  absent  from 
their  homes,  at  this  season, how  much  more 
must  it  be  felt  by  the  Members  from  Ire- 
land, who  were  so  distant  that  they  could 
not  get  an  answer  to  their  letters  to  their 
friends  in  less  than  six  or  seven  days  ?  So 
convinced  was  he  of  the  necessity  of  des- 
patch with  this  Bill, that  he  would  not  only 
consent  to  sit  the  six  days  of  the  week,  but, 
if  it  were  not  a  crime,  he  would  sit  on  the 
Sunday  also. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  a  deputation  of 
Irish  Members  was  desirous  to  wait  on  the 
noble  Lord,  but  they  had  received  for  an- 
swer, he  could  not  attend  to  them,  as  his 
mind  was  so  much  occupied  with  the  Re- 
form question.  As  they  were  anxious  to 
receive  an  answer  to  their  appUcatiooi  he 


recommended  the  noble  Lord  to  adjourn 
over  to-morrow,  and  appropriate  tbat  day 
to  the  consideration  of  the  matter  they 
wished  to  represent  to  him. 

The  question,  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill  to- 
morrow, agreed  to. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  August  6,  1831. 

Minutes.]  The  House  met  at  Twelve  (/dodc,  aooonUaf  to 
the  anangement  agreed  to  the  preeediog  eraalng. 

Pctitioiii  presented.  By  Coknd  Likdsat.  ftom  ttM 
Farmers  of  the  Western  district  of  Fife,  Kitkaldy,  Bnnt* 
island,  Alloa,  and  the  county  of  UnHtfagOfw,  agiliiat  die 
use  of  Molasses  in  Brcwcrietand  DistiDerfcs. 

B^LGic  Negotiations.]  Lord  Al* 
thorp  said,  before  the  House  proceeded 
to  business,  he  wished  most  earnestly  to 
request,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  R.  Vyvyan),  would  not  then  bring 
forward  his  motion  for  the  production  of 
certain  papers  relative  to  the  negotiations 
concerning  Belgium,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  Under  existing  circumstan- 
ces, it  would  be  hardly  consistent  with 
the  duty  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
enter  at  present  into  the  discussion  of 
such  a  subject;  and  in  consequence  of 
the  news  which  had  been  only  that  morn- 
ing received  from  Paris,  it  would  prove  in 
the  highest  degree  embarrassing  and  in- 
convenient. He  had  not  had  time  to  con- 
fer with  more  than  one  or  two  of  his  col- 
leagues on  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's motion,  and,  therefore,  could  not 
avail  himself  of  the  counsels  of  the  Ca- 
binet generally,  on  matters  which  the  hoD. 
Baronet  must  perceive  would  require 
mature  deliberation.  He  gave  the  hoD. 
Baronet  full  credit  for  the  rectitude  of  his 
motives,  and  was  quite  sure,  that  it  was 
his  sincere  intention  not  to  embarrass  the 
public  business  of  the  country,  by  unne- 
cessary or  premature  discussion ;  but  he 
still  saw  reason  to  apprehend,  that  his 
observations  on  moving  for  those  papers^ 
might  be  eventually  productive  of  detri- 
ment  to  the  interests  of  the  State.  In  say- 
ing thus  much,  he  was  merely  expressing 
his  own  individual  opinion ;  for,  as  he  had 
already  mentioned,  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  communicating  with  his 
colleagues  on  the  subject. 

^ix  Richard  Vyvyan  confessed,  be  found 
himself  placed  in  an  awkward  positk>n  by 
the  appeal  of  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  cer* 
tainly  should  be  the  last  maa  in   tbs 
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House,  wilfully  to  expose  the  Government 
to  embarrassment,  either  by  his  observa- 
tions, or  by  a  demand  for  information.  It 
had  been  his  intention,  when  he  first  re- 
solved on  bringing  forward  this  subject,  to 
make  a  less  limited  motion  than  that 
which  it  was  his  purpose  on  this  occasion 
to  offer  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
He  should  certainly,  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, not  touch  upon  any  subject 
which  had  not  been  already  made  known 
to  the  public,  and  he  trusted,  accordingly, 
that  he  should  not  produce  any  of  that  detri- 
ment to  the  interests  of  the  nation,  which 
the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  apprehend.  The 
country,  however,  might  soon  be  in- 
volved in  war ;  the  news  of  that  morning 
from  Paris  only  made  the  case  still 
stronger  ;  and,  fearing  that  Ministers 
were  about  to  place  England  in  a  position 
which  might  be  prejudicial  to  her  best  in- 
terests, he  felt  it  his  bounden  duty  to  lose 
no  time  in  submitting  his  motion  to  the 
House.  He  was  sorry,  therefore,  that  he 
could  not  comply  with  the  request  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Reform. — Petitions.]  Colonel  iLincf- 
say  presented  a  Petition  from  the  royal 
burgh  of  Anstruther,  against  the  clause  in 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  for  disfranchising 
the  eastern  division  of  boroughs  in  Fife, 
which,  he  contended,  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  the  principles  on  ^vhich  the  Act  of 
Union  had  been  founded.  He  could  not 
conceive  how  such  a  measure  could  be 
justly  entertained.  In  these  boroughs 
there  was  a  population  of  upwards  of 
6,000,  and  among  them,  more  than  300 
10/.  householders;  and  they  had  a  con- 
siderable trade.  The  number  of  10/. 
houses  did  not  appear  in  the  parliamentary 
returns,  from  the  difficulty  of  defining 
what  a  10/.  house  really  was.  The  only 
reason  assigned  for  this  proposed  disfran- 
chisement was,  to  give  the  franchise  to 
more  important  places,  which  did  not,  in 
his  opinion,  justify  such  spoliation.  Scot- 
land was  not  justly  treated  in  having 
so  small  a  proportion  of  Members.  She 
had  a  right  to  equal  privileges  with  Eng- 
land, for  the  articles  of  the  Union  were 
to  be  violated  by  uniting  counties,  and  the 
disfranchisement  of  boroughs.  According 
to  the  principles  laid  down  in  the  Eng- 
lish Reform  Bill,  these  boroughs  had  a 
right  to  retain  their  Members ;  and  Perth, 
a  city  containing  21,000  inhabitants,  which 


better  claim  to  that  privilege  than  Gates- 
head (a  mere  suburb  of  Newcastle),  with 
its  10,000  or  11,000  inhabitants.  Surely 
the  Scotch  Members  would  not  tamely 
submit  to  this  unjust  act.  The  population 
and  wealth  of  Scotland  had  greatly  in- 
creased in  proportion  to  that  of  England, 
since  the  Union,  and  this  constituted  a 
fair  claim  for  an  additional  number  of 
Representatives.  He  trusted  Government 
would  see  the  justice  of  these  arguments, 
and  comply  with  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioners. These  boroughs  also  laid  under 
an  additional  disadvantage,  owing  to  the 
temporary  disfranchisement  of  Kilrenny, 
from  a  trifling  informality  in  the  election 
of  its  magistrates ;  while  Dundee,  which, 
from  a  more  flagrant  violation  of  the  law, 
had  been  in  the  same  state,  had  received 
back  its  privileges  just  previous  to  the 
last  election.  These  two  boroughs  had 
experienced  very  different  treatment,  and 
he  called  upon  the  learned  Lord  opposite 
to  explain  the  circumstances,  and  state, 
whether  there  was  not  some  parliamentary 
influence,  connected  with  the  present  Mi- 
nistry, which  had  caused  this  difference. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  felt  obliged  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  so  ably 
advocated  the  cause  of  his  constituents, 
but  he  had  suggested,  that  this  petition 
should  not  have  been  presented  until  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  before  the  House. 
He  had  several  petitions  from  these 
burghs,  but  had  delayed  presenting  them 
on  this  account.  He  would  take  the  op- 
portunity, when  the  Scottish  Reform  Bill 
was  before  the  Committee,  to  bring  the 
subject  under  its  notice. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  anticipate  the  discussion 
on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  by  going  at 
present  into  the  case  of  these  boroughs. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  the 
district  from  whence  this  petition  had 
emanated,  contained  upwards  of  300  10/. 
houses,  whilst  the  returns  gave  only  about 
forty;  probably  the  case  was  as  much 
over-rated  on  one  side,  as  it  was  under- 
rated on  the  other.  The  borough  of  Kil- 
renny had  been  disfranchised  before  he 
had  entered  office  ;  but  since  then,  he 
had  bestowed  his  best  attention  on  the 
sul^ect,  in  conjunction  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  the  question 
had  assumed  great  difficulties,  because  it 
was  do\\b\£idL  's«iVi<fe>^'«  ■>^\«kss^\j^  ^e^vs 
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speedy  decision  hud  been  come  to  in  the 
caw  of  Dundee,  and  had  hinted,  that  this 
speed  was  to  promote  the  parliamentary  in- 
terest of  Government;  but  the  hon.  Member 
had  overlooked  the  fact,  that  he  (the  I^rd 
Advocate)  had  been  returned  without  the 
assistance  of  Dundee,  and  befo^  the 
privileges  of  that  place  had  been  restored. 
Sir  WilUam  Rat  said,  thut  from  the 
manner  in  which  the  English  boroughs 
had  been  disposed  of,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  necessary  to  make  a  favour- 
able impression  of  the  claims  of  these 
burghs  before  the  Scottish  Reform  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  for  it  would  be  in 
vain  to  look  for  relief  then.  He  had 
always  considered  the  proposed  disfran- 
chisement of  these  boroughs  most  unjusti- 
fiable. They  were  contiguous,  and  might 
be  considered  as  one  town,  and  had,  in 
1821,  a  population  of  upwards  of  6,000. 
They  were  in  no  respect  nomination  bo- 
roughs, as  was  proved  in  his  own  case, 
for,  although  he  was  aided  by  the  great 
landed  proprietors,  and  by  all  the  in- 
fluence of  Government,  he  had  failed  in 
a  contest  with  the  [iresent  member  for  the 
county  of  Haddington.  If  the  Ministry 
desired  to  disfranchise  small  and  nomina- 
tion boroughs,  they  could  apply  their  rule 
to  Inverary,  Bervie,  Kintore,  and  Dornoch. 
The  noble  family  to  whom  the  nomination 
of  the  last  place  belonged,  could  spare  it, 
as  a  nomination  couutv  was  left  in  their 
hands.  If,  however,  there  could  be  any 
justification  for  taking  the  Member  from 
these  Fife  boroughs,  it  might  be  found  in 
giving  to  Dundee  a  Representative  in  its 
own  right;  but  even  then,  these  burghs 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  elect- 
ive franchise  in  conjunction  with  other 
towns,  which  would  prevent  the  landed 
interest  of  that  county  from  being  over- 
whelmed. It  certainly  looked  strange, 
that  these  boroughs  should  have  returned 
a  Member  at  the  last  election,  pledged  to 
support  the  Bill  which  took  away  their 
privileges  ;  but  this  arose  from  the  dis^ 
franchisement  of  one  borough,  and  had  it 
retained  its  privilege,  the  return  would 
have  been  otherwise.  The  restoration  of 
those  privileges  had  been  withheld,  while 
favour  had  been  shewn  to  another  bo- 
rough which  supported  opposite  political 
grinciples.  No  other  explanation  had 
een  given  of  this  than  the  statement, 
that  a  doubt  existed  whether  Kilrenny 
was  a  royal  burgh,  but  it  had  been  so 
described  io  the  articles  of  Union;  and 


had  exercised  its  privileges  at  lach  ever 
since.  There  could  not,  therefore,  be 
such  a  difHculty  as  was  stated*  The  former 
Crown  Counsel  would  at  once  have  de- 
cided in  its  favour,  had  they  not  felt  some 
delicacy  in  giving  a  preference  in  point  of 
time,  to  a  town  which  was  known  to  en- 
tertain favourable  sentiments  to  the  last 
Government.  For  that  reason,  they  had 
resolved  to  make  their  report  on  the  case 
of  the  two  boroughs  at  the  same  time, 
and  it  was  owing  to  the  information  re- 
quired in  regard  to  Dundee,  which  in- 
volved a  question  of  great  difficulty,  as  tu 
how  far  his  Majesty  ought  to  acknowledge 
an  alteration  in  the  Sets  of  this  burgh,  of 
a  description  which  Courts  of  Law  and  a 
Committee  of  this  House  had  declared  to 
be  illegal,  that  prevented  the  Report  being 
made  before  they  went  out  of  ofiiGe. 
Their  successors  entertained  different  sen- 
timents, and  hastened  to  restore  the  fran- 
chise to  the  burgh  favourable  to  their 
interests,  while  they  left  the  other  in  the 
condition  in  which  they  found  it« 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  said,  that  as  many  of 
the  English  Members  had  declared,  they 
were  only  prevented  from  leaving  town  by 
the  necessity  of  passing  the  English  Re* 
form  Bill,  it  was  clear  so  soon  as  that  was 
accomplished,  they  would  depart,  not 
considering  the  Scotch  Bill  as  deserving 
of  their  assistance.  On  this  account  be 
was  of  opinion,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
promote  this  discussion  at  present.  Prob- 
ably the  hon.  Member  who  represented 
this  district  of  burghs  had  received  some 
private  information  from  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  but 
that  was  not  enough,  the  case  should 
be  clearly  known  to  all  the  Members. 
These  places  were  contiguous,  they  had 
a  population  of  upwards  of  6,000,  and 
100  houses  of  the  requisite  value;  yet 
it  had  been  determined  to  disfranchise 
them  totally,  when,  at  all  events,  they 
ought  to  be  allowed  the  enjoyment  of 
their  franchise  in  conjunction  with  some 
other  places. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table.  On  the 
Motion  that  it  be  printed, 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  could  not  aufier 
himself  to  be  schooled  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  course  he  should  hold  in 
dealing  with  his  constituents.  This  dis* 
cussion  was  a  proof  of  the  impropriety 
of  raising  the  question  at  the  present 
time.  He  begged,  however^  to  corroborate 
the  statemeaty  that  these  were  not 
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nation  boroughs,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  made  that  remark 
had  not  been  correct  on  one  point*  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  he  had 
been  supported  by  the  whole  landed 
interest  of  the  vicinity;  but  he  and  hit 
connexions  had  opposed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  With  respect  to 
Kilrenny,  he  understood  the  case  was  so 
difficult  as  to  require  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  restoration  of  its  privileges. 

Mr.  Pringk  said,  that  an  explanation 
of  the  cause  why  this  district  of  boroughs 
alone  should  have  been  selected  for  dis- 
franchisement, had  been  often  demanded 
but  in  vain.  Neither  had  it  been  ex- 
plained why  the  two  burghs  of  Dundee 
und  Kilrenny  had  been  so  differently 
treated.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sented the  district,  had  stated,  that  he 
had  received  a  petition  from  them  remon- 
strating against  this  injustice,  but  had  de- 
layed presenting  it  until  they  came  to 
discuss  the  Scottish  Reform  Bill.  Of 
course  the  hon.  Grentleman  would  use  his 
own  discretion,  as  he  acted,  undoubtedly , 
under  the  best  advice,  but  it  was  right  he 
and  the  House  should  be  made  aware, 
that  considerable  impatience  and  anxiety 
were  manifested  in  these  burghs  to  bring 
their  hard  case  fully  before  Parliament. 
This  was  proved  by  their  having  sent 
separate  petitions,  and  intrusted  them  to 
his  hon.  friend  who  represented  the  county 
of  Fife,  such  as  the  petition  now  before 
them.  It  was  fit  and  proper,  that  the  in- 
tentions of  Government  should  be  known, 
during  the  discussion  on  the  English 
Reform  Bill,  to  the  most  distant  parts  of 
the  empire,  the  utility  of  which  was 
strongly  illustrated  by  what  had  occurred 
in  giving  a  Member  to  Gateshead,  a  mere 
suburb  of  Newcastle.  When  they  granted 
this  valuable  privilege,  it  ought  to  have 
been  known  that  they  were  to  be  called 
upon  to  disfranchise  a  set  of  Scotch  burghs 
which  did  not  come  within  the  Ministerial 
rule  of  disfranchisement  in  any  one  par- 
ticular as  that  was  laid  down  in  the  English 
Reform  Bill.  It  had  been  stated,  that 
there  were  doubts  whether  Kilrenny  was  a 
royal  burgh,  but  admitting  the  defects  in 
its  original  Charter,  they  had  been  re- 
medied by  long  usage  and  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. The  borough  was  as  much  en- 
titled to  its  share  in  the  return  of  two 
Members  as  the  county  of  York  had  to 
return  four.  At  all  events,  there  had  been 
mnple  time  to  iavettjgate  and  decide  the 


case  before  the  late  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  remained  of  opinion,  that  the 
learned  Lord  had  not  given  sufficient 
reasons  for  the  difference  of  tretimoDi 
shewn  to  the  two  burghs. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Holland  and  Belgium — March  oi 
THE  French  Army.]  The  Marquis  oi 
Chandos  rose  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  op« 
posite  a  very  important  question;  that 
question  was,  whether  it  was  known  to 
his  Majesty's  Government  that  the  French 
Army  under  General  Gerard  had  been 
ordered  to  march  into  Belgium ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  that  proceeding  had  received  the 
sanction  of  his  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Viscount  Pcdmerston  sakl,  in  answei 
to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  had 
to  inform  him,  that  the  Government  had 
received  a  despatch  from  Lord  Qtaoville, 
informing  it,  that  the  French  government 
had  communicated  to  the  Ministers  of  al] 
the  Powers,  parties  to  the  Conference  ol 
London,  that  the  king  of  the  French  had 
received  information,  that  the  king  oi 
Holland  had  broken  the  armistice,  and 
had  entered  Belgium  with  his  troops ;  be 
had  therefore  ordered  the  French  force 
on  the  frontiers  to  enter  Belgium,  to  as- 
sist the  Belgians,  and  maintain  the  neu- 
trality and  independence  of  Belgium. 

Colonel  Davies  hoped,  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  the  French  army  tc 
occupy  the  fortresses  of  Belgium,  If  it 
were  necessary  that  they  should  be  ga^ 
risoned,  he  hoped  it  would  be  by  the  tro< 
of  Belgium  only. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  an  application  had  be< 
made  by  King  Leopold  to  the  French  go- 
vernment; and  he  wished,  therefore,  tc 
ask,  whether  King  Leopold  had  made  any 
application  to  this  country  for  assistance  \ 

Viscount  PcUmerston  replied,  that  the 
moment  the  king  of. Belgium  was  in- 
formed, that  the  king  of  the  Netberkmds 
[several  voices^  '*  the  king  of  HoUand  :* 
but  the  noble  Lord  repeated],  that  Ifae  king 
of  the  Netherlands  intended  to  violate  ibc 
armistice,  he  communicated  that  fact  tfl 
the  di£Serent  Courts,  parties  to  the  NegCN 
tiations,  and  the  communication  bad  been 
made  to  this  Government  as  well  aa  to 
that  of  France. 

Lord  Stormont  asked,  whether  tbc 
Frencli  troops  had  marched  into  Belgium 
with  the  sanction  of  his  Majesty's  do* 
vemment ;  and  if  ao.  wbetber  tbal 
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tion  were  given  before  or  after  their 
march  ? 

Viscount  P aimer ston  could  only  repeat 
the  statement  which  he  had  already  made. 
When  the  intelligence  was  received  at 
Paris,  that  the  armistice  would  be  violated, 
the  French  government  had  given  orders 
to  defend  Belgium,  and  had  communicated 
those  orders  to  the  governments  of  the 
Allied  Powers.  This  information  from 
his  Majesty's  Representative  at  Paris  had 
reachea  the  Government  this  morning. 

Lord  Stormont  thought  his  question  had 
not  been  answered,  and  wished  to  ask, 
whether  it  was  by  a  previous  agreement 
that  such  a  proceeding  was  sanctioned  ? 

Viscount  Palmer  ston  replied,  there 
could  be  no  previous  agreement  for  an 
event  which  was  not  foreseen.  The  five 
Powers,  parties  to  the  Conference  at  Lon- 
don, had  entered  into  an  engagement  to 
maintain  the  neutrality  and  independence 
of  Belgium,  and  in  pursuance  of  this  en- 
gagement the  French  government  had 
acted. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  his  noble 
friend  had  used  an  expression,  which,  if  it 
had  been  used  inadvertently,  he  was  sure 
his  noble  friend  would  be  glad  of  an  op- 
portunity to  correct.  His  noble  friend 
had  said,  that  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands had  "violated"  the  armistice — a 
word  which  would  imply,  that  he  had  de- 
parted from  the  engagement  which  he 
had  contracted.  Now,  as  he  understood 
the  matter,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
had  a  right  to  terminate  the  armistice,  on 
giving  notice  of  his  intention  to  do  so ; 
and  that  such  termination  could  in  no  way 
be  deemed  a  violation  of  the  armistice. 
In  another  part  of  his  noble  friend's  speech 
be  had  observed,  that  this  armistice  had 
been  "  broken"  by  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands. If  these  were  merely  inaccurate 
expressions,  his  noble  friend  would  now 
have  an  opportunity  of  correcting  them. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  he  was 
much  obliged  to  his  right  hon.  friend  for 
giving  him  an  opportunity  of  correcting 
any  inadvertence  into  which  his  right  hon. 
friend  mi^ht  suppose  him  to  have  fallen. 
He  thought,  however,  that  his  right  hon. 
friend  misapprehended  the  present  state  of 
the  transaction.  A  local  armistice  had  been 
concluded  between  the  Dutch  Commander 
of  the  citadel  of  Antwerp,  and  the  Belgian 
Commander  of  the  town  of  Antwerp, 
which  armistice  was  subject  to  be  put  an 
end  to  by  three  days'  notice.    But  subse- 


quently to  that,  was  the  general  armistice, 
which  had  taken  place  under  the  sanction 
of  the  five  great  Powers ;  and  it  was  that 
armistice  to  which  he  (Viscount  Palmer- 
ston) had  alluded  in  his  former  observa- 
tions to  the  House.  That  armistice  had 
been  broken  by  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands, without  any  notice  whatever.  Up 
to  the  moment  at  which  he  was  speak- 
ing, no  communication  had  been  made  to 
his  Majesty's  Government  on  the  subject 
by  the  Plenipotentiary  of  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  risen  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  giving  his  noble 
friend,  if  necessary,  an  opportunity  of  cor- 
recting his  statement.  He  now  found 
that  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was  in  error. 
He  had  conceived,  that  by  the  rejection,  on 
the  part  of  Belgium,  of  the  terms  which 
had  been  offered  by  the  other  Powers,  the 
obligation  on  the  king  of  Holland  to  pre- 
serve the  armistice  had  been  removed. 

Viscount  Palmer$ton  said,  that  such 
was  not  the  understanding  of  the  five  Great 
Powers. 

Lord  Eliot  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the  House,  to  the 
answer  of  the  king  of  Holland,  dated  on 
the  1 2th  of  last  July,  to  the  letter  from  the 
Conference  at  London.  After  referring 
to  the  declaration  of  the  five  Courts  in  the 
12th  and  19th  Protocols,  that  the  sove- 
reign of  Belgium  must  accept,  without  re- 
serve, the  arrangements  laid  down  in  Pro- 
tocols 11  and  12,  the  paper  in  question 
proceeded : — ''  In  consequence  of  this  de- 
claration, which  by  the  King's  acceptance 
of  the  basis  of  the  separation  of  the  12th 
Protocol,  has  become  an  engagement  with 
him ;  his  Majesty,  in  case  a  Prince  should 
be  culled  to  the  sovereignty  of  Belgium, 
and  take  possession  of  it,  without  first  ac- 
cepting the  said  arrangements,  could  not 
but  consider  such  Prince,  as  by  this  fact 
alone,  placed  in  a  state  of  hostility  with 
him,  and  his  enemy."  Might  that  not  be 
considered  as  a  notification  that  the  armis* 
tice  should  no  longer  be  binding,  after  a 
certain  event  which  had  now  taken  place. 
There  was  one  point  also,  on  which  he 
wished  for  information  from  the  noble 
Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the 
five  great  Powers,  had  guarante^  the  in- 
tegrity and  neutrality  of  the  Belgic  state. 
What  he  wished  to  know  was,  whether 
that  guarantee  was  an  absolute  one,  or 
whether  it  was  contingent  on  the  accept* 
ance  by  Belgium  of  the  propositions  m«d« 
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to  it  by  the  12th  Protocol— propositions 
ivhich  the  Belgians  had  hitherto  rejected, 
though  the  king  of  Holland  had  accepted 
them. 

Viscount  Palmer ston  said,  the  passage 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  read,  from  the 
answer  of  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  to 
the  communication  from  the  Conference 
at  London,  was  correctly  quoted.  It  was 
well  known,  that  there  had  been  two  Con- 
ferences, at  which  two  series  of  articles 
had  been  agreed  to ;  that  the  first  of  those 
series  of  articles  had  been  accepted  by  one 
of  the  parties  to  whom  they  referred,  and 
rejected  by  the  other ;  and  that  the  second 
of  those  series  of  articles  had  been  accepted 
by  the  party  who  had  rejected  the  Qrst  series, 
and  had  been  rejected  by  the  party  who  had 
accepted  the  first  series.  Such  being  the 
state  of  things,  the  five  great  Powers  had 
ilvited  the  parties  to  send  Plenipotentiaries 
to  London.  That  invitation,  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands  accepted ;  he  sent  a  Pleni- 
potentiary to  London,  but  at  the  same  time, 
he  g^ve  orders  to  his  troops  to  enter  Bel- 
gium— a  fact  which  the  Plenipotentiary 
who  came  to  London,  had  no  instructions 
to  communicate  to  the  English  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  Eliot  again  asked,  if  the  guaran- 
tees of  the  five  Powers  was  absolute,  or  if 
it  was  contingent  on  the  acceptance  by 
Belgium  of  the  articles  in  the  12th  Pro- 
tocol? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  the  arti- 
cles which  Belgium  accepted,  contained  se- 
veral of  the  propositions  which  had  been 
accepted  by  Holland  in  the  first  instance. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  the  king  of  Holland 
had  been  most  unfairly  used.  After  what 
had  now  passed,  he  appealed  to  the 
House,  whether  he  was  not  fully  justified 
in  persevering  Xo  bring  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  observed,  that  no 
man  was  more  ready  than  he  was  to  com- 
municate, at  a  proper  time,  the  most  am- 
ple information  on  the  subject  to  the 
House ;  and  that  no  man  was  more  ready 
than  he  was,  at  a  proper  time,  to  enter 
into  a  full  defence  of  the  part  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  taken  in  the 
transactions  in  question ;  but  he  submitted 
it  to  the  consideration  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
whether,  after  the  information,  open  to  all, 
which  had  reached  this  country  within 
the  last  day  or  two  —  whether,  while 
events  of  the  greatest  importance  were 


\ 


pending — whether  while  a  decision,  which 
must  of  necessity  be  taken  out  of 
that  House  upon  the  subject,  was  yet 
pending,  it  was  fair  to  call  upon  his 
Majesty's  Government  to  enter  upon  an 
explanation  and  defence  of  their  conduct, 
with  reference  to  a  long  course  of  trans- 
actions ;  which  explanation  and  defence  it 
might  be  impossible  sufficiently  to  devel- 
ope,  without  a  statement  of  circumstances 
at  the  present  moment  calculated  to  occa- 
sion considerable  embarrassment  to  nego- 
tiations not  yet  terminated. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord,  that  he  had  no  intention  to 
do  any  thing  that  was  calculated  to  em- 
barrass his  Majesty's  Government ;  but  it 
must  have  been  known  to  them,  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Crown  of  Belgium  by 
Prince  Leopold,  without  the  king  of  Hol- 
land's having  been  previously  satisfied, 
would  be  a  ground  of  war.  He  would 
not  press  his  Motion  on  that  day ;  but  he 
really  trusted,  that  on  an  early  day  an 
ample  discussion  of  the  whole  subject 
would  be  entered  into.  If,  contrary  to  all 
usage,  the  House  was  called  upon  to  meet 
at  twelve  o'clock  on  a  Saturday,  for  the 
purpose  of  expediting  a  bill  which  waspass- 
mg  through  Parliament  with  greater  celer- 
ity than  that  which  any  constitution  had 
ever  before  been  changed  by  any  legisla- 
tive assembly,  surely  one  night  might  be 
spared  in  the  next  week,  for  a  debate  of 
so  much  importance  as  that  to  which  he 
adverted.  His  impression  was,  that  the 
conduct  which  had  been  pursued  by  his 
Majesty's  Government,  was  highly  detri- 
mental to  this  country.  His  object  was, 
to  put  the  country  into  such  a  position,  as 
might  enable  it,  at  a  future  period,  to  act 
with  greater  effect.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  to  send  the 
fleet,  now  in  the  Channel,  to  the  coast  of 
Holland  ?  The  whole  question  appeared  ! 
to  him  to  be  now  brought  to  an  issue.  : 
France  had  already  resorted  to  war.  If  < 
he  found,  that  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
House  that  he  should  persevere  in  his 
Motion,  he  would  not  do  so;  but  in  that 
case  he  washed  his  hands  of  all  the  conse^ 
quences  which  might  ensue.  He  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  supposed,  that  the  people  of 
England  were  in  favour  of  sending  a  fleet 
to  Holland,  where,  probably,  the  mistake 
of  NaN^Tvo  TSA.^^  ^aigtibcQi  ^3R3(s>^  ,   '^^  ^^^ 
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liament,  as  the  Administration  which  had 
succeeded  that  most  illustrious  ornament 
of  his  country,  Mr.  Canning.  No  Minis- 
ters had  ever  been  more  fairly  treated  by 
rheir  political  opponents,  than  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  and  Lord  Grey.  But  a 
crisis  had  now  arrived.  Negotiation  was 
over,  war  was  about  to  commence,  and  an 
inquiry  by  that  House  into  the  circum- 
stances which  had  led  to  this  state  of 
things  could  not,  therefore,  be  considered 
premature. 

Viscount  Palmerzton  said,  that  no  man 
could  be  more  disposed  than  he  was,  to  ac- 
knowledge the  forbearance  which  had  been 
shown  towards  the  Qovemmcnts  to  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded.      In  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he, 
of  course,  must  join,  with  reference  at  least, 
to  the  course  which  the  House  had  pur- 
sued towards  the  late  Government.     He 
was  persuaded,  however,  that  neither  the 
House  nor  the  hon.  Baronet,  upon  consi- 
deration, would  think  that  he  ought  to  an- 
swer the  question  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  as  to  what  were  the  intentions  of 
Government,  with  respect  to  the  employ- 
ment of  the  naval  force  of  this  country. 
His    Majesty's    Ministers   would  be,  of 
course,  responsible  for  whatever  measures 
they  might  take ;  but  the  time  to  put  them 
on  their  defence  was,  after  those  measures 
were  taken,  and  not  before.     He  should 
therefore,  decline  to  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  felt  convinced 
that  the  House  would  be  of  opinion,  that  he 
was  pursuing  a  proper  course  in  declining. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  it  for  granted 
that  all  negotiations  were  at  an  end,  and 
that  they  were  now  on  the  eve  of  a  war ; 
but  he  begged  the  House  not  to  adopt  the 
same  opinion.     It  had  been  the  object  of 
the  most  constant  labour  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  since  last  November,  when 
they  first  entered  office,  to  preserve  peace. 
From  that  period  to  the  present  moment, 
they  had  been  engaged  in  the  most  diffi- 
cult and  complicated  negotiations,  which 
had  the  preservation  of  peace  for  their  ob- 
ject— the  preservation  of  peace,  in  the  first 
place,  between  Belgium  and  Holland,  on 
honourable  and  satisfactory  g^unds   to 
both  parties,  with  a  view  to  secure  thereby 
the  benefits  of  peace  to  Europe  in  general. 
They  were  still  labouring  indefatigably  for 
the  accomplishment  of  that  object ;  and 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
House,  that  nothing  which  had  hitherto 
happened,  led  him  to  think  that  that  ob- 
ject might  not  be  obtained. 


Sir  Ricliard  Vyvyan  said,  that  he  had 
thought  himself  bound  to  bring  forward  his 
Motion  to-day,  but  since  he  had  heard  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 
he  had  resolved  to  postpone  his  motion  till 
another  opportunity. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  objected  to  the 
postponement  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Mo- 
tion. It  was  ridiculous  to  do  that  under 
the  idea  that  there  was  no  war,  when  the 
French  had  actually  passed  the  Belgian 
frontier.  When  such  an  important  matter 
was  allowed  to  pass  by  so  quietly,  he  al- 
most doubted  whether  he  was  iu  a  British 
House  of  Commons.  This  was  a  case 
which  demanded  investigation  much  more 
than  the  invasion  of  Spain  by  France 
in  the  time  of  Louis  16th»  and  he  remem- 
bered that  that  subject  was  discussed  in 
the  House,  notwithstanding  that  negotia- 
tions were  pending  at  the  time.  ^ 

The  conversation  dropped. 

Reform  (Scotland)  Bill.]  Mr. 
S,  IVortley  presented  two  Petitions  from 
Perth,  one  from  the  Lord  Provost,  Magis- 
trates, and  Town  Council,  the  other 
from  several  thousands  of  the  Merchants, 
Bankers,  and  other  traders  of  the  city, 
praying,  that  one  Member  might  be  given 
to  that  town  under  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill.  Perth  was  equal  in  importance  to 
Dundee,  and  was  as  much  entitled  to 
a  Representative  as  any  place  in  the 
United  Kingdom  to  which  such  a  privilege 
had  been  extended.  It  was  a  flourishing 
and  thriving  town,  and  had  a  population 
of  21,000  souls.  The  petitioners  sug- 
gested, that  some  determinate  scale  of 
population  should  be  established  for  the 
Representation  of  the  towns  of  Scotland, 
on  which  principle  he  was  prepared  to  act, 
and  should  endeavour  to  enforce  it  at  the 
proper  time. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  have  to  com- 
plain of  the  grossest  injustice,  if  they  weie 
left  in  the  position  now  contemplated  by 
the  three  Bills.  This  was  the  time  when 
all  who  were  interested  in  that  country 
should  make  their  appeal  to  Englishmen. 
So  long  as  the  arrangement  regarding  Re- 
presentation continued,  as  it  was  settled 
at  the  Union,  he  would  be  the  last  man 
to  put  in  any  claims  for  Scotland  to  ob- 
tain additional  Representatives ;  but  now, 
when  that  arrangement  was  about  to  be 
set  aside,  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Scotch- 
man to  support  the  interests  of  his  conntry , 
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apd  to  see,  that  they  were  not  negkcted  io 
the  new  arrangements.  That  country  bad 
a  claim  to  a  much  larger  share  in  the 
Representation  than  was  contemplated  by 
the  present  Bill.  He  was  afraid,  however, 
that  the  English  Reform  Bill  would  absorb 
all  the  interests  on  the  question,  and  when 
that  had  passed,  little  attention  would  be 
paid  to  the  merits  or  claims  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  He  did  hope,  however,  on  a 
principle  of  fairness,  that  the  large  and 
important  county  which  he  represented, 
and  others  were  in  the  same  situation, 
would  receive  additional  Members ;  and 
that  such  a  place  as  Perth  would  not  be 
left  with  the  fractional  part  of  one  Repre* 
sentative. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  must  add  his 
testimony  in  favour  of  the  respectability  of 
Perth,  and  its  claim  to  a  larger  share  in 
tho\  Representation  than  waa  contem- 
plated. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Parliamentary  Reform  -*  Bill 
FOR  England— Committee — Eight- 
EENTif  Day.]  On  the  motion  of  Lord 
John  Russell,  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  a  Committee  upon  the  Reform  of 
Parliament  (England),  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
Chair. 

The  Chairman  having  put  the  question, 
''  that  Kendal,  including  the  town  of 
Kendal,  stand  part  of  schedule  D" 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  from  all  the  re- 
turns he  had  seen  up  to  last  night,  there 
was  not,  in  the  district  of  Kendal,  a  suf- 
ficient number  of  inhabitants  to  supply  an 
adequate  constituency  for  a  place  about 
to  be  enfranchised.  He  had  thought  Re- 
presentation ought  not  to  be  given  to  any 
place  containing  less  than  10,000  inhabit- 
ants. The  addition  of  the  township  of 
Kirkland  bad,  however,  removed  his  ob- 
jection to  this  question.  It  was  the  leaving 
out  of  Kirkland  which  he  thought  a  griev- 
ance, and  against  which  he  had  intended 
to  address  the  Committee.  These  cases, 
as  well  as  that  of  Saltashyfiilly  proved  the 
propriety  of  the  remarks  on  the  details  of 
the  Bill  which  hon.  Members  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee, 

Question  carried.  . 

The  Chairman  put  as  the  question, 
*^  that  the  town  of  Walsall,  including  the 
borough  and  foreign  of  Walsall,  stand  part 
of  schedule  D." 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  rgge  pursuant  to  a 
notice  he  had  given,  to  move  an  amend- 


ment upon  the  queation  now  {mt  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  tnuled,  as 
if  he  was  appearing  in  a  new  character, 
that  of  a  Reformer.  The  fact  was  ttot  ao  ; 
but  he  had  now  to  deal  with  the  details  of 
a  Bill,  the  principle  of  which  had  bemi 
adopted,  and  while  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee he  had  left  his  character  of  anti- 
Reformer  in  abeyance,  and  vms  bound  to 
relieve  the  Bill  as  far  as  possible  from  its 
evil  qualities  and  inconsistencies.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  Walsall  was  situated  the 
important  town  of  Wednesbury,  whidi  had 
the  advantage  of  being  one  embodied 
town,  if  he  might  use  the  expression,  in 
contradistinction  to  places  that  were 
formed  rather  of  scattered  villages  than  of 
continuous  streets.  Walsall  had  a  smaller 
population  than  any  plaoe  io  Ike  iebedule 
D,  excepting  Gtat^ead  i  and,  thevafore, 
the  constituenoY  eould  not  be  ieiid4*eilto» 
large  by  the  addition  of  another  mader- 
ately-siaed  place.  Nor  was  Wadneabocy 
far  distant  from  Walsall ;  at  least,  i|  vae 
situated  nearer  to  that  town  tluui  aav«vM 
of  the  places  united  with  WolierhampttMi 
were  with  that  town.  He  had  no  persoMd 
interest  whatever  in  the  question,  but, 
looking  at  the  disposal  of  the  fianchiaa  in 
the  county  in  which  Waball  was  sitoalad, 
he  found  that  Wednesbury  was  the  only 
place  of  importance  in  that  county,  that 
had  not  a  direct  share  in  returning  a  Re* 
prescntative.  He,  therefore,  moved  as  an 
amendment,  that  the  words  "  and  town  of 
Wednesbury"  be  added.  He  would  not 
insist  upon  a  division,  but  he  thought  it 
his  duty  to  submit  the  Motion  to  the 
Committee. 

Lord  John  Iiui$eU  said«  the  town  and 
foreign  of  Walsall,  included,  in  this 
vote,  were  under  one  municipal  Consti- 
tution, and  contained  a  population  of 
15,000  souls,  and  furnished  a  constittt*' 
ency  of  750  voters.  Walsall  formed  a 
distinct  town  of  itself;  it  was  nol  Qpo* 
nected  with  Wednesbury;  and  benigattf- 
ficiently  large  to  be  intrusted  with  the 
privilege  of  returning  a  Member,  he  aaw 
no  reason  for  the  amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  knew  also,  that  Ibt 
freeholders  of  Wednesbury  would  be  torry 
to  relinquish  their  county  votes  for  the 
purpose  of  returning  a  Member  with 
Walsall. 

Mr.  Stmrt  Wortley  thought  it  would 
have  been  much  more  just,  with  a  view  10 
an  equal  protection  of  the  iron  tfad«,.|o 
have  given  one  of  these  numerous  Mtm- 
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bers,  intended  for  the  Potteries,  to  Merthyr 
Tydvil,  instead  of  leaving  the  whole  of 
that  important  district  with  but  one  Re- 
presentative. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  his  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Staffordshire  (Mr.  Littleton), 
had,  on  a  former  occasion,  remarked,  that 
the  freeholders  of  Wednesbury  would 
rather  enjoy  their  county  franchise  than 
be  united  with  Walsall,  and  have  the 
privilege  of  directly  returning  a  Member. 
Surely,  that  was  no  proof  of  the  over- 
whelming desire  of  the  people  for  the  ex- 
travagant and  dangerous  changes  to  be 
made  in  this  Bill.  The  freeholders  of 
Wednesbury,  a  large  town,  preferred  the 
system  under  which  they  had  so  long  been 
represented,  to  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Walsall  bad  only  a  population  of  12,000. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  population 
of  Walsall  was  now  15,000. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  continued.  The  popu- 
lation was  now  15,000!  What,  then, 
were  they  now  to  have  recourse  to  the 
population  of  1831  ?  When  the  disfran- 
chising clauses  were  under  consideration, 
and  rights  and  privileges,  which  had  en- 
dured and  been  protected  and  upheld  for 
four  centuries,  were  to  be  assailed  and 
destroyed,  then  the  population  returns  of 
1821  only  were  to  be  consulted.  The 
gross  injustice  and  inconsistency  of  such 
conduct  must  be  evident  to  the  whole 
country,  and  sooner  or  later  it  must  pro- 
duce its  natural  effect.  He  must  remark, 
too,  that  it  was  wonderful  to  observe  how 
strong  an  affection  the  noble  Lord  had 
conceived  for  "municipal  constitutions" 
since  schedules  A  and  B  had  been  disposed 
of.  While  those  schedules  were  under 
discussion,  corporate  rights  were  ridiculed ; 
but  now  Walsall  was  to  return  a  Member 
by  itself,  because  it  was  under  one  muni- 
cipal Constitution.  Such  inconsistency 
appeared  both  ridiculous  and  contemptible, 
and  he  should  support  the  amendment. 
The  argument  of  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Littleton)  surprised  him  very  much.  His 
hon.  friend  had  stated,  that  the  people  of 
Wednesbury  were  so  well  pleased  with  the 
right  given  to  them  by  the  Bill,  to  vote  for 
the  county  Representatives,  that  they  did 
not  care  to  have  a  Representative  of  their 
own.  He  was  aware,  that  it  was  useless 
to  press  the  amendment,  especially  on  a 
Saturday,  unless  the  noble  liord  chose  to 
lend  a  favourable  ear  to  the  Representa- 
tions which  had  been  made. 

Mr.   Littleton  wished    to    correct  his 


right  hon.  friend.  He  had  not  said,  thai 
the  freeholders  of  Wednesbury  were  ad- 
verse to  being  united  with  Walsall,  but 
that  he  had  not  received  any  application 
from  them  requesting  that  Wednesbury 
might  be  united  with  Walsall ;  and  the 
inference  he  drew,  therefore,  was,  that  the 
people  were  satisfied  with  theqnaJifieation 
they  would  possess  as  freeholders,  to  vote 
for  the  county.  He  had  no  personal  in  - 
terest  in  the  question,  and  would  sup- 
port the  original  motion. 

Lord  Althorp  preferred  giving  the  fran- 
chise to  a  corporate  town  singly,  in  case 
the  corporate  town  had  a  sufficient  con- 
stituency. Walsall  had  that,  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  the  Bill  should  stand  as 
it  did. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  noble  Lord 
must  surely  speak  in  entire  foigetfulness 
of  what  clauses  there  were  in  the  #11. 
The  clause  under  which  Commissioners 
were  to  be  appointed  would  interfere  with 
every  local  jurisdiction  in  the  country. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  so  far  as  the 
inhabitants  of  Merthyr  Tydvil  were  con- 
cerned, he  could  declare,  they  were  in- 
different whether  their  claims  were  to  he 
decided  by  the  census  of  1821  or  1831. 
The  question  with  them  was,  not  whether 
they  should  be  incorporated  with  some 
other  place,  but  whether  they  ought  not  lo 
return  Members  themselves. 

Amendment  negatived,  and  the  original 
question  carried. 

On  the  question,  <<  that  Whitehaven, 
including  the  town  of  Whitehaven,  the 
town  and  parish  of  Workington,  and  the 
parish  of  Harrington,  in  the  county  of 
Cumberland,  stand  part  of  schedule  B,** 

Lord  John  Russell  moved,  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  after  the  words  **  town  of 
Whitehaven,"  the  words  "  and  Preston 
Quarter,  and  parish  of  Meresly"  be  in- 
serted. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  this  question  formed 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  anomalies 
of  the  whole  Bill.  He  must  contend,  that 
the  town  of  Whitehaven  ought  not  to  be 
united  to  the  town  and  parish  of  Working- 
ton, and  that  the  population  of  the  former 
being  17,000,  was  sufficient  to  entitle  it 
to  a  Member  without  any  such  union. 
Workington  was  eight  miles  distant,  and 
the  interest  of  its  inhabitants  was  in  direct 
opposition  to  that  of  the  people  of  White- 
haven. He  thought  both  places  were 
better  entitled,  from  their  size  and  import- 
ance, to  send  Representatives  to  Parlia- 


897 


Committee — > . 


{Aug,  6} 


Eighteenth  Hay* 


89a 


mcnt  than  either  Walsall,  Gateshead, 
Tynemouth,  or  South  Shields.  It  was  a 
total  want  of  consistency  to  propose  to 
unite  Whitehaven,  which  had  a  population 
of  12,000  inhabitants,  and  had,  in  its  im- 
mediate vicinity,  a  further  population  of 
5,000,  to  another  town,  of  nearly  equal 
size,  at  a  distance  of  eight  roiles ;  while 
Wajsall  and  Wednesbury,  two  towns  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  each  other,  and 
whose  interests  were  also  united,  were 
not  to  be  joined  for  the  purposes  of  Re- 
presentation. This  was  a  most  glaring 
anomaly,  and  would  open  a  new  field  for 
discussion,  which  would  involve  Ministers 
in  many  difficulties;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, be  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lords 
opposite,  the  cause  of  this  extraordi- 
nary union  ? 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  party  di- 
visioj^,  in  which  he  had,  unfortunately, 
had  his  share,  would  prevent  the  Commit- 
tee, probably,  from  considering  him  as  an 
impartial  judge,  although  he  had  consi- 
derable local  knowledge  of  the  districts 
which  this  Bill  proposed  to  unite.  He 
would,  however,  endeavour  to  satisfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  union 
which  he  so  much  deprecated  was  not  so 
inconsistent  with  other  parts  of  the  Bill  as 
he  supposed.  The  objections  were,  the 
distance  of  the  towns  from  each  other,  and 
that  they  had  separate  interests.  Now, 
the  fact  was,  that  Preston  Quarter,  Meres- 
by,  Harrington,  and  Workington,  were  all 
situated  on  the  sea-coast,  and,  although  at 
some  distance  from  each  other,  were  all 
included  in  the  sea-port  of  Whitehaven, 
and  had  a  common  interest  in  the  Irish 
coal  trade.  This  was  one  reason  for  their 
uniting  them.  Another  was,  the  necessity 
of  increasing  the  constituency  of  White- 
haven, because  the  whole  town  belonged 
to  one  noble  individual,  who,  if  the  elect- 
ive franchise  was  confined  to  it,  would  ex- 
clusively influence  its  Representatioji,  and 
Whitehaven  would  be  a  nomination  bo- 
rough. The  case  of  Huddersfield,  agreed 
to  last  night,  was  precisely  similar  to  the 
case  of  Whitehaven. 

Colonel  Lawther  said,  as  the  town  and 
neighbourhood  of  Whitehaven  were  al- 
lowed to  contain  17,000  inhabitants,  he 
left  it  to  the  Committee  to  judge  whether 
the  noble  individual  alluded  to,  could 
have  such  a  great  preponderance  in  the 
influence  of  the  elections  as  to  return  the 
member  for  Whitehaven.  He  wished  to 
take  that  opportunity  to  express  his  sur« 
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prise,  that  the  parish  of  Bissington,  which 
fay  between  Whitehaven  and  Workington, 
was  not  included  with  the  other  places 
which  were  to  form  component  parts  of 
this  new  borough.  As  for  Harrington, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  described 
as  a  sea-port,  it  was  as  much  so  as  the 
Regent's  Park.  The  sea  did  not  come 
within  a  mile  and  half  of  it.  He,  there- 
fore, begged  to  inquire,  why  Bissington 
had  been  excluded  ? 

Mr.  Croker  said,  notwithstanding  the 
candour  and  fairness  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's statement,  which  he  fully  admitted, 
he  could  not  yet  see  one  shadow  of  reason 
or  justice  in  the  course  Ministers  were  now 
pursuing.  This  was,  probably,  one  of  the 
last  occasions  on  which  he  should  trouble 
the  Committee,  and  therefore  he  could 
not  help  declaring,  that  no  ground  what- 
ever existed  for  the  proposed  union  be- 
tween Whitehaven  and  Workington,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  conclude,  by  moving 
as  an  Amendment,  that  all  the  words  in 
the  question,  after  the  words  **  Town  of 
Whitehaven,!!  be  omitted. 

Mr.  Blamire  had  some  local  knowledge 
of  the  places  included  in  the  question, 
and  he  saw  nothing  anomalous  or  incon- 
sistent in  the  proposition.  The  places 
proposed  to  be  united  were  connected  in 
one  continuous  line,  running  along  the 
sea-coast,  and  their  interests  were  precisely 
similar.  The  parish  of  Bissington  was 
not  on  the  sea-coast,  which  was  the  rea- 
son, he  presumed,  why  it  was  not  included 
in  the  district. 

Lord  Althorp  was  ready  to  admit,  that 
the  question  of  admitting  Bissington  was 
one  of  difficulty  ;  but,  after  the  fullest  con- 
sideration, they  had  decided  not  to  include 
it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  correctly 
stated,  that  Whitehaven  and  Bissington 
joined,  but  they  both  wholly  belonged  to 
one  individual,  and  this  was  chiefly  the 
cause  why  it  was  resolved  to  exclude  the 
latter.  They  had  endeavoured  to  prevent 
the  exercise  of  too  g^eat  power  in  influ- 
encing the  elections,  by  adding  Working- 
ton to  Whitehaven,  as  in  the  case  of  Hud- 
dersfield, where  the  whole  township  be- 
longed to  one  individual.  In  that  case, 
thev  had  thought  it  expedientto  add  the  re- 
mamder  of  the  parish,  to  prevent  the  over- 
bearing influence  that  the  ownership  of  the 
land  on  which  the  town  stood  would  ne- 
cessarily give.  According  to  the  popula- 
tion returns,  the  whole  of  the  district  of 
Huddersfield  contained  31,000  persons, 
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tion  of  a  new  principle  into  the  Bitl.  HiAt 
case,  he  admitted,  was  diflfertnt  from  the 
present ;  but  this,  as  he  before  remarked, 
would  serve  as  a  precedent  and  justtfica- 


and  of  these,  10,000  were  in  the  parish. 
It  was  thought,  that  including  the  whole 
was  sufficient  to  insure  a  free  exercise  of 
the  franchise.  The  principle  on  which 
Ministers  proceeded  was,  in  disfranchising, 
not  to  allow  the  mere  influence  of  property 
to  prevail,  because,  in  many  instances, 
that  was  the  only  claim  that  could  be  set 
up ;  but,  in  enfranchising,  not  to  interfere 
with  the  legitimate  influence  of  property. 
In  the  present  instance,  they  joined  Work- 
ington with  Whitehaven,  because,  in  the 
latter  case, the  whole  influence  of  property 
was  in  the  hands  of  one  individual. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ap- 
peared to  be  proceeding  on  a  new  prin- 
ciple. Ministers  originally  declared,  that 
they  wished  to  destroy  nomination,  but 
not  to  interfere  with  the  just  influence  of 
property.  The  noble  Lord  now  said,  that 
he  would  strictly  adhere  to  the  rule  of  dis- 
regarding the  influence  of  property,  in 
cases  of  disfranchisement,  but  that,  in  cases 
of  enfranchisement,  he  would  admit  that 
influence  to  a  certain  extent.  Here,  it 
appeared  that  Workington  was  to  be  joined 
with  Whitehaven,  because  the  influence  of 
property,  placed  in  the  bands  of  one  indi- 
vidual, was  considered  to  be  too  great  in 
the  latter  place.  Now,  his  chief  objection 
to  the  principle  thus  laid  down  was,  the 
endless  succession  of  changes  which  it  was 
calculated  to  produce.  The  Bill,  he  fear- 
ed, would  furnish  a  number  of  precedents, 
which  other,  and  more  eager.  Reformers 
would  gladly  lay  hold  of,  in  furtherance 
of  more  extensive  measures  ;  and  the  coun- 
try would  thus  be  exposed  to  a  succession 
of  dangerous  changes.  Tlie  noble  Lord 
might  think  that  he  had  drawn  a  line  suf- 
ficiently strong  between  nomination  and 
the  legitimate  influence  of  property ;  but 
he  would,  most  probably,  find,  that  that 
line  would  be  easily  passed  by  those  who 
wished  for  additional  change,  and  who 
would  readily  argue,  that  this  influence  of 
property  was,  in  fact,  nomination. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  object  here  was, 
to  create  a  new  borough  that  should  not 
be  the  property  of  one  individual. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  did  not  remove  his 
objection.  Was  not,  in  fact,  the  introduc- 
tion of  Workington  an  interference  with  the 
legitimate  influence  of  property  ?  In  the 
case  of  Downton  a]so,therc  had  been  an  in- 
terference of  the  same  nature,  which  had 
been  properly  designated  as  the  introduc- 


tion  for  meddling  with  all  sorts  of  property 
connected  with  the  Representation  of  bo- 
roughs hereafter. 

Lord  Althorp  must  deny,  that  any  new 
principle  had  been  introduced,  either  in  the 
present  instance,  or  in  that  of  Dowtltoti. 
The  Ministers  had  made  this  proposition, 
not  in  departure  from  any  rule,  but  ai 
an  exception.  Ttiey  proposed  to  create 
a  new  borough ;  and  ttieir  object  was,  lo 
prevent  the  same  fnfluebee  of  property, 
which  had  induced  theitt  to  recoAtneiHi 
the  disfranchisemetit  df  so  many  other 
places,  from  converting  this  into  li  nomi- 
nation borough.  They  proposed  etteitiite 
constituencies  to  prevent  such  ftA  ihfluenee. 
and  had  applied  this  tb  the  kiewly-c' «iitM 
boroughs,  as  welt  ds  those  j^mVloitriy  Iti 

existeUce. 

Sir  Georae  Mnrfuy  itiferred  from  what 
the  noble  Lord  hiid  iftld,  that  the  iftilii- 
ence  of  property  ^a«  tb  be  gUftrded  amifitt 
beyond  a  ccrtam  ettetit,  and  that  thn  was 
the  case  with  Whitehaven  And  Huddeis* 
field,  in  which  the  (nfluetibe  of  two  hmd- 
owners  was  to  be  corrected  in  the  manner 
proposed.  But  this  principle  Wim  not 
carried  to  other  places,  where  It  was  as 
much  required.  The  boroughs  of  Maltmi 
and  Tavistock  (he  did  not  metition  these 

|)laces  invidiously,  but  becaufte  the  nemes 
lad  been  so  freqttently  introduced,  they 
were  the  first  that  presented  thenuelfes) 
had  not  been  so  interfered  with.  The  in- 
fluence of  property  was  left  to  it<  fiill  ex- 
ercise in  these  places.  He  objected  to  this 
partial  interference,  because  it  would  ulti- 
mately lead  to  the  total  destruction  of  all 
such  influence  by  fliture  Refortnen,  Who 
would  not  be  limited  by  the  line  drawn 
by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  John  tf,  Zou;r/ter  contended,  that  Mi- 
nisters were  now  acting  not  only  upon  a 
new,  but  upon  a  dangerous  princi|ile.  Thrn* 
was  a  decided  difference  between  the  piv- 
sent  case  and  that  of  Hudderafleld. 

Mr.  Wason  asked  whether,  if  the 
amendment  were  carried,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Croker)  ¥POUld  conaent 
to  give  a  separate' member  to  Workington, 
Bissington,  and  Harrington  f 

Mr.  Croker  could  not  consent  to  pur- 
chase the  vote  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  by 
greeing  to  any  such  proposition.  He  dp- 
posed  the  Bill  upon  prindple. 
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Mr.  Ramsden  requested  to  be  permitted 
to  say  a  few  words,  as  allusioil  nad  been 
made  to  the  influence  he  was  likely  to 
possess,  from  his  fkmily  being  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  soil  on  which  Htlddersneid 
stood.  This  property  had  not  been  pur- 
chased for  electioneering  purposes,  but  had 
belonged  to  him  and  his  ancestors  for 
three  Genturies,  and  his  influence  would 
not  be  very  great.  He  thought  bestow- 
ing the  franchise  on  large  manufactur- 
ing towns  a  wise  meastlre,  and  he  should 
regret  if  the  influence  of  property  in  any 
of  these  places  were  so  great  as  to  pre- 
vent the  expression  of  the  wishes  of  the 
constituency.  As  one  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  county  of  Yofk,  he  coiild  as- 
sert, that  the  meHiure  met  with  support  and 
Bpprobatiofi  fVom  his  conititnents,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  the  cOUntly  generally  would 
be  r  refitted  by  it.  He  appfoved  of  this 
Bill ;  it  did  away  with  direct  influettce, 
while  it  gave  lU  fair  weight  to  Indirect  in- 
fluence, which  ought  tO  be  cherished, 
because  it  kept  up  And  perpetuated  the 
good  feeling  wnieh  it  was  so  d^irabte  to 

E reserve  between  landlord  dnd  tenant. 
fe  Was  happy  to  say,  such  an  understand- 
ing did  prevail  in  the  part  of  thfc  country 
with  which  he  was  connected,  tf  the  in- 
habitants of  Hnddersfield  should  do  him 
the  honour  of  electing  any  person  con- 
nected with  him,  he  should  feel  happy, 
but  this  would  never  result  from  any  power 
he  possessed  to  control  their  choice. 

Mr.  Croker  desired  to  cherish  indirect 
influence  on  this  very  ground.  There  was 
no  comparison  between  the  cases  .of 
Huddersfield  and  Whitehaven.  If  there 
was  any  principle  in  the  Bill,  it  ought  to 
be  acted  on  in  all  cases.  He  could  not 
help  repeating,  that  the  present  proposition 
was  ejttremely  unjust. 

Mr.  RafHtden  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  very  much  mistaken,  if  he 
believed  the  influence  of  property  would 
continue  to  be  great  in  Huddersfield. 

Mr.  ffuni  Would  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  of  the  hon.  member  for  York- 
shire being  in  his  place,  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  what  that  hon.  Member  was 
pleased  to  Say,  relating  to  a  petition  which 
he  (Mr.  Hnnt)  had  presented  from  Hud- 
dersfleld.  The  hOn.  Gentleman  had  de- 
clared, that  the  petitioti  and  meeting  at 
which  it  was  got  tip,  was  unknown  at  that 
place :  now  the  meeting  had  been  adver- 
tised in  several  local  newspapers,  and  the 
walls   were  placarded   with  bills  to  an- 


nounce it.     He  knew  the  person  (he  wai 
present  at  the  meeting,  and  offered  no  op 
position  to  the  petition)  who  had  wr 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  induced  him  u 
make  the  statement  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Ramsden  thought  it  was  a  mallei 
of  very  little  consequence  whether  hi 
made  any  reply  to  the  hon.  member  foi 
Preston  or  not.  He  had  certainly  re< 
ceived  a  letter  from  a  person,  accidentalh 
present  at  the  meeting,  and  who  was  noi 
connected  with  Huddersfield,  but  he  knew 
from  his  OWn  sources  of  knowledge,  thai 
the  petition  presented  by  the  hon.  Membei 
did  hot  speak  the  sentiments '  of  the  in- 
habitants.  He  had  examined  the  namei 
attached  to  the  petition,  and  the  greatei 
number  Were  evidently  in  the  siime  hand- 
writing. 

Mn  Hunt  httd  previously  understooii 
fifom  the  hon.  Gentleman,  tnat  the  let 
he  had  received  was  from  a  person  Weii 
acquainted  With  Huddersfield. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment:—AVes  60;  Noes  104— MajoHt) 
44. 

[Strangers  remained  excluded  fbr  up- 
wards of  half  an  hour,  during  which  time 
a  very  warm  discussion  is  said  to  have 
taken  place.  The  House  was  thin  When 
the  gallery  Was  cleared ,  and  the  division  waf 
unexpected.  As  soon,  however,  as  it  was 
announced,  that  the  Committee  was  about 
to  divide,  there  was  instantly  a  rush  ol 
Members  from  the  Library,  and  from  othei 
places  attached  to  the  House.  Upon  the 
appearance  of  this  reinforcement,  objections 
were  made  to  the  new  comers  being  al- 
lowed to  vote.  It  was  argued  on  one 
slde^  that  the  rule  of  the  House  was,  that 
no  Member  should  be  allowed  to  vote 
who  had  not  been  present  when  the  ques- 
tion Was  put,  or  at  least  who  had  not  been 
within  certain  precincts  of  the  House  when 
the  question  was  put.  The  Speaker 
stated,  that  such  was  certainly  the  rale, 
and  defined  the  precincts  to  be  all  places 
situated  within  those  doors  which  are 
locked  when  a  division  took  place.  On 
the  other  side  it  was  complaint,  that  this 
was  very  sharp  practice,  inasmuch  as 
neither  the  mover  nor  the  supporters  of 
the  amendment  had  intimated  that  it  was 
their  intention  to  divide  the  Committee. 
The  strict  enforcement  of  the  rule  was 
insisted  on,  and  the  votes  of  all  Members 
who  had  not  been  in  the  HouSe,  or  within 
the  defined  precincts,  when  the  question 
was  put  were  rejected.] 
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On  the  original  question  being  put, 

Mr^  Littleton  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Gentlemen  on  his  (the  Ministerial)  side  of 
the  House  would  not  be  provoked,  by 
what  had  just  passed,  to  retaliate  upon 
their  opponents,  and  enforce  the  strict 
rule  of  the  House  against  them.  Nothing 
could  be  more  inconvenient  than  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  course. 

Sir  George  Murray  certainly  did  not 
recollect  anything  which  had  ever  given 
him  more  surprise  than  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Staffordshire.  Never 
had  there  been  observations  more  uncalled 
for — never  had  there  been  imputations 
more  unfounded — than  those  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to  fix 
upon  that  side  of  the  House.  They  were 
perfectly  sensible  on  that  side  of  the  House 
that  they  were  in  a  minority,  and  they 
were  perfectly  sensible  also,  that  there 
was  no  number  of  their  friends,  within  the 
districts  pointed  out  by  the  Speaker,  which 
could  conveit  them  into  a  majority.  The 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  follow 
the  example  which  had  been  set  by  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  If  there 
was  anything  improper  in  what  that  side 
of  the  House  had  done,  he  heartily  joined 
in  that  hope.  But  he  contended,  that 
there  had  been  no  impropriety  in  the  con- 
duct of  that  side  of  the  House.  He  con- 
sidered it  to  be  exceedingly  proper,  that  the 
rules  of  the  House  should  be  strictly 
adhered  to;  and  the  rule  in  this  case  had 
been  most  clearly  and  most  distinctly  laid 
down  by  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Littletonhegged  to  state,  that  he  had 
cast  no  imputations  upon  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  His  observation  was  made 
for  no  other  purpose  than  to  prevent  ex- 
asperation on  his  side  the  House,  and  to 
deter  Gentlemen  from  adopting  a  similar 
course  to  that  which  had  been  pursued  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  He  admitted 
that  course  to  be  perfectly  parliamentary ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  it  was  very  incon- 
venient, and  he  should  be  very  sorry  to 
see  it  vexatiously  followed  by  his  sidfe  of 
the  House. 

Mr.    C.   W.    Wynn  said,  that  if  they 

would  have  rules,  it  was  highly  necessary 

that  they   should    be  enforced.      Every 

Gentleman  must  be  aware  of  the  existence 

of  this  rule,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be 

prepared  for  its  being  enforced.     It  was  of 

no  use  to  carry  this  conversation  fuTl\\eT, 

because  it  would  always  be  in  the  power  ot 


any  individual  Member  to  enforce  this 
rule  if  he  thought  proper.  It  should  be 
recollected,  however,  that  the  case  which 
had  just  occurred,  was  not  one  of  frequent 
occurrence. 

Mr.  Littleton  said,  it  had  occurred  ten 
times  during  the  Is^t  fortnight. 

Sir  James  Graham  admitted  that  this 
was  not  a  case  of  frequent  occurrence  :  but 
why  was  it  not  a  case  of  frequent  occur- 
rence ?  It  was  because  Gentlemen,  who 
meant  to  divide,  usually  had  the  courtesy 
to  tell  the  Chairman  that  such  was  their 
intention.  When  the  Chairman  received 
such  an  intimation,  he  never  put  the  ques- 
tion until  the  gallery  was  cleared,  and 
Members  had  time  to  reach  their  seats 
befpre  the  division  took  place.  He  agreed, 
therefore,  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  this  was  not  a  case  of  frequent  occur- 
rence, but  the  reason  of  that  was,  thp|^  the 
want  of  courtesy  which  had  been  prac- 
tised in  the  present  instance  was  also  not 
a  case  of  frequent  occurrence.  He  further 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  rules  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
strictly  enforced ;  but  the  whole  defect 
and  complaint  in  the  present  case  arose 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Croker)  having  concealed  his  intention  of 
dividing.  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
this  had  been  done  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Croker)  intentionally. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  it  had  proceeded 
from  inadvertence,  which  he  thought  very 
excusable  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
although  most  of  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
considered  inadvertence  to  be  an  offence 
highly  culpable,  when  Ministers  were 
guilty  of  it. 

Mr.  Croker  must  altogether  disclaim  the 
imputation  which  was  conveyed  in  the 
charge  that  he  had  concealed  his  intention. 
He  denied,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  stated  correctly  the  usual  prac- 
tice of  the  House.  The  practice,  as  he  un- 
derstood it,  was,  for  the  Chairman  to  ask 
the  Member  if  he  meant  to  divide.  But 
he  did  not  hear  the  question  put  until 
the  last  moment,  and  he  hardly  knew 
whether  he  was  to  say  ay  or  no.  He  did 
not  mean  to  make  any  complaint  of  neglect 
against  the  Chairman,  who  had  conduct- 
ed himself  in  the  [most  exemplary  manner 
throughout  this  Committee,  and  whose 
conduct  had  been  such,  on  every  occasion, 
as  to  give  perfect  satisfaction,  even  to  the 
\  Wviv^  V^'cV^  1  "wVv^  ^^&  \.W  Vvv^Keat  praise 
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The  Chairman  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words.  He  had  never  accused 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  either  of  neglect 
or  want  of  courtesy.  All  he  had  said  was, 
that  it  was  a  courtesy  observed  by  hon. 
Members,  to  give  notice  to  the  Chairman 
of  their  intention  to  divide.  But  the  fact 
was,  that  this  clause  was  a  very  compli* 
cated  one.  The  Committee  had  gone  into 
a  discussion  altogether  foreign  to  the 
clause  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  had 
arisen  from  mere  inadvertence,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  him 
that  he  meant  to  divide.  He  would  only 
add,  that  from  the  character  of  the  discus- 
sion, he  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that  a 
division  was  intended. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  generally  speak- 
ing, when  the  word  "  retaliation"  was 
used,  it  implied  that  something  improper 
and  infair  had  been  done.  It  must  be 
seen,  however,  after  the  explanation  of  his 
hon.  friend,  that  nothing  of  the  kind  was 
intended  to  be  implied  in  this  instance. 

Sir  Henry  HarcUnge  assured  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  word  "  retaliation"  had  been 
felt  at  that  side  of  the  House  in  the  way 
he  had  expressed  his  own  impressions  of 
it.  Indeed,  from  the  use  of  it,  it  would 
appear  they  had  done  wrong,  in  objecting 
to  the  votes  of  hon.  Members  who  had  not 
heard  one  word  of  the  discussion,  and  he 
had  intended  to  have  expressed  his  senti- 
ments rather  warmly  on  the  subject ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  given  so  candid 
an  explanation,  he  would  say  no  more 
than  that  he  rather  believed  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  divide  the  Committee, 
until  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
laid  down  a  very  novel  proposition.  This 
was  the  cause  of  the  division,  and  he  was 
sure  that  his  right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Croker) 
had  no  intention  of  taking  the  House  by 
surprise. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  never  heard  of  this  rule 
before,  and  he  believed  many  other  hon. 
Members  were  similarly  circumstanced, 
until  they  were  apprised  of  the  fact  by  the 
very  clear  decision  of  the  Speaker,  with 
which  he  had  been  much  gratified. 

Mr.  O^Cannell  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn)  below 
him,  had  spoken  as  though  every  Member 
was  acquainted  with  this  rule.  Now, 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  was  aware  of  the  rule, 
and  he  would  tell- the  House  why.  On 
the  division  respecting  the  Dublin  Elec- 
tion Committeei  many  M^nben  who  were 


brought  out  of  the  Speaker's  room,  were 
compelled  to  vote  without  having  the 
question  put  to  them.  But,  according  tc 
what  had  just  occurred,  it  was  clear  tiial 
these  Members  ought  to  have  had  the 
question  put  to  them  ;  but  they  had  not 
although  a  majority  was  obtained  b] 
means  of  them. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  begged  to  state,  ai 
a  Member  of  that  House  of  thirty  years 
standing,  that  in  his  opinion  this  rul< 
ought  to  be  revised.  If  the  strict  forms  o: 
the  House  were  adhered  to,  nine -tenths  o 
their  time  would  be  occupied  with  thos< 
forms. 

Mr.  George  Bankes^  in  reply  to  the  hon 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  O'Connell 
begged  to  state^  that  the  Speakers  roon 
was  within  the  doors  which  were  lockec 
during  divisions.  As  to  the  questioi 
which  had  occupied  so  much  time,  h< 
must  ask,  whether  Members  who  had  beei 
engaged  all  day  in  the  Library  writing 
letters,  ought  to  be  allowed  to  vote  upoi 
a  question  to  which,  when  put  by  th< 
Chairman,  those  who  had  been  presen 
during  the  whole  discussion,  hardly  knev 
whether  they  were  to  say  "  ay"  or  "  no.' 
If  they  were  to  be  brought  down  there  oi 
a  Saturday,  the  supporters  of  the  Bil 
ought  to  be  present.  It  was  not  to  b 
tolerated  that  a  majority  of  the  Hous< 
should  be  in  the  library ,  and  he  was  o 
opinion  that  this  rule  ought  to  be  enforcec 
on  every  occasion. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  he  was  exceed 
ingly  tempted  to  answer  the  Gentlemai 
opposite,  but  he  would  not  yield  to  thi 
temptation.  He  rose  merely  for  the  pur 
pose  of  putting  it  to  the  Committee 
whether  this  discussion  ought  to  be  allow 
ed  to  go  on,  to  the  obstruction  of  th 
business  which  they  were  met  to  transact 

The  Chairman  must  suggest  to  th 
Committee,  that  although  hon.  Member 
had,  in  the  course  of  the  Committee,  wan 
dered  very  far  from  the  points  immediatel; 
under  discussion,  yet  that  they  had  never  » 
completely  lost  sight  of  the  question  be 
fore  them  as  they  had  to-day. 

Mr.  0*  Council  would  not  detain  thi 
Committee  two  minutes.  The  hon.  mem 
her  for  Corfe  Castle  (Mr.  G.  Bankes 
had  misunderstood  him.  He  had  com 
plained,  not  of  Members  having  beei 
brought  from  the  Speaker's  room,  but  o 
those  Members  not  having  bad  the  quei 
tion  put  to  them. 

Mr.  Gftf^rgftf  Bunker ;  They  might  bav 
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demanded  to  have  the  -question  put  to 

them. 

Mr.  Daniel  0*Connell:  It  was  demand- 
ed, and  refused. 

Mr.  George  Bankes :  If  it  was  demand- 
ed, they  ought  to  have  had  it  put  to  them. 

The  original  question  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  rose  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  the  claims  of 
Penzance  to  return  one  Representative  to 
Parliament.  In  doing  so  he  must  disclaim 
any  reference  to  the  number  of  Members 
nominally  sent  by  Cornwall,  because  he 
believed  that  county  would  be  much  more 
amply  represented  by  the  new,  than  under 
the  old  system.  The  claim  of  Penxance 
rested  on  the  size  and  population  of  the 
town  and  adjacent  district,  and  on  the 
respectability,  wealth,  and  intelligence  of 
the  inhabitants.  He  begged  to  move,  that 
Penzance,  with  the  parish  in  which  it 
stood,  with  an  adjoining  parish,  which 
contained  two  small  towns,  and  the  town 
of  Marazion,  should  return  one  Member. 
The  population  of  these  united  places 
amounted  to  17,000  or  18,000.  Penzance 
furnished  a  large  supply  of  tin,  and  pos- 
sessed one  of  the  greatest  fisheries  in  the 
kingdom.  It  possessed  also  an  extensive 
foreign  trade,  and  had  a  pier,  built  by  the 
inhabitants  themselves,  capable  of  shelter- 
ing many  vessels.  He  should  abstain 
from  carrying  his  motion  to  a  division,  but 
would  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  Government, 
with  a  full  persuasion,  that  by  such  a 
course  he  best  served  the  interest  of  his 
friends. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  unless  very 
strong  grounds  had  been  laid  for  giving  a 
Member  in  this  instance,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  such  had  been  the  case,  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  be  unwilling 
to  disturb  the  balance  of  the  number  of 
Members,  as  already  settled.  Though 
Penzance  was  a  respectable  town,  there 
were  other  towns  in  Cornwall  which  could 
put  in  equal  claims  to  entitle  them  to 
nave  a  Member  each,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  present  Bill  gave  an  abun- 
dantly sufficient  proportion  of  Represent- 
atives to  Cornwall. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  said,  he  was  ready 
.   to  withdraw  his  motion ;  but  he  would  re- 
commend the  case  of  Penzance  to  the 
candid  attention  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  thought  that,  at  least,  it  should   be 
added  to  St.  Ives,  which  was  only  seven 
JUjJes  distant  from  it, 
Mr.  PendarvU  said,  that  be  did  not 


think  that  Penzance  was  one  of  those 
places  which  ought  to  get  one  Repreaeot- 
ative.  He  was  sure  that  ^uch  was  the 
feeling  of  the  respectable  persona  there; 
for  if  they  had  wished  for  a  Representative, 
he  was  certain,  that  they  wnuld  hftve  for- 
warded a  memorial  to  thai  effect. 

Motion  withdrawn, 

Mr.  Woion  said.  Ministers  had  laid 
down  no  rale  for  enfranchisement,  and 
be  did  not  believe  they  could  frame  one 
that  would  not  have  beep  liable  to  great 
objections ;  but  this  imposed  upon  him  and 
others,  the  necessity  of  comparing  the 
places  which  were  to  receive  Representa- 
tives, with  those  which  were  ei(clude4  from 
that  privilege  by  the  present  measure. 
He  had  not  had  any  previous  or  private 
communication  with  Government,  as  to 
the  amendment  he  meant  to  move,  becauae 
the  noble  Lord  who  possessed  oontic^rdile 
property  in  the  place  to  which  his  amend- 
ment applied,  being  a  political  Hipporter 
of  the  Ministers,  he  did  npt  wish  it  to 
furnish  the  least  ground  for  any  insinu- 
ations or  taunts  of  partiality.  The  place 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committee  was.Toxteth  Park,  which  need 
not  fear  comparison  with  any  plfure  in 
the  kingdom  for  wealth  and  intelligence. 
He  had  much  wished  to  bring  bis  propo- 
sition forward  when  Gateshead  was  al- 
lowed a  Member,  because  it  would  be  eeij 
to  show  that  Toxteth  Park  liAd  mi}^ 
greater  claims,  than  thfit  place^both  as  to 
wealth  and  population,  and  as  the  claim 
of  the  former  was  based  on  the  shipping 
interest,  Toxteih  Park  was  as  far  superior 
to  it  on  that  account  as  was  Liverpool  to 
Newcs^stle.  The  Committee  had  in  many 
cases  decided,  that  contiguity  was  no  ob- 
jection to  granting  the  elective  frmnc^hise, 
and  therefore,  there  could  be  no  ol^eo- 
tion  on  that  account  to Toxteth  Park,  which 
joined  Liverpool  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  metropolitan  districts  were  connected 
with  the  City  of  London.  At  the  saoie 
time,  the  boundaries  were  as  distinct  and 
as  well  defined  as  any  county  or  pariah. 
Before  going  into  the  partipulari  of  the 
comparisons  he  proposed  to  inatitote,  he 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  remi^rk,  that  Lan- 
cashire would  only  have  one  Member  to 
every  52,000  inhabitants,  while  Yorkshice 
would  have  one  to  32,000,  and  Durham 
one  to  20,000.  According  to  the  returns 
on  the  Table  it  eppeared,  that  Harrington 
andToxU^V^  ^V^^\i^aiat^\k  oC  24^000 
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of  ihe  towns  in  acheduk  D,  Tbty  ooii- 
Uintd  l,U91(M.hoiiam;  ^624  homm 
of  lh«  Wue  of  9M.  wkl  ttjpw«r4s;  « 
grater  Qumber  ihm  Itveoiy  or  ibe  towns 
ilk  scbodulo  B«  nnd  m  ofinnv  ns  fonf  of 
iko  places  incliMM  ia  wX  sobecliik 
uoii^  toff Um.  He  tboi^ht  this  stnte- 
meut  W£is  smply  sufficieal  to  entitle  tbesn 
places  to  roceivo  one  Member,  In  oosi* 
paring  Toxtetb  with  Sslfoi4  and  Gates- 
bend,  wbioh  had  been  sepi^rated,  the 
latter  from  Newcastle,  and  ibe  fiurmer 
from  Mancheater,  for  the  pnrpose  of  sepa- 
rately returning  one  Member  each,  it 
would  be  first  necessary  to  compare 
Liverpool  with  Newcastle  and  Manchester, 
in  order  to  show,  that  if  it  were  necessary 
to  separate  their  suburbs  cm  account  of 
their  numerous  conslitueocies,  it  was  still 
more  necessary  to  separate  Toxtetb  from 
liYQrpooc  laverpool  contained  ^,851 
1  a/.  houSes,  and  9,997  90^  houses  and 
upwards,  more  than  Mancbestor  and  Sal- 
ford.  Liverpoci  W  Toxteih  bad  9,853 
10/,  bouses,  and  4,$01  20/.  houses  and 
upwards,  more  than  Newcastle  and  Qiites* 
bead.  Toxtalb  itsalf  contained  153  10/. 
houses,  and  161  90^  bouses,  mote  than 
Salford;  and  642  10/.  houses,  and  476 
20/^  bouses,  more  than  Gateshead.  By 
this  statement  iK  appeared,  that  the  futuce 
constituency  of  Liverpool  would  be  larger 
than  that  of  Manchester  and  Newcastle, 
and  that  of  Toxtath  greater  than  that  of 
Salford  or  Gateshead.  Indeed  there  were 
more  houses  of  upwards  of  20/.  value 
in  Toxteth^  than  in  both  these  places 
united.  To  grant  Members  to  lueb  plaoea, 
and  refeae  one  to  Toxteth  was  au  %pt  of 
uolitical  injustice*  He  therefore  beggred 
leave  to  move,  that  Toxteth  Park  be  in- 
cluded in  the  provisions  of  schedule  D. 

Lord  AUhoifp  was  ready  to  admit,,  that 
Toxteth  Park  was  a  roost  important  dis* 
trict  of  the  flourishing  town  of  Liverpool, 
but  he  must  say,  that  if  they  were  to  give 
mora  Representatives  to  the  commercial 
interest,  there  would  be  many  commercial 
places  which  possessed  greater  clain»  than 
Toxteth  Park  to  Representatives.  There 
was  Ashton-under-Lyne,  and  several  equal- 
ly important  places..  If  they  could  conveni- 
ently add  Memheia  to  the  commercial  in- 
terest, he  would  wish  to  bestow  one  upon 
Ashton,  because.  Toattetk  Park  was  sure  of 
being'  adequately  rqaesented  with  Liver- 
pool. On  these  srouods  he  must  oppose 
the  DioposiUoh  of  the  lion.  Gentleman. 

wu  BwQfi  aaid^  th»t  tho  ofguments 


urged  by  the  hon*  member  v  for  Ipswich 
might  be- very  good  reasons  for  giving  an 
additional  Member  to  LiverpooL  hut  they 
did  not  constitute  any  grounds  for  ia|ia« 
rating  Toxteth  Park  from  Liverpool^  wsUi 
which  it  was  completely  identified^  If 
they  separated  this  district  from  Liverpod, 
it  would  deprive  that  town  of  the  most 
respectable  portion  of  its  constituency* 
The  inhabitanU  of  Toxteth  Park  them- 
selves had  no  desire  to  be  separated. 
They  had  not  petitioned  for  it,  nor  made 
any  application  whatever.  He  should 
certainly  oppose  the  Motion. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  as  he  had  been  al- 
luded to  by  the  bon.  Member,  and  as  Re- 
presentative for  the  county,  he  must  de- 
clare, thi^t  he  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
motion,  for  whbh  he  would  give  his  rea- 
sons as  briefly  as  possible.  The  argu- 
ments used  were,  tnat  the  places  were 
closely  allied,  and  had  the  same  oom- 
mercisl  interests :  this  clearly  proved,  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  separated.  That 
was  a  strong  reason,  combined  with  the 
great  wealth  and  respectability  of  Liver- 
pool, for  giving  that  place  another  Mem- 
ber, but  no  reason  for  dividing  it  into 
districts  for  that  purpose.  He  should 
have  been  much  gratified  if  additional  Re- 
presentation could  be  given  to  Liverpool, 
which  he  thought  was  inadequately  repie- 
sented,  when  its  commercial  importance 
and  rising  greatness  were  considered.  The 
House  must  be  aware  that  the  two  places 
mentioned  in  the  bon.  Gentleman's  motion, 
were  only  two  of  the  branches  of  that  great 
town,  which  was  extending  itself  in  idl  di- 
rections. These  branches  consisted  of  fouc 
towns,  first,  Toxteth  Park  and  Harrington, 
which  contained  d4,000  souls;  second. 
West  Derby,  with  a  population  of  12,000 ; 
third,  Churchill,  with  9,000 ;  and  fourtih, 
Everton,  with  3,000  inhabitanls.  All  theso 
were  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Liv^> 
pool,  and  were  considered  part  of  that 
town.  If  additional  Representation  was 
allotted  to  Liverpool,  the  whole  oivfat  tp 
be  included,  instead  of  confining  thcon  to 
one  part,  as  proposed  by  the  bon.  Member 
He  conceived  no  case  had  been  made  oujt 
for  the  separation,  but  directly  the  reverse. 
He  must,  therefore,  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Wqsou  perceiviMl  the  sense  of  the 
House  was  against  him,  and  therefiore 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

The  question  put,  that  the  clause^  01 
amended,  '*  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 
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Mr.  Estcourt  said,  he  rose  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  throwing  out  a  suggestion 
to  Government,  and  not  of  proposing  any 
amendment.     It  appeared  to  him  that,  as 
the   Bill  stood  at  present,   the  western 
clothing  district  of  Wiltshire,  Gloucester- 
shire, and  Dorsetshire  would  not  have  its 
fair  proportion  of  Representation,  as  com- 
pared with  other  parts  of  the  kingdom,  par- 
ticularly the  northern  clothing  district.     It 
would  be  a  mockery  to  say  that  the  giving 
a  Representative  to  Cheltenham  was  mak- 
ing any  addition  to  the  Representation  of 
Gloucestershire,  for  any  one  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of   Cheltenham, 
must  know,  that  its  Representative  was 
not  at  all  likely  to  be  a  Gloucestershire 
man.      His  Majesty's    Ministers    should 
have  allotted  the  Representatives  given 
under  the  present  Bill,  so  as  to  afford  a 
fair  Representation  to  all  the  various  in- 
terests m  the  country.     He  thought,  that 
the  towns  of  Bradford  and  Trowbridge,  in 
Wilts,  and  Stroud,  Gloucestershire,  con- 
taining as  they  did  a  numerous  population, 
and  forming  the  centres  of  a  great  cloth- 
ing district,  were  clearly  entitled  to  Re- 
presentatives.    Four  Members  were  to  be 
added  to  counties  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
a  more  effectual   Representation  of  the 
agricultural  districts ;  but  if  Members  were 
not  given  to  the  places  he  had  mentioned, 
and  others  of  the  same  description,  the 
clothing  interests  of  the  west  of  England 
would  not    be  represented    at  all.     He. 
wished   to  know   whether   his  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  allow  those  districts  to 
have  Members  ?     Perhaps  the  answer  to 
this  would  be,  that  they  did  not  desire  to 
have  this  privilege  conferred  on  them — 
that  they  had  presented  no  memorial  on 
the  subject.     It  was  not  on  such  a  prin- 
ciple they  should  legislate.     They  ought 
not  to  attend  to  the  present  inclinations 
or  partialities  of  individuals  ;  not  consult 
alone  the  interest  or  the  wishes  of  the 
present  moment,  but  those  of  posterity. 
;But  he  was  afraid,  that  communications 
had  been  made  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
by  private  individuals,  upon  prejudiced 
feelings,  and  that  upon  such  communi- 
cations the  Ministers  in  this  instance  had 
acted. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  assumed  certain  premises  alto- 
gether gratuitously.     Private  and  preju- 
diced  representations  had  not  been-  ad- 
mitted    by    his    Majesty's   Minisleta   'm 
Jajing  down  the  plan  of  Reform  vfVicVi 


was  now  submitted  to  the  country.  Iliey 
found  no  other  town  in  Gloucestershire 
with  a  population  equal  to  Cheltenham, 
and  they  had,  on  that  account  alone,  given 
it  Members.  He  did  not  know  why  the 
clothing  interests  should  not  be  as  much 
and  as  fully  represented,  after  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  as  they  were  under  the  present 
system.  He  admitted  the  great  import- 
ance of  those  districts  in  the  counties  that 
had  been  alluded  to,  and  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied,  that  the  proposed  addition  of 
Members  to  Wiltshire  and  Gloucesteishire 
would  secure  a  proper  Representation  of 
those  clothing  districts.  Where  Ministers 
had  not  found  any  large  and  populous 
towns  in  counties,  their  object  had  been,  to 
leave  out  districts  altogether,  with  few  ex- 
ceptions, giving  the  Members  to  the  coun- 
ties ;  with  the  exception  of  Cheltenham, 
there  was  no  town  in  either  coff^fff  which 
had  a  sufficient  population  to  re^tiire  a  Re- 
presentative. His  Majesty's  Ministers, 
therefore,  did  not  think  that  there  were 
any  grounds  for  giving  Members  to  Brad- 
ford or  Trowbridge. 

Mr.  Benett  certainly  thought,  that 
Bradford  and  Trowbridge  were  entitled 
to  Members.  They  were  contiguous,  and 
contained  a  flourishing  and  numerous 
population.  The  inhabitants,  however, 
of  those  towns  had  sent  up  no  memori- 
al to  that  effect.  If  they  had  done  so, 
he  would  have  supported  it.  He  b^- 
ged  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  recon- 
sider this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  thought  it  was  not 
sufficient  to  say  these  towns  had  presented 
no  memorial.  If  they  were  entitled  to  a 
Member  they  ought  to  have  one,  whe- 
ther they  had  presented  a  memorial  or 
not.  These  towns  had  a  right  to  be  re- 
presented, having  each  at  present  a  popu- 
lation of  10,000.  Ministers,  however, 
were  sure  of  a  majority.  Their  argument 
was,  '*  it  is  so,  and  it  shall  be  so." 

Mr.  Croker  saw  no  reason  why  the 
same  rule  should  not  be  applied  here 
as  in  the  case  of  Wolverhampton,  where 
three  parishes  were  united,  and  a  Mem- 
ber given  to  the  connected  parishes  and 
townships. 

Lord  Milton  did  not  believe,  that  either 
of  these  towns  ccntamed  a  population  of 
10,000 ;  and  to  unite  them  for  the  purpose 
of  making  up  that  number  would  be 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He 
mu^l  ^^'^  y  ^'^V  V^  Vvccl  \\.  ^"^vsttd  foolish 
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cultural  interest  in  that  House  would  neg- 
lect or  act  in  hostility  to  the  manufactur- 
iDg.  He  begged  the  Committee  to  reflect, 
that  county  Members  were  not  exclusively 
the  Representatives  of  agricultural  in- 
terests. And  he  believed,  therefore,  that 
the  clotliing  interest  in  the  west  of  Eng- 
land would  be  adequately  represented 
by  the  new  Members  given  to  Wilts  and 
Gloucestershire. 

The  question  '^  that  the  third  clause,  as 
amended,  do  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
carried  without  a  division. 

On  the  next  clause,  ''  That  the  towns 
of  Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis  shall, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  be  taken  as 
one  town  ;  and  shall,  after  the  end  of  the 

present  Parliament,  return   only  

Members  to  serve  in  Parliament," 

Mr.  Baring  Wall  said,  that  his  return 
to  that  -^ouse  was  a  proof  of  the  re-action 
which  had  taken  place  throughout  the 
country  on  the  subject  of  the  Reform 
Bill ;  and  he  believed  that  that  re-action 
was  very  much  promoted  by  the  conduct 
of  Government,  in  making  no  replies  to 
the  objections  which,  from  time  to  time, 
had  been  made  to  it — a  course  of  conduct 
which  had  given  the  people,  at  least  of 
Dor^tshire,  less  faith  in  that  measure  than 
they  formerly  had.  With  regard  to  Wey- 
mouth, the  people  there  were  moderate 
Reformers,  and  the  request  he  had  now 
to  make  for  them  was,  not  to  retain  four 
Members,  but  that  they  might  be  allowed 
three.  After  the  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Cricklade,  he  (Mr.  Baring 
Wall)  knew  well  the  difficulty  there  would 
be  to  get  Government  to  alter  their 
opinions,  or  to  do  any  act  of  grace  or 
favour  which  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  not  to  do.  In  the  reign  of  Eliza- 
beth, Weymouth  and  Melcombe  Regis 
were  incorporated,  and  had,  ever  since, 
enjoyed  the  same  privileges.  Melcombe 
had  alone  4,000  inhabitants,  and  Wey- 
mouth more  than  2,000.  Upon  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  for  schedules  A  and  B, 
Melcombe  ought  to  retain  its  two  Mem- 
bers, and  Weymouth  one.  As  far  as  re- 
garded the  latter  place,  it  was  peculiarly 
situated.  There  was  only  one  borough 
in  the  county  of  Dorset  (Poole)  untouched. 
Dorchester  and  Bridport,  two  of  the  prin- 
cipal towns  of  the  county,  were  in  sche- 
dule B,  and  both  these  cases  had  excited 
a  strong  feeling  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
in  that  county,  which  they  considered  had 

teeu  very  iU  used.    At  the  lime  of  bis 


election,  wishing  to  make  himself  popular: 
he  began  to  feel  his  way  a  little,  ana  verj 
soon  found,  the  more  he  deprecated  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Minislen,  the 
more  likely  he  was  to  be  popuhv.  And 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  had 
the  election  continued  for  the  space  o( 
nine  days,  so  that  the  conduct  of  Mhiis- 
ters  should  have  become  fully  known, 
there  would  not  have  been  one  Refonnei 
in  Weymouth.  He  should  have  othei 
opportunities  of  addressing  the  House  on 
the  general  measure,  but  he  must  saj 
now,  he  thought  there  ought  to  have  been 
but  one  schedule,  and  a  population  oi 
3,000  taken  as  a  measure  of  disfranchise- 
ment. He  had  insuperable  objections  tc 
schedule  B,  because  he  was  sure  it  would 
create  more  enmity  than  was  at  p 
thought  of.  It  would  set  Tory  agamsi 
Whig,  and  Churchman  against  iNssenter 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  divide  the 
Committee  on  the  question,  but  he  tru8te<i 
they  would  take  it  into  particular  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  Masterton  lire  stated,  that,  as  the 
clause  in  question  affected  the  rights  anc 
privileges  of  those  towns  which  he  had 
for  a  long  period,  had  the  honour  of  re- 
presenting in  that  House,  he  hoped  h< 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  obsenra' 
tions.  In  doing  so,  he  wished  to  avoic 
entering  into  the  general  principle  of  th( 
Bill,  being  anxious  to  save  the  time  o 
the  House.  He  felt  it  necessary,  how< 
ever,  to  say,  that  he  had  always  beei 
hostile  to  disfranchisement,  conceivin{ 
that  it  was  neither  right  nor  just  to  tak< 
away  privileges  conferred  by  Charters  anc 
Acts  of  Paniament,  without  the  consen 
of  those  who  enjoyed  them,  or  their  hay 
ing  forfeited  them  by  misconduct.  He  fel 
this  more  especially  with  regard  to  thos< 
places  which,  instead  of  goii  to  decay 
nad  risen  in  wealth  and  popt  ion.  Wif| 
regard  to  Weymouth  and 
gis,  he  begged  leave  to  state,  mai  i 
combe  Regis  had  been  enfrancl  as 

borough   by  Edward  1st,  in  t 
year  of  the  reign  of  that  monarcn.         ty 
mouth  had  been  enfranchised  by  Edi 
2nd,  in  the  twelfth  year  of  his  n      i 
Those  two  boroughs  had  two 

hers  each  to  Parliament,  from  ii        pent 
downwards  to  the  time  of  Queen  El 
betb,  with  interruptions  of  certain  ]     lo 
in  the  reigns  of  Edward  5th,  Richara  3ra 
Henry  ?£,  and  Henry  8th.    In  the 

of  Queen  Elisabeth,  in  consen  « 
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d mutes  which  arose  between  the  two 
IQWM,  each  claiming  certain  riy^hts  in  the 
harhpur  which  divided  them,  and  other 
pauses,  thai  Queen,  under  the  advice  of 
that  celebrated  Stateamani  I^rd  Treaaivrer 
Cecil,  incorporated  the  two  towna.  Aq 
Act  of  PariiameDt  waa  passed  in  the 
lath  year  gf  her  reign,  by  which  the  two 
boTQugha  were  united  under  one  Corpora-* 
tioRi  praaervingt  however,  their  two  Menu 
bera  eagh,  tha  four  Members  being  re- 
turned in  one  indenture.  It  appear^,  by 
an  article  written  by  Mr.  John  Coker,  in 
the  Bodleian  Library  at  Oxford,  which 
refers  to  this  union  by  Queen  Elizabeth, 
tha( ''  immediately  on  which  they  enjoined 
themtelyea  together  by  that  faire  bridge 
of  timber  which  ye  see ;  yet  still  they  send 
either  of  them  two  Burgesses  to  Paxlia- 
iQen^.'*    He  mentioned  this  for  the  pur- 

SSQ  pf  showing,  that  the  Act  of  Queen 
izabetJb  had  not  infringed  on  the  right 
pf  these  boroughs  as  to  the  number  of 
their  Representatives.  He  regretted,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  author  of  this  Bill 
(I^ord  John  Hus8eU)ii  had  left  the  House, 
for  he  thought  he  could  claim  some  favour 
fron(i  him  fpr  Weymouth,  when  he  re- 
minded that  noble  Lord,  that  it  was  the 
accident  of  Philip,  l^ing  of  Castile,  and 
his  Queeni  having  landed  at  Weymouth, 
and  a(terwards  going  to  the  Court  of 
Kingj  Henry  7tb,  carrying  with  them  Mr. 
Russell,  which  first  led  to  the  magnificent 
ibrti^ne  %nd.  lofty  titles  of  the  house  of 
Bedford.  The  name^  too,  of  a  Lord  John 
Russell  appeared  in  some  ancient  docu- 
ments as  the  owner  of  prpperty  at  Wey- 
mouth. Weyinouth  hau  frequently  ren- 
dered important  services  to  the  State. 
In  the  \ifne  of  Edward  3rd,  when  that 
sovereign  was  anxious  to  lay  claim  to  the 
Crown  of  France,  Weymouth  furnished 
to  the  King  twenty  ships  and  264  mari- 
ners. He  had  already  stated,  that  he 
wQuld  avoid,  on  the  present  occasion, 
entering;  into  a  general  discussion  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  If  the  whole  of 
existing  rights  had  been  swept  away>  and 
the  Committee  were  dealing  out  the  Re- 
|>resentation  by  departments,  he  certainly 
could  not  stand  forward  as  the  advocate 
of  the  claim  he  intended  to  make  ;  but  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  claim  the 
benefit  of  the  line  of  demarcation  which 
the  author  of  the  Bill  had  drawn.  The 
]population  of  Melcombe  Regis,  by  the 
census  of  1821,  was  4,252 ;  the  popula- 

iJoa  q(  fTajrozoutb;  by  Uie  same  ceusus, 
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was  2,370.  By  the  census  of  1831 ,  which 
he  thought  the  framcrs  of  the  Bill  should 
have  adopted,  in  preference  to  a  census 
taken  ten  years  ago,  the  population  of 
Melcombe  Resis  was  5,126,  and  the 
population  of  Weymouth  was  2,529.  It 
was  proper  to  remark,  that  the  census  waa 
taken  at  a  period  of  the  year  (May)  when 
the  population  was  less  than  at  othar 
periods.  The  towns  of  Weymouth  and 
Melcombe  paid  3,746L  of  assessed  taxes. 
The  number  of  houses  rated  to  the  poor, 
at  and  above  102.  per  annum,  amounted 
to  948.  These  towns  were  increasing, 
both  in  wealth  and  population,  and  he, 
therefore,  considered,  that  even  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  the^  were  entitled 
to  retain  their  rights  and  privileges,  so  far 
as  that  Melcombe  Regis,  the  population 
of  which  entitled  it  to  two  Members, 
should  continue  to  send  two,  and  that 
Weymouth,  whose  population  "/fltled  it 
to  one  Member,  should  have  the  privilege 
of  returning  one  Member  accordingly. 

Lord  Althorp  was  rather  surprised  at 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  first  on  this  question,  that  Ministers 
had  decreased  in  popularity  from  their 
not  speaking  enough,  or  sufficiently  oflen, 
on  the  Bill.  For  his  part  he  apprehended 
that  the  complaint  would  have  been  quile 
the  other  way.  It  generally  fell  to  his 
lot  to  have  to  get  up  and  speak  five  or 
six  times  every  night,  and  which  he 
thought  sufficient  iu  all  reason,  especially 
as  what  he  bad  to  say  was  chiefly  to  re- 
peat a  refutation  of  statements  which  had 
been  reiterated  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  about  thirty  times,  and  had  been 
as  often  refuted.  The  boroughs  of  Wey- 
mouth and  Melcombe  Regis  had  been 
incorporated  ever  since  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth,  and  he  did  not  see  any  reason 
whatever  for  separating  them  now.  Simi- 
lar applications  had  l^cn  resisted  by  the 
Committee,  in  the  case  of  East  and  West 
Looe,  and  of  several  other  places ;  and,  if 
the  present  wish  were  complied  with,  it 
would  justify  charges  of  inconsistency  and 
unfairness  against  Government. 

The  clause  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  the  blank 
be  filled  up  with  the  word  *  two.* "      , 

Mr.  George  Bankes  hoped,  that  an  op- 
portunity would  be  taken,  in  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  to  move,  that  Melcombe  and 
Weymouth  should  return  three  instead  of 
two  Members.     The  Gentlemen  at  the 
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Lord  (the  Chancellor  of  the  £](ch^H^r) 
the  whole  pleasure  of  answering  all  qu^ 
lions ;  but  his  anawera  war(  4Q  unaatia* 
factory,  that  the  country  was  begipnin^ 
to  see,  that  the  course  of  equi^  9XkA  jlM' 
tice  had  not  been  pursued,  even  on  U19 
principle^  laid  down.  He  agreed  with  bi^ 
ban.  friend  (Mr.  Paring  Wall),  that  Dor^ 
setshire  was  hardly  used.  The  re^umi  of 
the  value  of  houses  under  the  hpuiQ  duty 
proved,  that  it  had  a  considerable  majofity 
of  10/.,  15/.,  and  20/.  bousea  QV^r  Uie 
counties  of  Northumberland  and  P^by^ 
which  wer^  to  have  an  equal  number  of 
Members.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
the  case  of  Melcombe  and  Weypaouth  a 
hardship,  though  they  were  only  divided 
by  a  bridge,  when  he  remembered  the 
decision  of  the  House  on  the  case  of 
Gateshead.  The  trade  of  Melcombe  was 
considerable,  and  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that,  nex„  to  London,  it  furnished  the 
greatest  number  of  ships  to  Elizabeth,  to 
oppose  the  Armada, 

Lord  Altkorp  said,  tl^js  wa9  a  proof  that 
it  had  decayed,  and  its  importanea  di«iii^ 
ished. 

Mr.  George  Banhes  saidi  not  al  all }  it 
only  shewed  that  the  spirit  of  the  inhabitants 
then  was  great ;  and  be  was  snre,  if  any 
national  emergency  should  ariaa,  they  would 
now  make  equal  efforts.  Weymouth  was 
more  a  place  of  fashionable  resort  than  of 
trade  ;  but  it  did  not  diminish  the  regret 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Melcombe  at  having 
their  own  Members  taken  ^way,  when  they 
found,  that  the  rival  towns  of  Cheltenham 
and  Brighton  were  now  enfrai^cbiaed. 
He  coula  see  no  reasoa  why  those  {daees 
should  not  have  Members^  and  Weynouth 
keep  what  that  town  now  had.  The  60- 
vernioent  had  still  many  Eepresentatives 
to  dispose  of. 

Mr,  Pertrntm  had  been,  witbU  the  last 
few  daya,  in  Ilorsetahire,  and  eould  take 
it  upon  nim  to  aayi  in  opposition  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Weymouth,  that  the 
feelings  of  the  people  in  favour  of  the 
lie  form  Bill  had,  so  far  from  abating,  if 
possible,  incfeaned  in  intansity*  This  was 
plain,  from  the  circuiQatance  that  steps 
had  been  ^en  to  ca}l  a  county  meeting, 
to  urge  Ministers  to  expedite  the  progress 
ofth^  Bill;  and  tha^  mi^ng  wouhTstill 
be  lield  shQuld  that  progress  continue  at 
its  present  slow  rate.  One  fact  alone  was 
decisive  as  to  tba  f^iog  of  the  ^unty  of 
Dorset  in  favour  of  Aoferm;  it  had  re- 
lecled  Mr*  Baiik^  who  bod  for  many 


years  been  their  Representative,  and  whose 
family  was  one  of  the  moat  veapectable 
and  mfluential  in  the  oounty,  nerely  be- 
eause  be  was  opposed  to  tba  Bittt  IM  biui 
electad  in  h(s  9tead  a  right  hon.  Qiiida- 
mm  (Mrt  CaiQraft)i  aoi^ly  beoam^^ 

pledged  hinaself  to  support  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Baring  Wall  repeated,  that  the 
^inioi|8  of  the  inhabitants  iq  ^Q  Vlfiiiity 

or  W^yipputb  were  very  mu(sb  al(«r9d,  and 
tbflit  a  dacidad  r^-*actipn  agaiui t  tbi^  Ml 
had  taben  pbtQo.  In  Oofcbeatar  and  Prid^ 
port  also  %re^  di^af^tiafaction  exist(4« 

Mr-  Poritmn  s^id^  his  bon.  friend  miiat 
npi  auppose  the  feehnga  of  Bridport  wi 
Dorcbaiteri  which  vera  tp  be  partially  disi> 
fraQchised.w^jra  tbe  f(Mliaga  9f  tba  wbole 
county  of  i)ofaet. 

Lord  Afi//^  pbparrad,  4iHt,  iypoprding 
to  tba  proviaipna  of  tbia  Bi|L  poi9eiibiia» 
which,  ip  ia21,bad  a  population  on44|0Q9 
inhahUantfli  would  return  al«Y«i  Mambm; 
Cambridge,  with  180,000,  wpuU  return 
but  fiva  f  and  Chester,  witb  a  pppub^j^ 
of  270,000,  naarly  doubly  tbut  of  JDor«et- 
shire^  would  have  no  mora  tban  aigbt 
Members  Undar  tba«a  cifouwataooaiy 
Dorsetabire  bad  i^o  pauaa  tP  oonj^ii. 
Bridport  and  Porcb^Uir,  it  waa  probabla» 
would  feal  hurt  ^t  being  partially  diafrau- 

ebised,  but  tbe  filling  epuld  PQt  be  gau^ 

ral  in  tb^  cQuntyf 

Lord  Stormont  wished  tha  poble  Utti 
bad  gone  a  little  farther  nortb  with  hta 
comparative  statemeats.  He  wQiild  have 
there  found,  that  the  county  pf  P^rtbr 
with  a  population  of  140,Q00  inhahitapts, 
bad  pnly  one  Member.  He,  tb^rafora* 
hpped  they  should  hava  tba  ndl^l^  lofd^a 
aupport,  when  tbey  pame  to  the  pouaidara- 
tion  of  giving  additional  Mambprs  to  tbat 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Lprd  trniton  said,  not  upqn  apppu^t  of 
population  ;  that  was  pot  his  t^t  pf  fua- 
francbisement, 

Mr.  Having  Wgll  said,  tba  chi^muiMl 
of  coxnplaipt  at  Dorchestpr  apd  HMpart 
was,  that  the  ID/.  housphold^f|  of  tow^ 
plaqps  would  haye  a  vot^  for  om  Bfpinb(Rr 
oqlyi  while  tha  iahahit^nta  pf  tha  diallWi- 
cbiaed  town  of  Corfa  Gfntle^  ^qlbir 
small  plaoes,  wpuld  bave  voioa  fat:  twp* 

Thus  tne  electors  in  schedule  B  wan)  WOliO 

used  tbaa  tbp^  in  aabadiile  A« 

Question  put  and  carripd,  Home  ae^ 
sumad«  Cojnpiittee  to  ait  apio  oo  TuMh 
day. 
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MiMUTU.]  Petitioiu  presented.  By  Earl  GowsR,  from  the 
Clergy,  Ma^stiatei,  and  other  Inhalritanti  of  Bunlcm.  in 
StaflTordshire,  for  an  alteration  in  the  Beer  Act.  By  Lord 
Cabbkrt,  fVom  the  Inhabitants  of  Cork.  Bandon,  and 
from  the  Magistratea  of  Cork,  hi  fliTOur  of  the  Grant  to  the 
Kildare  Street  Society. 

Ihe 


Bankruptcy  Court  Bill.] 
Lord  Chancellor  stated,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  certain  noble  and 
learned  Lords,  he  had,  from  time  to  time, 
postponed  the  consideration  of  this  Bill, 
and  he  had  still  to  lament  the  absence  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  whom  he,  in 
common  with  all  their  Lordships,  was  most 
anxious  to  see  present  at  the  discus- 
sion which  might  arise  upon  certain  details 
of  the  measure.  He,  therefore,  proposed, 
that  this  Bill  should  be  committed  now, 
and  the  Amendments  inserted ;  and  that 
then  the  Bill  should  be  printed,  and  be  re- 
committed on  Friday  week,  when  the 
discussion  on  the  principle  might  take 
place  on  the  motion  for  its  re-commitment. 
He  proposed  so  late  a  day  as  Friday  week, 
in  order  to  give  an  opportunity  to  his  noble 
and  learned  friend  to  be  present,  and  he 
was  pretty  sure  that  his  Lordship  could 
attend  on  that  day;  besides  that,  this 
would  accommodate  another  noble  and 
learned  friend  of  his,  who  he  knew  was 
desirous  of  leaving  town  for  a  few  days. 
He  had  three  or  four  clauses  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill. 

Lord  Wynford  objected  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  clause  for  regulating  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges,  Commissioners, 
Assignees,  &c.,  without  having  consulted 
all  the  Judges. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  intimated,  that 
this  objection  might  be  taken  on  the 
motion  for  the  re-commitment. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  observed,  that  he  had 
received  no  notice  of  the  first  or  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  If  he  had  known  when 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  to  come 
on,  he  would  certainly  have  been  in  his 
place,  to  oppose  it ;  and  as  that  was  the 
proper  time  for  discussing  the  principle, 
he  thought,  that  due  notice  should  have 
been  given  him. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  explained,  that 
although  the  second  reading  was  usually 
the  first  stage  at  which  the  principle  was 
discussed,  it  was  conformable  to  the  prac- 
tice of  this  and  the  other  House,  to  take  the 
debate  concerning  the  principle  on  the  mo- 
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tion  for  going  into  the  Committee,  or  on  the 
motion  for  the  re-commitment.  It  was 
very  convenient  on  some  occasions,  that 
the  blanks  should  be  filled  ap  before 
the  discussion  on  the  principle,  as  it 
then  would  best  appear  what  the  Bill 
really  was.  It  had  been  his  object  to 
make  the  Bill  as  complete  as  possible 
before  the  discussion  on  the  principle,  and 
to  postpone  that  discussion  until  all  his 
noble  and  learned  friends,  who  might  be 
desirous  to  take  a  part  in  it,  should  be 
present. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  was  satisfied  with 
this  explanation. 

The  Bill  went  through  a  Committee,  and 
to  be  re-committed  on  Friday  week. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  August  8,  luoj. 

Minutes.]  Bills  brought  in.  To  otablish  a  goMnl  fyrtem 
of  EducaUon  in  Ireland.  Read  a  leoaad  lime;  Sdeci 
Vestries :  Hackney  Coadies. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Hukb,  number  of 
Inspectors  of  Taxes  in  the  United  Kingdom,  with  tbdx 
names,  dates  of  appointments,  and  salaxiea  in  Om  year 
1830:— On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Goulbuiix,  of  the  prices 
of  Sea-borne  Coal  to  London,  on  the  lat  of  May,  lit  ef 
June,  and  Ist  of  July,  in  each  of  the  yeaxB  1830  and  1851t 
distinguishing  these\'cral  heads  of  Coal. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Blacknbt,  fhmitheCadiolirli- 
habitants  of  the  parish  of  Rathvilly,  agaimt  any  lUrtfaer 
Grant  to  thc'Kildarc  Street  Society ;  and  by  Mr.  W  ybi,  tmm 
the  paridi  of  Faithlegg,  Powerstown.  and  LInonagh.  By 
Lord  Cabtlkrkagh,  flrom  the  Clergy.  LnA-hiMen,md 
Inhabitants  of  the  pijrish  of  LougfainSsland  ;  and  fkom  the 
parish  of  Inch,  for  the  continuation  of  the  OrmL  By  Mr. 
WvsB,  flrom  the  Land-holders,  and  HouaehoMen  of  Ite 
County  of  Tippcrary,  for  a  revisioii  of  the  Gnnd  Jnry 
lAvn  (Ireland) ;  tram  the  Inhabttanta  of  Ennimcre,  muh 
plaining  of  the  reduction  of  the  Duty  on  BaiUlB;  from  the 
Inhabitants  of  Dublin,  fbr  the  enactment  of  Poor  Lam  i 
from  the  Mercantile  Chases  of  Galway,  for  an  additfanai 
Representative.  By  Lord  CA8tlkrbaob,  ftom  the  Land- 
holders of  Dromorc,  for  the  intndiictSon  of  Poor  La«i. 
By  Mr.  Grkbnb,  ftom  Worrted  Spinnen,  ^griatt  tht 
Cotton  Factories  Apprentioes  BilL  By  Lord  BaaMHW, 
from  Joseph  Jaduon,  prayhig  for  an  alterrtkm  of  tht 
Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant.    By  Mr.  Bsinrr, 


Bradford,  Wilts,  fur  the  Reform  BiU  to  be  opcditod.  By 
Mr.  DizoN,  from  the  West  India  Mcrehanta,  and  PlaBlat 
of  Glasgow,  against  the  renewal  of  the  Sngar  Riflniqg  AcL 

Dublin  City  Election.]  Mr.  Ro- 
bert Gordon  presented  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Dublin  Election  Peti- 
tion. The  report  stated,  that  Robert  Harty 
and  Lewis  Perrin  were  not  duly  elected; 
that  the  election  was  null  and  void ;  that 
the  petition  was  not  frivoloas  and  vex- 
atious ;  and  that  the  opposition  was  not 
frivolous  and  vexatious. — The  Report  read. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  said,  he  nad  been 
instructed,  in  the  name  of  the  GommhCee, 
to  present  a  special  report  to  the  Hoai^ 
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with  certain  resolutions  which  had  been 
agreed  to  by  that  Committee.  This  Re- 
port was  as  follows : — 

'<  1st.  That  Robert  Harty  and  Lewis 
Perrin,  Esqrs.  were,  by  their  agents,  guilty 
of  bribery  at  the  last  election  for  the  said 
city. 

''2nd.  That  it  appears  to  this  Com- 
mittee, that  certain  individuals  holding 
official  situations  in  Ireland,  or  considered 
to  be  connected  with  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, did,  at  the  last  election  for  the  city 
of  Dublin,  in  contravention  of  the  Resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  Commons,  use  undue 
influence  in  favour  of,  and  with  a  view  to 
aid  and  assist  in,  the  election  and  return  of 
the  sitting  members  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 

'  *  3rd .  That  the  Chairman  be  requested 
to  move,  that  this  report,  with  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  said  Committee,  be 
printed." 

Minutes  ofihe  proceedings  and  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  ordered  to  be 
laid  before  the  House. — Minutes  of  the 
proceedings  and  evidence  presented  ac- 
cordingly. 

To  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  then  moved,  that 
the  Speaker  do  issue  a  writ  for  an  election 
of  two  Members  to  serve  for  the  city  of 
Dublin. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  proposed  to  stay 
the  issue  of  the  writ,  to  afford  time  for  in- 
quiry ;  but  as  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  against  him,  he  had  yielded 
to  their  opinion,  and  had  contented  him- 
self by  declaring  his  own  sentiments. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  the  case 
very  much  resembled  that  of  Liverpool, 
and  required  to  be  closely  investigated. 
He  was  of  opinion,  that  the  patronage  of 
the  Treasury  had  been  employed  in  both 
cases.  In  the  report  just  read,  mention 
was  made  of  the  interference  of  Govern- 
ment officers.  They  would  not  dispense 
impartial  justice,  nor  protect  their  own 
rights,  if  they  did  not  suspend  the  writ,  to 
allow  further  time  for  inquiry.  He  would 
therefore  move,  that  the  issue  of  the  writ 
be  postponed  for  a  week. 

Mr.  0*Connell  seconded  the  Motion. 
There  was  something  very  suspicious  in 
the  language  of  the  report,  where  it  spoke 
of  persons  supposed  to  be  connected  with 
the  Government  having  influenced  the 
election.  The  fact  was,  that  every  Go- 
vernment for  the  time  being  interfered  in 
the  elections  for  Dublin ;  and  the  Police 
Magistrates,  who  were  removable  at  the 


pleasure  of  the  Government,  were  made 
members  of  the  Corporation,  purely  in  or- 
der that  they  might  be  used  to  support  the 
Government  candidates.  He  thought  the 
state  of  the  Corporation,  who  granted  the 
franchise,  as  well  as  those  who  exercised 
it,  should  be  strictly  inquired  into ;  and 
he,  therefore,  gladly  availed  himself  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Motion  for  that  purpose,  in 
order  that  they  might  have  time  for  inquiry. 

Mr.  Baldwin  thought  it  unfair  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  question  upon  the  pre- 
sent occasion. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  usual  course  was, 
to  move,  not  that  the  issue  of  the  Writ  be 
stayed,  but  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
till  that  day  week. 

Motion  amended  accordingly. 

Sir  Charles  BwrreU  said,  he  was  averse 
to  inquiries  at  the  bar,  after  what  he  had 
seen  lately,  wheii  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore that  House  had  been  contradicted  by 
that  taken  before  the  House  of  Lords. 
Until  they  had  the  power  of  examining 
witnesses  on  oath,  they  must  meet  with 
nothing  but  prevarication,  and  their  time 
and  labour  would  be  lost.  At  all  events, 
the  writ,  in  his  opinion,  should  issue,  even 
if  they  inquired  afterwards. 

Mr.  Leader  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
case  alluded  to  in  the  report  should  be 
fully  investigated,  both  for  the  sake  of  the 
Government,  and  the  independence  of 
that  House. 

Mr.  Crampton  did  not  oppose  the  delay 
required  by  hon.  Members,  but  he  thought 
it  right  to  say,  that  the  freemen  of  the  city 
of  Dublin  were  not  generally  implicated  in 
the  practices  complained  of,  and  that  there 
was  nothing  in  these  practices  which  could 
incapacitate  the  great  body  from  the  ex- 
ercise of  their  privileges.  He  begged,  at 
the  same  time,  to  observe,  that  a  gentle- 
man, a  friend  of  his,  had  good  right  to 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  hearsay 
evidence  had  been  admitted  with  respect 
to  his  conduct.  He  believed  he  was  out 
of  order,  and  he  would,  therefore,  merely 
say,  that  the  case,  as  it  affected  die  free- 
men of  the  city  of  Dublin,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  very  slight,  and  would,  he  thought, 
on  inquiry,  be  found  so. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  thought,  the  question 
of  suspending  the  writ  should  have  been 
left  to  the  Committee.  That  Committee, 
through  their  Chairman,  had  laid  a  report 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  but  they  had 
not  recommended  the  writ  to  be  stayed ; 
and  as  they  were  acquainted  with  aJl  the 
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facts  of  the  case,  the  House  was  bound  to 
adopt  the  taore  constitutional  course  of 
deferring  to  their  judg;ment. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  agreed  in  the  pro- 
priety of  this  view  of  the  case,  and  thought 
witii  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Crampton),  that  it  would  be  unjust 
to  the  Parhament,  and  to  the  city  of  Dub- 
lin, to  postpone  the  issue  of  the  writ.  He 
was  also  of  opinion,  that  it  was  unjust  to 
indulge  in  observations,  until  the  evidence 
was  in  the  hands  of  Members ;  for  he  was 
convinced  a  satisfactory  explanation  would 
be  given  of  the  conduct  of  persons  con- 
nected with  the  Government  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  was  in  favour  of  the 
postponement,  in  onler  to  afford  time  for 
inquiry.  He  was  the  more  anxious  for 
iaquify,  as  the  conduct  of  a  relation  of  his 
had  been  commented  on  in  the  course  of 
the  proceedings. 

Mr.  Hume  supported  the  postponement 
of  the  writ,  as  tne  same  persons  who  had 
interfered  already  in  the  election,  might 
otherwise  interfere  again. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguton  supported  the 
Motion  for  adjournment.  He  did  not 
think  the  report  of  the  Committee  quite 
satisfactory.  It  informed  them  that  gross 
bribery  had  prevailed,  and  official  persons 
had  interfered ;  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  worded  made  it  difficult  to  deter- 
mine, whether  or  not  there  had  been  a 
violation  of  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  said,  that  as  a  pri- 
vate individual,  and  not  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee,  he  had  contemplated  some 
ulterior  proceedings.  There  was,  how- 
ever, this  great  difference  between  the  case 
of  Liyerpool  and  Dublin,  that,  in  the  first, 
the  whole  mass  of  the  electors  were  cor- 
rupted, but,  in  the  latter,  a  part  only  had 
been  proved  to  have  received  bribes,  or 
been  improtierly  influenced. 

Mr.  Maoerly  opposed  the  motion  for 
adjournment,  and  observed,  that  if  they 
suspended  the  writ  in  this  case,  they 
must  do  the  some  in  every  case  where 
bribery  of  any  kind  was  proved  to  have 
been  practised.  It  had  never  hitherto 
been  the  practice  to  suspend  the  writ, 
unless  it  appeared  the  great  body  of  the 
electors  had  been  corrupted ;  and  that  was 
not  the  case  at  present. 

Mr.  Wilks  thought  it  would  be  a  harsh 
and  nnconstitutional  proceeding,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  deprive  the  inno- 
cent and  honourable  portion  of  the  freemen 
of  the  city  of  Dublin  of  the  power  to 


choose  their  Representative!  Ibr,  perhtpt, 
six  months  to  come. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  was  of  the  same 
opinion.  Bribery  had  been  proved  against 
a  certain  number  of  electors,  but  it  was  by 
no  means  so  general  as  to  justify  the 
House  in  withholding  the  writ,  and  therp- 
by  deprive  6,000  or  7,000  electors  of  their 
rights.  He  admitted,  that  aome  in'qnity 
should  take  place,  afler  the  eridence  hid 
been  printed,  and  was  in  posaeafeion  of  the 
Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Anthony  Lefroy^  as  a  member  of 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin,  was  persuaded, 
the  constituency  of  that  city  were  not  ge- 
nerally open  to  the  charge  of  beings  cor- 
rupt ;  and  he  would  therefore  support  the 
issuing  of  the  writ.  He  thooffhty  that  the 
delinquents  in  this  case  should  be  brought 
to  justice,whoeverthey  might  be ;  and  that 
if  persons  in  high  situations  had  been 
guilty  of  corrupting  the  voters,  thai  their 
high  situation  should  not  screen  them. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  was  satisM,  that 
the  report  made  it  necessary  to  suspend 
the  writ,  agreeable  to  his  Motion.  This 
opinion  was  strettgthened  bf  the  hon. 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  naviog  de- 
clared his  intention  to  take  ulterior  pro* 
ceedings.  He  was,  therefore,  justified  in 
asserting  this  was  not  a  common  case  of 
bribery  and  corruption. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  BnVedf  if  he  under* 
stood  the  hon.  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee rightly,  when  he  said  he  would 
take  some  proceedings  in  the  case  himself? 
He  rather  apprehended,  the  hon.  member 
for  Shropshire  had  been,  in  some  degree, 
mistaken  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  did  not  pledge  him- 
self to  do  so.  He  retained  the  right  to  do 
so,  if  he  found  it  expedient. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  wished  to  save  the 
time  of  the  House,  by  preventing  the  ex- 
amination of  witnesses  at  the  bar.  There 
was  this  difference  between  the  present 
case,  and  those  of  Livcq>ool  and  Penryn : 
in  the  latter  cases,  bribery  was  general; 
here,  it  was  only  partial. 

An  Hon.  Member  recommended  the  sus- 
pension of  the  proceedings  until  the  House 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  thought  it  would 
be  a  harsh  proceeding  to  suspend  the  Writ 
for  a  single  day,  unless  a  much  stronger 
case  had  been  made  out 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  at  least  1,600  persons 
had  been  made  fictitious  freemen  fbr  the 
purpose  of  voting  during  the  etofUoii ; 
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each  of  whom  took  fatie  oafh*  ^A  re- 
ceived bribes  t  that  wad  pfOved  befbte 
the  Committee.  He  was  quite  conyinc&Sf 
too,  that  the  head  of  the  Government  ib 
Ireland  Was  deeply  implicated  in  the  prac- 
tice of  influencing  the  Voters,  And  no  one 
could  read  the  evidence,  without  feeling 
that  sotne  ulterior  fAeasures  were  necessarjr. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  who  had  acted 
as  Chdtrman,  Would  take  the  question  up^ 
which  Would  prevent  him  (Mr.  Hunt)  frqm 
doing  So.  In  three  days  the  evidence 
would  bt  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

The  Earl  of  tfxhridge  was  sure,  that  the 
head  of  the  Irish  Government  would  be 
most  anxious  for  inquiry,  and  he  was 
equally  sure  that  the  inquiry,  when  it 
came,  would  free  that  nobleman  fVom  the 
gross  charge  brought  agulnit  him  by  the 
member  for  Preston. 

Mr.  Stunt  could  not  sit  still  id  that 
House,  and  ^ear  himsilf  charged  widl 
having  made  groSs  accusations.  He  re- 
lated, that  the  Marquift  of  AutfkBev,  by 
himself  and  by  his  agents,  WOttld  be  /bund 
to  be  implicated  in  the  praottCM  com- 
plained or. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  he  understood 
the  noble  Eari  tO  say,  that  the  imputation 
was  a  gross  one,  but  he  did  not  ftpply 
that  term  personally  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Preston. 

The  Earl  of  Uxbridge  had  merely  said, 
that  the  imputations  would  be  proved 
gross  on  inquiry;  should  that  not  be  the 
case,  he  would  retract  the  expression. 


Chapman,  M.  Ii. 
Clive.  E.  B. 
Copeiand,  Alderman 
Currie,  J. 
DiitoD,  J. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Evans^  Colonel 
Forbes,  Sir  C. 
Fox,  Col. 
Fef^son,  R.  C. 
Ferfuftson,  R. 
Oilloo,  W<  D. 
Gisbomey  T. 
GratUDy  J. 
Handler^  W.  F. 
Hume,  J. 
Hunt,  Ii. 

JepbMm,  C.  D.  O. 
Jonnstone^  i.  J,  If. 
Killeen,  LOfd 
Lenbox,  Lord  G. 
Lambert,  H. 


leader,  M.  f. 
Macanl^.  T.  B. 
Mangleif  J.  • 
MuUiits,  F«  W. 
Osboraet  Lold  V*  Q, 
GTsrralL  R.  M. 
O'Connefl,  D. 
0*Connor,  Don 
Pelham,  C. 
Power,  R. 
Pagdt,  T. 
Ruthfeoi  £.  S. 
Rickfordi  W. 
StewaH>  P.  M. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Torrens.  Col. 
Wyse,  T. 
WatsM,  Hon.  R. 
Wood,  Aldtrman 
Wattotira,  Hon.  H« 
WMtafed|J 
Walktr,  C.  A. 


Th«  writ  t^  be  isaued. 


/ 


MAVOttKtTStl     PPLltlfiAt      UirtoUt] 

Mr«  HfM  roae  to  prtaettt  a  Petllioti  Ami 
one  of  the  Politioal  Utiioni  of  Mio-* 
<ihMI6r.  There  were  in  thai  lOHra  two 
Political  Unions  •Mmo  eompOMd  of  Ihi 
middling)  the  other  of  the  workiiif  otllMi 
The  petition  stated,  thai  the  petiiloiiin 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  progMI  Of 
the  Refimn  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  IngiU  objected  to  iho  raid* 
itig  of  the  petiUon  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  appealed  to  the  Speaker  whether  it 
was  not  disorderly  to  do  so ;  and  whetheft 
if  the  House  determined  that  the  petition 


Lord  Oeorpe  Lennox  was  a  freeman  of  »f  ^HJ.^  ^  ^^^^y  »^  ^"5**^  "^^  to  be  i««I  by 

Dublin,  and  in  that  capacity  should  con-  ^  l5'   «  '   ,         . ,    ,       ,     i  , 

sider  it  no  slur  that  the  Writ  should  be        The  &ca^  said,  that  the  hon.  m 

suspended;  but  he  confessed,  he  Could  tor  the  OnlverjUy  of  Oxford  had  c^^ 

see  no  differefice  between  the  present  case  described  the  Order  of  the  House.  It  wu, 

and  that  of  Evesham.     In  the  case  of  ^owerer,  competent  to  an  hon.  Member 

Evesham,  only  eleven  persons  had  been  ^.  ^^  extracu  from  a  petition,  u  ptrU 


proved  to  have  accepted  bribes,  and  yet 
the  Writ,  in  that  case,  was  immediately 
suspended. 

Sir  Charles  -Forbes  said,  after  what  they 
had  heard  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
he  thought  it  due  to  the  majority  of  the 
constituency  of  Dublin,  that  a  further 
inquiry  should  take  place.  He  should, 
therefore,  certainly  vote  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  on  this  question. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Amendment 
— Ayes  51 ;  Noes  78 — Majority  against 
the  Amendment  35. 


Browo,  Jl 


Xif^o/lAeATKs. 

BfoWnlow,  C. 


of  his  speech. 

Mr<  Hunt  resumed*  He  had  a  vast  dtnU 
more  experience  in  presenting  petttioM 
than  the  hon.  member  for  O^fordf  iad 
he  might,  therefore,  have  given  him  eridit 
for  knowing  what  was  regalar  on  auoh  an 
ocnaaion,  but  he  must  be  allewod  to  mad 
eatraou  from  the  petition.  It  prayed  that 
no  ftirther  delay  would  bo  alhnvid  in 
passing  the  Reform  Bill,  of  whioh  the 
petitioners  approved*  although  it  con- 
tained various  anomalies ;  eipecially  the 
10/.  qualification,  and  the  omission  of 
Vote  by  Ballot,  whioh  might  be  oorrooled 
at  some  Attnre  period* 

Mr.  VComM  said,  the  pititioaen  MmI 
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done  him  the  honour  to  request  he  would 
support  their  petition,  which  he  did  very 
heartily.  These  petitioners  declared  them- 
selves Radical  Reformers,  and  yet  were 
decidedly  favourable  to  the  Bill ;  this  fact 
afforded  a  strong  proof  of  the  utility  of  the 
measure,  which  appeared  to  satisfy  all 
parties. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  observed,  that 
the  petitioners,  so  far  from  being  satisfied, 
talked  of  correcting  the  anomalies  of  the 
Bill  in  a  Reformed  Parliament. 

Mr.  John  Wood  had  also  been  requested 
to  support  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and, 
like  the  petitioners,  trusted  that  the  Bill, 
although  It  might  contain  some  anomalies, 
would  still  be  adopted  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible. He  also  agreed  with  them,  that 
any  trivial  defects  it  might  contain,  might 
be  corrected  hereafter. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  had  no  doubt  but  the 
object  of  the  petitioners  was,  to  have  the 
Bill  adopted  as  soon  as  possible,  in  the 
hope,  that  a  Reformed  Parliament  would 
complete  what  this  measure  would  begin. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  wished  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  would  follow  the  example  of  the 
petitioners,  and  leave  the  anomalies  of 
the  Bill  to  be  corrected  by  time  and  ex- 
perience. 

Mr.  Hunt  must  beg  leave  to  apprize  the 
House,  that  this  petition,  although  agreed 
to  at  a  general  meeting,  yet  was  only 
signed  by  the  Chairman  and  Secretary, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  aware  it  could  only 
be  received  as  the  petition  of  these  indi- 
viduals. 

To  lie  on  the  Table,  and  be  printed. 

Compulsory  Emigration.]  Mr, 
Hunt  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Na- 
tional Union  of  the  Working  Classes  of  the 
Metropolis,  expressing,  in  strong  but  just 
language,  the  sufferings  which  they  en- 
dured from  the  Com  Laws ;  and  praying 
for  Annual  Parliaments,  for  Universal 
Suffrage,  and  for  Vote  by  Ballot  ;  and 
that  there  might  be  no  Transportation- 
laws,  and  no  Starvation-laws.  In  alluding 
to  Transportation-laws,  the  petitioners  did 
not  mean  those  laws  which  inflicted  the 
punishment  of  transportation  for  criminal 
ofTences,  but  to  the  scheme  of  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  for  compulsory  emigration. 

The  petition  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  printed, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  no  man  was  more 
anxious  than  he  was,  to  receive  the  pe- 
titions of  the  people;  but  he  was   also 


anxious  to  explain  to  them  any  migtake 
under  which  they  appeared  to  him  to 
labour.  If  the  petitioners  thooght,  that 
the  aids  which  were  offered  to  emigratioo« 
were  in  the  nature  of  com pulsonr  trans- 
portation, they  were  mistaken.  The  fact 
simply  was,  that  if  any  persons  were  de- 
sirous of  expatriating  themselves,  GoTem- 
ment  was  ready  to  afford  them  all  the 
assistance  in  its  power  in  the  execution  of 
their  design.  Nothing  like  compulsory 
emigration  had  ever  been  in  contempla- 
tion, much  less  proposed  to  be  carried 
into  effect.  He  must,  therefore^  object 
to  the  printing  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  had  understood, 
that  an  impression  prevailed  in  some  por- 
tions of  the  community,  that  it  was  the 
object  of  Government  to  traniport  la- 
bourers to  the  colonies  to  relieve  the  poor- 
rates  ;  but  he  had  not,  till  now,  ever 
thought  it  would  be  neces&firy  to  state  in 
that  House,  that  such  a  measure  had 
never  been  for  one  moment  entertained. 

Mr.  Portman  observed,  that  anything 
like  compulsory  transportation  would  be 
censurable  ;  but  all  Governments  were 
bound  to  facilitate  the  voluntary  move- 
ments of  their  subjects,  either  in  their  own 
countries,  or  from  one  country  to  another; 
and  he,  therefore,  hoped,  that  the  Settle- 
ment-laws;  which  prevented  Englishmen 
removing  from  one  parish  to  another, 
would  be  repealed.  He  objected  to  print- 
ing the  present  petition,  because  it  con- 
tained offensive  language. 

Mr.  Hunt  observed,  diat  the  petitioners 
might  justly  complain  of  being  taxed  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  plans  of  emigra- 
tion into  effect. 

Colonel  Torrens  said,  that  not  a  shil- 
ling of  the  public  money  was  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  persons  to 
emigrate. 

Mr.  Portman  wished  that  the  petition 
might  be  read. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  read,  and  approved  of  it. 

Petition  read.  It  characterized  the  plan 
of  emigration  brought  forward  by  Govern- 
ment as  an  unjust,  wicked,  and  uncon- 
stitutional measure,  and  suggested,  that, 
if  any  persons  were  to  be  sent  out  to  co- 
lonize, it  might  be  the  idle,  luxuriousy  and 
titled  mendicants  of  the  aristocracy,  who 
lived  upon  the  profits  of  the  working 
classes.  The  petitioners  declared  they 
wanted  no  charity,  for  they  disdained  to 
imitate  the  example,  set  them  by  the  aris- 
tocracy, of  living  upon  others. 
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Mr.  O'Connell  hoped  that  it  might  be 
printed,  as  there  was  not  a  word  in  it  de- 
rogatory to  the  House,  although  it  con- 
tained a  good  deal  of  nonsense. 

Lord  Althorp  was  most  anxious  to  re- 
ceive any  petitions  of  this  description  ;  but 
the  question  of  printing  them  was  a  dif- 
ferent thing.  The  present  petition  was 
signed  by  only  two  persons,  and  was 
couched  in  language  not  altogether  jus- 
tifiable. Under  such  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  the  expense  of  printing  it 
ought  to  be  incurred. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  that  the  petition 
was  certainly  signed  by  only  two  indivi- 
duals ;  but  then  they  were  the  Chairman 
and  Secretary  of  a  large  body  of  persons. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  with  respect  to 
emigration,  he  should  certainly  like  to  see 
all  the  sinecurists  and  drones  of  the  com- 
munity in  Canada,  instead  of  the  working 
classes.  So  f?^  he  agreed  in  opinion  with 
the  petitioners ;  although  he  did  not  think 
that  the  manner  in  which  they  had  ex- 
pressed that  opinion  was  becoming.  He 
proposed,  however,  that  the  question, 
whether  or  not  the  petition  should  be 
printed,  should  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow ;  by  which  time,  he  and  other 
hon.  Members  might  render  themselves 
better  acquainted  with  its  contents. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  no  objection  to  this  sug- 
gestion. 

Motion  for  printing  the  petition  with- 
drawn. 

Westminster  Union.]  Mr.  Hunt 
presented  a  Petition,  also  signed  by  two 
individuals,  the  Chairman  and  Secretary, 
of  a  large  meeting  of  working  classes, 
called  the  Westminster  Union,  which 
stated,  that  the  petitioners,  being  aware 
of  the  enormous  patronage  and  revenues 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  having 
noticed  the  intention  of  Parliament  to 
make  an  addition  to  the  establishment  of 
the  Princess  Victoria,  they  prayed  the 
House  to  address  his  Majesty  to  make  her 
Royal  Highness  Bishop  of  Derry,  and 
allow  her  to  receive  half  the  revenues 
of  that  See,  on  the  condition  of  residing 
in  the  diocese.  As  this  was  a  fair  project 
for  saving  a  considerable  sum  of  money, 
he  hoped  the  petition  would  not  be  ob- 
jected to.  He  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
it  up. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  was  proceeding  to 
state,  that  such  a  petition  ought  not  to  be 
received,  when, 

VOL.  V.  {252} 


It  appearing  that  there  was  no  seconder 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston,  the  Speaker  decided,  that  there 
was  no  question  before  the  House,  and 
the  petition  was,  of  course,  not  brought  up. 

PoLAN  D.]  Mr.  Hunt  presented  an*- 
other  Petition  from  the  Westminster  Union, 
in  favour  of  the  Poles.  The  petitioners 
stated,  that  having  witnesssed  with  pain 
that  the  Emperor  of  Russia  had  for  some 
time  past,  been  waging  an  unjust  and  ini- 
quitous war  against  Poland,  they  sent  a 
memorial  to  Lord  Palmerston,  requesting 
the  interposition  of  Government  for  the 
protection  of  that  country ;  and  they  com- 
plained, that  the  noble  Lord  had  treated 
their  memorial  with  the  utmost  contempt, 
not  having  condescended  to  make  any  re- 
ply to  it.  They  contrasted  the  noble 
Lord's  uncourteous  conduct,  with  the  ur- 
banity manifested  by  Earl  Grey,  who  re- 
turned an  answer  to  the  memorial  present- 
ed to  him  by  the  Birmingham  Political 
Union,  and  concluded  by  praying  the 
House  to  address  his  Majesty  to  dismiss 
Lord  Palmerston  from  his  Councils.  He 
trusted  this  petition  would  not  be  objected 
to. 

Viscount  Palmerston  begged  to  assure 
the  members  of  the  Westminster  Union^ 
that  it  was  not  from  any  feeling  of  disre- 
spect towards  them  that  he  had  declined 
to  inform  them  of  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment, with  respect  to  the  war  between 
Russia  and  Poland. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  this  was  a  question 
of  the  utmost  importance.  He  had  met 
no  individual  who  was  not  anxious  to 
know,  whether  Government  intended  to 
take  any  measures  in  behalf  of  the  suffer- 
ing Poles.  He  was  not  desirous  of  inter- 
fering in  the  affairs  of  other  countries.  On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  that  England  had 
interfered  too  much  already,  and  had  paid 
dearly  enough  for  it.  But  having  seen^ 
Government  interfere  on  behalf  of  a 
Power  which,  he  thought,  did  not  require 
our  assistance,  it  did  appear  a  fit  question 
to  be  asked,  whether  Ministers  had  inter- 
fered in  any  way,  by  remonstrance  or  re- 
commendation, in  behalf  of  the  unfortun- 
ate Poles,  who  were  struggling  for  their 
independence.  He  reminded  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  were  treaties  existing,  by 
which  they  were  as  much  bound  to  see 
justice  done  to  Poland,  as  to  Belgium — 
he  alluded  to  those  treaties  by  which 
a  Constitution  was  guaranteed  to  the 
2H 
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Poles.  There  was  nothing  which  the  peo- 
ple of  England  more  desired  to  know, 
than  whether  Ministers,  if  they  possessed 
any  influence,  had  employed  it,  in  order  to 
put  a  stop  to  those  horrid  scenes  of  blood- 
shed, which  were  passing  in  the  north  of 
Europe.  He  certainly  did  not  desire  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Palraerston)  to  give  any 
answer  which  was  inconsistent  with  his 
duty  ;  but  he  wished  to  know,  whether 
any  thing  was  to  be  done  for  imhappy 
Poland  ? 

The  petition  laid  on  the  Table.  On  the 
Motion  that  it  be  printed, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  concluded  from 
the  silence  of  the  Government,  that  they 
intended  to  do  nothing  for  the  Poles,  but 
allow  them  to  remain  at  the  mercy  of 
Russia.  He  begged  leave  to  second  the 
Motion  for  the  printing  of  the  petition. 

Viscount  PalmcTSton  assured  the  hon. 
Member,  that  his  silence  did  not  arise  from 
any  disrespect  to  him ;  but  he  had  under- 
stood, that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  wish 
to  press  an  answer,  if  it  might  be  inconve- 
nient for  him  to  give  one.  He  could  not, 
consistently  with  his  duty,  give  the  hon. 
Member  those  explanations  which  he  de- 
sired ;  but  this,  at  least,  he  would  under- 
take to  say,  that  whatever  obligations  ex- 
isting treaties  imposed,  would  at  all  times 
receive  the  attention  of  Government. 

Mr.  O'Connell  had  observed  with  re- 
gret, that  while  great  sympathy  was 
shown  by  that  House  for  the  king  of  Hol- 
land, none  was  manifested  for  the  Poles ; 
and  yet  the  conduct  of  the  king  of  Hol- 
land, of  which  so  much  had  lately  been 
said,  could  not  be  vindicated.  Never  had 
a  revolution  been  more  owing  to  the  des- 
potism of  the  government,  than  that  which 
had  lately  taken  place  in  the  Netherlands. 
The  king  of  Holland  had  filled  his  gaols 
with  people,  and  his  scaffolds  had  reeked 
with  the  blood  of  his  subjects.  For 
such  a  monarch,  sympathy  was  shown  by 
that  House,  while  not  one  word  had  been 
urged  in  behalf  of  the  Poles,  who  were 
struggling  for  their  independence,  their 
country,  and  even  for  their  existence. 
Their  Constitution  had  been  wrested  from 
them  by  tyranny  and  the  perversion  of 
treaties.  He  knew,  that  the  people  of 
England  felt  indignant  that  they  were 
so  much  impoverished  by  the  interfer- 
ence of  their  government  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Continent,  as  not  to  be  now 
able  to  interpose  in  a  commanding  man- 
ner on  behalf  of  a  brave  and  glorious  peo- 


ple, struggling  for  their  freedom.  He 
hoped  that  their  struggles  would  prove 
successful ;  but  if  they  did  not,  either  the 
despotism  of  Russia  would  become  stronger, 
or  France  would  render  herself  more 
powerful,  by  gloriously  assisting  the  Poles 
before  their  struggles  were  over.  She  had 
already  added  to  her  influence,  hy  actively 
interfering  in  behalf  of  Belgium,  and  the 
result  might  be,  that  she  would  again  ex- 
tend her  boundaries  to  what  had  been 
called  her  natural  limits.  He  should  regret 
such  an  event ;  but  he  should  prefer  it  to 
seeing  the  horrible  domination  of  thfe  king 
of  Holland  re-established  ovet  unfortunate 
Belgium.  If  France,  having  gained  this 
increase  of  territory*  were  to  possess  great 
activity,  there  might,  perhaps,  a  second 
time,  be  a  dominion  in  Europe  df  a  millta^ 
character,  which  this  country  ^duld  not 
like  to  submit  to,  and  yet  would  liot  bfe 
able  to  resist.  *' 

Sir  Robert  Tnglis  objected  to  ptintidg 
the  petition.  It  assumed,  as  ft  mattet  df 
course,  that  the  war  now  waging  betireen 
Russia  and  Poland  was  most  udjust  and 
iniquitous  on  the  part  of  Russia.  He  did 
not  complain  of  any  Meniber  making 
such  a  statement,  but  he  protested  againit 
the  House  being  made  to  adopt  that  lan- 
guage, bv  printing  and  circulatmg  the  peti- 
tion. He  also  objected  to  the  printing  of 
the  petition  on  another  ground,  but  of 
minor  importance.  He  did  not  think,  that 
the  House  ought  to  give  their  sanction  to 
the  statement  of  the  petitioners,  that  "they 
constituted  the  most,  indeed,  the  only  use- 
ful class  of  his  Majesty's  subjects.'* 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  of  a  motion  on  the  subject  of  Poland, 
and  his  object  in  bringing  the  question 
forward  would  be,  not  to  oraw  premature 
disclosures  from  the  Ministers,  but  to  elicit, 
from  enlightened  Members  of  the  House, 
who  were  independent  of  the  Government, 
declarations  which  would  give  support 
to  the  libera]  cause  throughout  Europe. 

Mr.  George  Robinson  said,  that  he  wu 
disposed  to  allow  of  the  greatest  latitttde 
with  respect  to  the  presentation  of  petitions, 
even  when  they  were  as  absurd  as  most  of 
those  which  the  hon.  member  for  PresUm 
was  in  the  habit  of  brinetne  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  ;  and  wnich  he  be- 
lieved, no  other  Member  would  undertake 
to  present ;  but  he  did  object  to  such  peti- 
tions being  printed.  The  objeet  6t  print- 
ing petitions,  was  to  give  Infttrnttiott  to 
Members.    Now  he  would  iftk  Ute  ttdUte, 
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whether  the  last  petition  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Preston,  conveyed  any 
information  to  Members  ?  He  thought, 
that  the  printing  of  the  petition,  would  oc- 
casion useless  expense,  and  tend  to  en- 
courage the  presentation  of  other  petitions 
equally  absurd. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  could  not  sub- 
scribe to  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  that  the 
House,  by  ordering  a  petition  to  be  printed, 
made  themselve  parties  to  the  sentiments 
which  it  expressed.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought)  that  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Worcester,  to  the  printing  of 
the  petition  before  the  House,  carried  with 
it  considerable  weight.  The  petition  certain- 
ly conveyed  no  information  to  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  printing  of  petitions, 
much  must  depend  on  the  discretion  of 
Members  who  Presented  them.  A  Metnber 
should  not  calf  upon  the  House  td  order 
the  printing  of  a  petition  which  was  per- 
fectly useless.  As,  however,  there  existed 
no  very  strict  rule  on  the  subject,  he  would 
suggest,  that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for 
printing  the  petition,  than  for  the  House 
to  declare,  that  it  should  not  be  printed. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  willing  to  concur  in  the 
proposition  just  made  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Motion  for  printing  the  petition  with- 
drawn. 

Affaius  of  BelgiUxM.]  Lord  George 
Bentinck  said,  that  he  was  desirous  of 
proposing  a  Question  to  his  noble  friend, 
the  Secretary  tor  Foreign  Affkirs,  whom  he 
saw  in  his  place.  A  publication  had  come 
under  his  view,  which  stated,  that  within 
the  last  week,  the  Ambassadors  of  Great 
Britain,  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Russia,  had 
met  in  Conference  with  the  French  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs  at  Paris,  and  re- 
ceived from  that  Minister  a  declaration, 
that  the  sole  ihotive  for  sending  French 
troops  into  Belgium,  was  to  repel  the 
Dutch  invaders,  and  that  as  soon  as  that 
object  should  be  effected,  the  French 
Government  would  immediately  recall  the 
French  forces  from  Belgium;  and  further, 
that  on  no  account  any  other  French  army 
should  enter  the  Belgian  territories.  The 
question  he  proposed  to  his  noble  friend 
was  this — was  the  statement,  the  sub- 
stance of  which  he  had  recited,  true  ?  He 
asked  the  question,  in  full  confidence  that 
the  answer  which  he  should  receive  from 
his  noble  friend,  would  be  such  as  to  show, 


that  throughout  the  transactions  with  re- 
spect to  Belgium,  the  conduct  of  the 
French  government  had  been  marked  by 
the  most  scrupulous  honour,  honetty^  ( 
good  faith  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  tj 
the  course  of  the  diplomacy  of  this  c<  - 
try,  under  the  guidance  of  his  noble  friend, 
had  been  such  as  to  give  the  world  a  high 
notion  of  its  wisdom,  prudence,  and  effi- 
cacy. Further,  he  asked  the  question, 
because  he  felt  assured  that  the  answer 
would  be  such,  as  would  allay  the  great 
anxiety  and  alarm  which  prevailed  on  ac- 
count of  the  warlike  appearances  which  had 
existed  for  the  last  few  days. 

Viscount  PalmerBton,  in  answer  to  the 
question  which  his  noble  Ariend  had  put  to 
him,  begged  to  assure  him,  that  the  state- 
ment to  which  he  had  alluded,  and  which 
he  (Lord  Palmerston)  had  seen,  was  sub- 
stantially correct.  Wednesday  last,  was 
he  thought  the  day,  when  orders  were 
issued  by  the  French  government,  for 
getting  the  troops  in  readiness  to  march 
towards  Belgium.  On  that  day,  the 
French  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  in 
Paris,  invited  to  a  Conference,  the 
Ambassadors  of  England,  Austria,  Russia, 
and  Prussia,  and  communicated  to  them 
the  orders  which  the  French  govern- 
ment had  eiven,  and  the  reasons  on  which 
they  were  founded — ^namely,  the  advance 
of  the  Dutch  troops  into  Belgium,  and  the 
application  for  assistance  from  Belgium, 
which  had  been  received  by  the  govern- 
ment of  France.  This  communication 
was  accompanied  by  an  assurance  that  the 
march  of  the  French  troops  had  no  other 
object  than  that  which  was  desired  in  com- 
mon by  all  the  great  Powers — namely,  the 
preservation  of  the  independence  and  neu- 
trality of  Belgium ;  and  that  as  soon  as  the 
Dutch  troops  should  be  repelled  within 
their  own  frontiers,  the  troops  of  France 
would  retire  into  the  department  of  the 
north.  Upon  this,  a  question  was  put  by 
the  English  Ambassador,  with  respect  to 
the  possible  occupation  of  the  Belgian  for- 
tresses by  the  French  troops;  and  the 
reply  given  to  this  question  was,  that  the 
French  forces  would  only  pass  through  the 
fortresses  which  lay  in  their  route. 

Sir  Richard  VyvyanBaked^  whether  Go- 
vernment had  received  official  information 
of  the  march  of  the  French  troops  ? 

Viscount  Pabnerston  replied,  that  Go- 
vernment had  received  no  official  intelli- 
Snce  on  this  subject.     He  might  add,  for 
B  further  inlbrmattoti  of  the  nouif;  thAt 
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he  had  that  morning;  received  a  despatch 
from  Lord  Granville,  the  British  Ambassa- 
dor at  Paris,  communicating  a  written  note 
from  the  French  government,  repeating 
the  assurances  which  had  been  previously 
given  verbally  by  the  French  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs. 

Quarantine.]  An  Hon.  Member 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to 
propose  any  alteration  in  the  mode  of 
levying  Fees  on  Vessels  performing  Qua- 
rantine ? 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  said,  that  per- 
haps, on  consideration,  it  might  be  desir- 
able to  make  some  alteration.  At  present 
these  fees  were  paid  by  the  owners,  and 
did  not  amount  to  more  than  5,000/.  a 
year.  It  had  not  yet  been  determined 
whether  or  not  they  should  be  wholly  abo- 
lished, and  the  expense  paid  by  the 
country.  At  all  events,  he  did  not  propose 
to  make  any  alteration  this  Session. 

Mr.  Hume  heard  this  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regret.  It  was 
now  three  years  since  he  had  first  brought 
the  subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  he  had  thought,  from  the  pro- 
mises he  had  received,  that  some  measure 
would  have  been  proposed  to  amend  the 
system.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  fees  did  not  exceed  5,000/.  a  year — he 
believed,  on  inquiry,  it  would  be  found 
they  exceeded  five  times  that  sum.  The 
fee  was  51.  on  each  vessel,  whatever  was 
the  amount  of  her  tonnage.  The  object 
of  keeping  up  the  establishment  was  for 
the  public  benefit ;  it  was,  therefore,  un- 
just to  call  upon  the  merchant  to  pay  the 
charges.  It  was  one  of  the  worst  species 
of  taxes — one  imposed  upon  misfortune — ; 
and  it  ought  to  be  wholly  abolished,  and 
the  expenses  of  the  Quarantine  Establish- 
ment defrayed  by  the  public.  England 
was  the  only  country  in  the  world  where 
such  strict  regulations  were  enforced,  and 
where  the  owners  of  the  ships  liable  to  them 
were  compelled  to  pay  the  expense  of  the 
constraint  they  suffered.  At  present,'also, 
'  many  of  the  persons  subject  to  them, 
could  not  havp.  been  previously  aware  of 
their  liability,  because  many  vessels  were 
at  Riga,  loaded,  and  ready  to  sail,  before 
the  cholera  appeared  there. 
Mr.  £wart  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex,  as  to  the 
bMfdship    of    imposing^  Quarantine    feea 


upot)  the  owners  of  ships.  He  trusted 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  would  consider 
the  case  at  his  earliest  opportunity,  with 
a  view  to  the  revision  of  the  system. 

Mr.  Dixon  had  presented  several  peti- 
tions from  Glasgow,  Greenock,  and  other 
places,  on  this  'subject,  and  he  begged  to 
express  his  entire  concurrence  in  the 
remarks  of  both  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
preceded  him.  The  quarantine  fees  were 
most  oppressive,  and  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished. 

Mr.  Hume  would  add,  that  if  Govern- 
ment did  not  attend  to  the  subject,  he 
would  bring  the  matter  himself  forward  at 
an  early  period. 

Rate  of  Duty  on  Game  Certi- 
ficates.] Lord  Althorp  stated,  that  be- 
fore the  House  went  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Game  Bill,  it  was  necessary  to  agree 
to  a  Resolution  for  fixing  the  rate  of  duty 
on  Game  Certificates,  in  a  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  would,  therefore,  move,  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  il /^/<orp  .wished  the  discussion 
on  the  Game  Bill  to  be  taken  in  a  Com- 
mittee on  that  Bill.  The  Resolution  he 
meant  to  propose  was  only  pro  formd. 
He  moved  *'  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee,  that  an  annual  duty  of  2/. 
shall  be  paid  for  every  Certificate  to 
empower  any  person  to  deal  in  game." 

Colonel  Sibtliorp  thought  the  sum  far 
too  small,  but  he  would  reserve  what  he 
had  to  say  upon  the  subject  until  the 
House  should  be  in  Committee  on  the 
Game-laws. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  if  the  hon.  Member 
intended  to  move,  that  the  amount  should 
be  increased,  this  was  his  only  opportu- 
nity for  doing  so. 

Colonel  Stbthorp  said,  the  proposed  sum 
was  too  little  for  a  license,  ana  would  allow 
every  poacher  in  the  country  to  procure 
one.  The  sale  of  game  would  become 
general,  and  game- stalls  would  be  as 
common  as  fruit-stands.  The  amount 
ought,  at  least,  to  be  8/. ;  as  otherwise  cer- 
tificates would  fall  into  improper  hands. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  the  certi- 
ficates were  to  be  granted  by  Magistrates 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  they  would  take  care 
that  they  should  not  fall  into  improper 
hands. 
^     Mt.  Hunt  Y^oVesXfc^  ^.^WN&X.  \5cvft.  Sale  of 
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indeed  be  altered,  when  the  landlords  of 
the  country  would  be  allowed  to  make  a 
market  of  the  game,  which  was  bred  up 
at  the  expense  of  the  farmer. 

Mr.  Weyland  said,  there  ought  to  be 
an  open  market  for  game,  for,  at  present, 
it  was  sold  only  by  the  poacher,  and  the 
sale  was  exclusively  in  his  hands.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was,  to  open  a  fair 
market  for  game,  which  had,  hitherto, 
been  a  monopoly  in  the  hands  of  the  man 
that  took  it  illegally.  Gentlemen  who 
preserved  game,  must,  of  course,  let  their 
land  accordingly.  He  believed  the  Bill 
would  be  attended  with  beneficial  results, 
for  the  existing  system  had  produced  the 
most  demoralizing  effects.  The  greater 
portion  of  litigation  and  of  punishment  in 
the  country,  was  caused  by  the  infraction 
of  these  laws.  Every  class  of  the  com- 
munity had  reason  to  rejoice  at  the  pro- 
posed alteration.  It  would  lead  to  the 
return  of  that  system  of  sporting  which 
was  congenial  to  the  general  feeling,  and 
to  the  re-establishment  of  that  harmony 
between  the  different  classes  which  the 
Game-laws  had  done  so  much  to  interrupt. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  this  was  not  the  time 
for  discussing  the  clauses.  The  question 
before  the  Committee  was,  that  it  was 
expedient  a  certain  sum  should  be  paid 
for  a  license  to  sell  game. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  suggested,  that  the 
license  to  sell  ought  to  be  on  a  par  with 
the  license  to  kill.  Those  certificates,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  given  to  persons  of 
respectability  only :  and  he  objected 
strongly  to  granting  them  to  persons  who 
were  also  licensed  to  sell  beer.  It  was  at 
these  houses  that  most  of  the  meetings 
were  held  which  produced  the  unhappy 
disturbances  of  last  winter,  and  they  were 
the  causes  of  the  increase  of  vice  and  im- 
morality to  a  great  extent.  He  should 
wish  to  see  game  shops  placed  under  the 
supervision  and  control  of  the  police,  or 
they  would  become  mere  receptacles  for 
the  fruits  of  poaching.  He  should  re- 
commend the  price  of  the  license  to  be 
31.  135.  6d.  instead  of  2/. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  that  this  was  a 
point  which  might  more  properly  be  dis* 
cussed  in  the  Committee  on  the  Game- 
laws.  With  respect  to  increasing  the 
amount  of  the  fee  on  the  certificate,  he 
thought  they  ought  not  to  check  the  num- 
ber of  persons  desirous  of  becoming 
dealers,  by  chargiog  too  high  a  duty.  He 
MbouJd  be  aorrj  to  nke  Ibe  suiHi  because 
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he  thought  it  was  not  a  good  mode  of 
managing  a  police  regulation.  With 
respect  to  the  granting  game-selling 
licenses  to  the  keepers  of  beer-houses,  that 
would  be  a  subject  for  the  consideration  . 
of  the  Magistrates,  who  would  have  the  j 
power  to  grant  them.  \ 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  was  sorry  to  i 
find,  that  carriers  and  coachmen  were  not  | 
excluded  by  this  Bill  from  taking  out  cer- 
tificates, as  they  were  by  the  Bill  which  he  - 
had  himself  introduced  last  Session.  He  ; 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  introduce  a  [ 
clause  to  that  effiect.  r 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  thought  the  ; 
charge  for  a  certificate  ought  not  to  exceed  - 
21,  It  was  desirable  to  bring  the  sellers 
of  game  under  the  control  of  Magistrates, 
and  under  the  eye  of  the  police.  These 
were  the  reasons  for  having  licenses,  and 
the  amount  proposed  was  sufficient  for 
those  purposes. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  thought,  it  was  far  too 
small,  as  two  days'  sale  of  game  would 
more  than  pay  the  expense  of  any  sum, 
within  reason,  that  might  be  charged 
for  a  certificate.  His  object  was,  to  have 
respectable  dealers,  l^he  proposed  sum 
would  allow  the  very  lowest  persons  to 
obtain  licenses. 

Mr.  Hunt  would  contend,  that  this  was  i 
purely  a  landlords'  bill,  and  was  intended 
for  their  exclusive  benefit.  The  game  ' 
often  injured  the  farmer  to  a  greater  extent 
than  the  whole  amount  of  his  rent.  He  { 
spoke  from  experience.  The  landlords  | 
never  made  a  sufficient  allowance  in  the  li 
rent.  The  tenants  bore  all  the  expense  of  j 
rearing  the  game,  and  ought  to  have  the  ] 
benefit  of  selling  it. 

Mr.   Weyland  said,  in  Norfolk,  where  " 
he  resided,  it  was  the  universal  practice  to   ' 
make  allowances  to  farmers  who  lived  near  ] 
preserves  of  game.    Indeed,  it  was  obvious   , 
that  no  tenant  would  pay  an  equal  rent  for    | 
a  farm  liable  to  the  drawback  of  a  neigh-    ; 
bouring  preserve,  which  must  diminish 
the  quantity  of  his  produce.    He  approved 
of  the  Bill,  because,  in  his  opinion,  the 
sale  of  game  would  put  an  end  to  poaching. 

Mr.  Hunt  spoke  as  a  farmer  who  had 
felt  the  injury,  and  knew  that  sufficient 
allowance  was  not  made  for  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  as  a  landlord  who  had 
not  felt  it. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  ho^jed  tl\tt.  ^v^?^ 
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respectable  persons  should  obtain  licenses. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  would  not  divide 
the  Committee  upon  his  proposition,  if  he 
found  the  general  feeling  was  against  it,  but 
he  considered  it  a  matter  of  importance  to 
take  care  into  whose  hands  the  licenses 
got.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  prevent 
smugglers  and  poachers  from  obtaining 
them  if  the  duty  was  increased. 

Sir  Oeorge  Warrender  said,  his  hon. 
friend  would  not  obtain  the  object  he  ap- 
peared to  have  in  view,  by  the  addition  of 
a  small  amount  to  the  price  of  a  license. 
Nothing  but  making  it  extremely  high 
would  have  that  effect,  and  then  the 
chances  were,  that  game  would  be  sold 
without  taking  out  a  license* 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  his  proposi- 
tion went  to  the  extent  of  almost  doubling 
the  price  of  the  license. 

Mr.  Hume  regretted  there  should  be  any 
discussion  as  to  the  price  of  a  license. 
He  considered  it  better  there  should  be 
no  license  at  all ;  for  there  was  nothing 
like  free  trade,  as  a  preventive  and 
remedy  for  all  kinds  of  smuggling. 

Mr.  Hunt  suggested,  that  persons  who 
used  a  double-barrel  gun,  should  pay  41. 
for  a  license,  and  persons  using  a  single- 
barrel  gun,  21.  He  himself  always  used  a 
double-barrel  gun. 

Lord  Althorp  considered  the  addition 
proposed  in  the  price  of  the  license  most 
objectionable,  and  not  likely  to  produce 
the  effect  supposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  proposed  it.  It  must  be  remembered, 
that  the  whole  of  the  licensing  of  tliese 
game-shops  would  be  under  the  control 
of  the  Magistrates,  who  would  undoubt- 
edly be  cautious  not  to  grant  licenses  to 
improper  persons. 

Resolution  agreed  to  and  the  House  re- 
sumed. 

Game-Laws.]  On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Althorp^  the  House  went  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Game  Laws  Amendment  Bill.  As 
it  was  late  in  the  season,  he  said,  and  as 
he  wished  to  try  the  experiment  of  the 
Bill  as  early  as  possible,  he  should  propose 
that  the  Act  come  into  operation  twenty 
days  after  it  had  passed. 

The   Marquis  of  Chandos  thought  it 

would  be  better  to  delay  the  operation  of 

the  Bill  until  the  commencement  of  the 

new  jear^  rather  than  propose  an  indefinite 

time.     He  would,  therefore,  suggest,  it 

should  come  into  operation  on  t\ie  \st  ot 

January  next. 


Lord  Althorp  bad  many  objtcUona  lo 
this  amendment.  There  were  four  montlis 
between  the  commencement  of  the  shoot- 
ing season  and  Christmas,  and  aa  he  con- 
sidered the  measure  likely  to  be  very  be- 
neficial, he  wished  to  derive  all  the  advan- 
tages possible  from  it. 

Colonel  Sibthorf  thought,  the  Bill  amU 
not  be  understood  m  the  short  time  that  was 
proposed  to  be  allowed  for  its  discussion. 
It  would  be  much  better  to  have  it 
thoroughly  understood  before  it  was  to  be 
acted  upon. 

Sir  Tliomas  Fremantle  observed,  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  might,  in  some  cases, 
enable  the  tenant  to  prevent  his  landlon) 
from  shootingover  his  own  land,  and  further 
time  should  be,  therefore,  allowed  to  ob- 
viate this  inconvenience. 

Mr.  Portman  wished  the  Bill  to  come 
into  operation  immediately  after  it  was 
passed.  He  had  not  the  least  doubt  that 
some  of  its  clauses  would  be  immediately 
acted  upon,  and  therefore,  great  inoon- 
venience  would  result  from  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Marquis.  He  should  even 
object  to  the  delay  of  twenty  days  pro- 
posed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  did  not  wish 
to  press  bis  proposition,  against  the  sense 
of  the  House ;  but  he  considered  it  most 
desirable  that  a  loneer  delay  than  was 
proposed  should  be  allowed. 

An  Hon.  Member  considered  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Marquis  most  ob- 
jectionable ;  the  great  season  for  poaching 
and  selling  game  was  at  Christmas.  He 
hoped  this  Bill  would  come  into  operation 
before  that  period  and  prevent  the  usual 
mischief. 

Mr.  Hunt  could  not  agree  with  the  bon. 
Member,  for  he  knew  £at  thousands  of 
pheasanU  were  sent  to  Leadenhall  Market 
before  the  1st  of  October.  There  were 
many  objectionable  clauses  in  the  BiU, 
and  he  feared  it  would  increase  poaching 
and  bloodshed. 

Mr.  Wrightson  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
carried  into  effect  without  any  delay,  as  be 
anticipated  the  best  effects  from  it. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  it  would  be  much 
better  if  such  an  Act  came  first  into  opera- 
tion at  the  beginning  of  the  shooting  season, 
rather  than  at  the  middle  or  end  of  it. 
The  bon.  Member  had  stated,  that  the  new 
law  would  be  partly  acted  upon  at  aooa 
as  i^assed,  but  that  could  not  oe  the  case. 
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could  not  punish  uitdet  tlie  new  law  until 
ibe  old  was  repealed.  He  Lherefore  hoped 
tbat  no  doubt  would  be  Icfl  as  to  the  time 
when  the  Act  waa  to  come  into  operation. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandot  bad  no  other 
object  in  view  but  to  make  the  Bill  as 
perfect  as  possible.  He  did  not  approve 
of  all  the  cbuaea,  but  he  highly  approved 
of  tbe  principle  of  rcfoiming  the  Game- 
lawf. 

Mr.  Prolheroe  thought  it  was  absurd, 
after  Ibej  had  ugreed  to  abolish  the  pre- 
sent laws,  to  p^opol^e  (o  continue  them  in 
operation  some  time  longer. 

Mr.  Wason  was  desiious  of  knowin*;, 
whether  this  Bill  was  to  extend  to  Scot- 
land. No  lawyer  could  tell  what  was  the 
qualification  there.  It  was  stated  to  be  a 
ploughgate  of  land,  but  no  two  men 
agreed  what  that  quantity  was. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridlei/  entertained 
great  objecttoua  lu  the  pioaent  system, 
and  was  desirous  of  an  alteration  as  soon 
as  possible.  If  the  Bill  came  into  opem- 
tion  tweuly  days  after  receiving  the  royal  as- 
sent, it  Diigbt  be  available  for  three  months 
during  the  present  season.  He  indeed 
withed,  that  the  Bill  should  come  into 
oper«tiou  on  the  1st  of  September,  rather 
than  the  I  st  of  January.  Many  laws  were 
carried  into  effect  within  a  few  days  of  their 
passing.  Poaching-  was  at  present  carried 
to  such  an  extent,  that  a  friend  of  his  had 
received  notice,  that  a  caravan  of  Moor- 
game  would  be  in  town  at  a  particular  day, 
when  he  might  have  any  quantity  he  re- 
quired. 

Mr.  Goulbnrn  thought,  that  a  Bill  which 
CODtfuncd  so  many  enactments  should  have 
»  day  fixed  for  coming  into  operation  some 
months  after  it  was  passed.  There  were 
distant  parts  of  the  country  where  it  could 
not  be  known,  much  lesf  understood  in 
twenty  days, 

Lord  Allhorp  could  not  agree  to  the 
Motion  for  postponing  the  comniencemetit 
of  the  Act.  He  had  no  doubt  that  it 
wo  old  be  soon  generally  known,  and 
doubts  as  to  the  construction  of  the 
clauses  would  not  be  remedied  by  delay- 
ing its  operations. 

Sir  Thomas  Fnmaittle  said,  that  many 
Gentlemen,  unless  they  bad  reserved  tlieir 
light,  would  be  placed  in  the  awkward 
situatiuii  of  being  liable  to  an  action  for 
taespaas  by  their  tenantry,  accotding  to 
the  letter  of  this  Bill.  On  this  ground 
«1mm  further  time  should  be  allowed  to 
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Mr.  Weyland  trusted,  that  ewery  en- 
deavour would  be  resorted  to  to  make  iha 
Bill  generally  known  to  the  agricalturiats, 
that  it  might  be  brought  into  effect.  Ha 
had  no  doubt  that  an  end  would  be  put  to 
poaching'  by  its  operation. 

Mr.  Wason  desired  to  be  informed,  if  the 
Bill  was  to  extend  to  Wales.  There  was 
a  doubt  also  at  present,  whether  the  pro- 
prietors had  a  right  to  sport  over  their  own 
manors.  In  Merionethshire  thegame-pre- 
servets  had  commenced  a  suit  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown,  to  put  a  stop  to  all  sporting 
unless  with  their  permission. 

Lord  Allhorp  said,  the  right  was  un- 
doubtedly vested  in  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Wason  said,  thatvras  doubtful,  and 
the  alleged  right  was  contested  particularly 
on  the  extensive  sheep-walks, 

Mr.  George  Lamb  was  not  aware  of  tha 
slateof  tbe  case  to  which  thehon.  Member 
alluded,  but  this  Bill  could  not  disturb 
or  control  the  righlB  of  sporting  settled  in 
a  Court  of  Justice.  It  would  not  alter  in 
the  least  degree  the  mutual  rights  of  land- 
lords and  tenants.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  the  Bill  should  not  come  into  opera- 
tion at  the  time  proposed.  The  details 
would  be  immediately  known,  and  would 
be  commented  upon  by  the  newspapers. 

The  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  having  put  the  clause, 
proposing  that  a  penalty,  not  exceeding  5/., 
should  be  inflicted  for  selling  garae  on 
Sunday  or  Christmas  day, 

Lord  Allhorp  proposed  as  an  Amend- 
ment, taking  into  consideration  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  oileoce,  to  niake  this 
penalty  10/. 

Colonel  Siblkorp  very  much  approved 
of  the  alteration,  and  would  suggest,  that 
fur  using  snares,  the  penalty  for  the  first 
offence  should  be  51,,  to  be  increased  for 
subsequent  ofienccs  by  an  additional  fine, 
imprisonment,  or  transportation. 

Mr.  Porlman  wished  it  to  be  remem- 
bered, that  if  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
were  framed  to  award  long  and  severe 
punishments,  tbe  county  rates  would  be 
materially  increased  thereby. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  Milton  proposed  ctn  Amendment, 
to  tbe  effect  of  extending  the  penally  to 
game  kilted  in  the  public  roads  "  or  high- 
,  way."  He  did  not  see  why  game  should 
be  pursued  in  high  roada  more  than  in 
other  places,  and  high  roads  frequently 
I  ran  through  open  fields,  cotninons,  and 
even  through  pieserres. 
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Mr.  Hunt  must  observe,  in  respect  to 
that  part  of  the  clause  relating  to  tracing 
hares  in  the  snow,  that  he  had  never  known 
a  man  convicted  for  that  merely,  nor  did 
he  believe,  when  gentlemen  coursed  hares 
in  the  snow,  they  were  liable  to  punish- 
ment. 

Mr.  Wason  presumed  it  was  well  known 
tliat  game,  particularly  grouse,  frequently 
resorted  to  highways. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  clause,  *'  that  nothing  in  this 
Act  contained  shall  in  anywise  affect  or 
alter,  except  as  hereinafter  mentioned, 
the  existing  laws  respecting  game  certifi- 
cates," 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  suggested,  that 
the  revenue  arising  from  the  duty  on  game 
certificates  should  be  farmed  out  to  indi- 
viduals, instead  of  being  collected  as  it 
was  at  present.  Private  vigilance  and 
interest  would  be  more  likely  to  discover 
and  enforce  penalties.  Of  those  gentle- 
men who  now  sported,  not  one  out  of  a 
thousand  took  out  game  certificates,  and 
they  were  never  suspected,  while  poor 
persons  were  severely  punished.  He  spoke 
from  his  own  knowledge  in  many  in- 
stances, and  he  believed  there  were  some 
parts  of  the  country  where,  in  very  large 
districts,  not  more  than  four  or  five  per- 
sons took  out  certificates. 

Mr.  Goulburn  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber very  unfortunate  in  those  he  met  when 
he  went  out  sporting.  He  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn) sometimes  went  out  with  a  large 
party,  and  he  found  they  had  generally 
taken  the  precaution  of  providing  them- 
selves with  certificates.  He  was  sensible, 
from  experience,  of  the  inconvenience  of 
farming  the  post-horse  duty,  and  there- 
fore hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman's  sugges- 
tion would  not  be  adopted. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  believed,  that 
it  did,  unfortunately,  happen,  that  many 
rich  persons  were  in  the  habit  of  sporting 
without  certificates.  There  was  a  great 
difficulty  in  remedying  the  evil ;  but  he 
thought  that  some  remedy  would  be  afford- 
ed if  all  certificates  were  granted  previous 
to  the  1st  of  September. 

Lord  Althorp  was  aware  of  the  diflliculty 
now  pointed  out,  and  had  taken  great 
pains  in  endeavouring  to  frame  a  clause 
to  meet  it.  He  could  not  say,  however, 
that  he  had  been  successful.  Gentlemen 
sometimes  took  out  their  certificates  in 
London,  and  then  went  down  to  a  distant 
county,  and  no  ooe  knew  whether  they 


had  certificates  or  not.  To  oblige  per- 
sons to  take  out  certificates  before  the  1st 
of  September,  he  found,  would  not  reme- 
dy the  evil,  and  it  would,  he  feared,  in- 
jure the  revenue. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped  the  noble  Lord  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  would  not 
listen  to  the  recommendation  to  (arm  the 
game-certificate  duty.  The  iealous]f  of 
the  country  gentlemen  was,  in  his  opinion, 
a  sufficient  security  against  persons  sport- 
ing without  a  certificate.  Such  persons 
were  always  liable  to  be  pointed  out  to 
the  tax-gatherer. 

Lord  Milton  was  satisfied,  that  a  great 
number  of  persons  of  all  ranks  sported 
without  certificates.  He  wished  very  much 
that  a  heavier  penalty  could  be  levied  on 
the  gentleman,  than  on  the  person  in  a 
lower  rank  of  life,  who  was  guilty  of 
sporting  without  a  certificate.  It  was  a 
much  greater  crime  in  the  rich  man  than 
in  the  poor ;  although  he  did  not  well  see 
how  any  distinction  could  be  made  in  the 
amount  of  the  penalty.  Perhaps  the  dif- 
ficulty pointed  out  by  his  noble  friend 
(Lord  Althorp)  might  be  remedied  if  per- 
sons sporting  in  a  county  different  mm 
that  in  which  the^  had  taken  out  their  cer- 
tificates were  obhged  to  renew  them. 

Mr.  Trevor  said,  that  any  poacher 
could  be  punished  for  want  of  a  qualifica- 
tion, and  penalties  amounting  to  more 
than  30/.  could  be  imposed  upon  him  for 
snaring  one  hare,  while  a  gentleman  was 
only  liable  to  a  penalty  of  20/.  for  shoot- 
ing without  a  certificate.  Such  a  penalty 
was  not  adequate  to  his  offence. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  was  also  of 
opinion,  that  the  penalty  of  20/.  was  not 
sufficient  for  the  gentleman  who  sported 
without  a  certificate,  considering  the 
heavy  penalties  and  punishment  to  which 
the  unfortunate  poacher  was  liable. 

Mr.  Horatio  Ross  suggested,  that  certi- 
ficates taken  out  after  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber should  be  charged  higher,  say  5/., 
than  those  taken  out  previously. 

Mr.  Goidbum  feared,  that  such  a  reg[Q- 
lation  would  be  injurious  to  the  revenue. 
Gentlemen  who  forgot  to  take  oat  their 
certificates  previous  to  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber, would  not  be  induced  to  do  io  after- 
wards, by  finding  that  they  had  to  pay 
5L  instead  of  3/.  135.  6d 

Mr.  John  Martin  observed^  that  the 
great  hardship  of  certificates  was  od  those 
who  only  went  out  shooting  two  or  throe 
days  in  a  year.    He  wished  the  cartificata 
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duty  could  be  made  lower  for  this  class 
of  persons. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought  it  would  be  inju- 
rious to  the  revenue,  if  the  suggestion,  as 
to  taking  out  certificates  before  the  1st  of 
September,  were  adopted.  He  had  omit- 
ted, himself,  to  take  one  out  previous  to 
that  time. 

Mr.  Paget  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  add  to  the  amount 
of  the  penalties  in  his  Bill,  or  encumber 
it  with  unnecessary  clauses. 

The  clause  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  clause  reserving  existing 
rights  of  Lords  of  Manors,  and  others  to 
preserve  and  pursue  game, 

Mr.  Goulburn  inquired,  merely  for  in- 
formation, what  would  be  the  situation  of 
the  Lord  of  a  Manor  under  this  Bill,  if 
the  tenant  did  not  choose  to  permit  him 
to  sport  over  his  lands  ?  He  apprehended 
that  the  tenant  might  arrest  him  imme- 
diately, and  take  him  before  a  Justice  of 
tlie  Peace. 

Lord  Althorp  replied,  that  the  Bill 
would  make  no  difference  whatever  in  the 
present  rights  of  Lords  of  Manors.  No 
man  could  be  arrested  immediately  under 
the  Bill,  unless  he  refused  to  quit  the 
lands  of  another,  after  he  was  desired  so 
to  do,  and  Lords  of  Manors  were  left  in 
the  same  situation  as  all  other  persons. 
No  Lord  of  a  Manor  could  shoot  now 
over  lands,  except  by  permission  of  the 
owner,  unless  he  had  reserved  the  right. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  a  great  objection  to  this 
clause,  not  as  it  affected  Lords  of  Manors, 
but  as  it  aff*ected  the  farmer.  In  existing 
leases,  the  landlord  reserved  the  right  of 
shooting  over  the  lands  for  himself  and 
his  friends.  Under  this  Bill,  however,  he 
was  empowered  to  transfer  the  right  to 
kill  game  to  others  who  would  make  a 
market  of  it.  Now  the  landlord,  he  con- 
ceived, might  encourage  game  to  an  ex- 
tent very  injurious  to  the  interest  of  his 
tenant,  and  as  a  new  power  was  to  be 
given  to  the^landlord,  to  transfer  to  a  third 
person  the  right  to  kill  game,  some  cor- 
responding protection  should  be  given  to 
the  farmer.  He  ought  not  to  be  left  lia- 
ble to  the  caprice  or  cupidity  of  his  land- 
lord. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted,  that  the  law 
would  empower  the  landlord  to  transfer 
his  rights  to  a  third  person,  and  that  he 
might  insist  on  the  jpireservation  of  game 
to  an  extent    injnnons  to  the   tenant ; 

but  to  suffer  this  was  much  less  unjust 


than  to  deprive  the  landlord  of  the  power 
of  preserving  his  own  game,  whien  was 
the  only  remedy.     A  landlord  it  lake 

an  unfair  advantage  during  tne  « 
ance  of  an  existing  lease;  but  i 

a  much  smaller  evil  than  to  depnve 
landlord  of  the  right  he  now  possess 

Mr.  /ftinrhad  not  said  it  wo 
altogether  proper  to  deprive  the  1;  liora 
of  the  power  he  possessed,  and  yet  he 
thought  some  protection  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  farmer.  Suppose  the  case  of  a 
long  lease  in  which  the  landlord  had 
reserved  to  himself  the  right  of  sporting. 
They  were  now  about  to  enable  him  to 
dispose  of  this  right  to  a  third  person, 
who  might  exercise  it  most  injuriously  to 
the  tenant. 

Mr.  Benett  could  not  perceive  any  weight 
in  this  objection.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  clause  to  increase  or  diminish  the 
rights  of  landlords.  They  could  have 
nothing  but  what  they  covenanted  for  in 
the  lease,  and  it  would  be  unjust  to  de- 
prive the  landlords  of  their  rights. 

Mr.  WasoH  was  perfectly  satisfied  no 
practical  grievance  would  arise.  The 
landlord,  and  every  person  who  had  any 
title  to  the  game,  knew  it  was  their  inter- 
est to  keep  on  good  terms  with  the  fanner. 
If  they  did  not  do  this,  there  was  but 
little  chance  of  their  finding  much  game. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston  had  some  force,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  did  not  un- 
derstand. He  had  said,  while  the  g^ame 
was  not  saleable,  the  landlord  only  pre- 
served it  for  amusement ;  but  as  this  Bill 
,  authorised  the  sale,  it  enabled  landlords 
to  transfer  their  interest,  and  gave  persons 
a  power  to  preserve  game,  who  woula  do  so 
for  the  purposes  of  making  money  by  sell- 
ing it. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  was  of  opinioUi  that 
the  objection  taken  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Preston  deserved  consideration.  At 
present,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases, 
game  was  preserved  for  amusement  onW, 
and  was  often  distributed  among  neigh- 
bours and  tenants.  When  this  was  the 
case,  the  farmer  would  not  feel  severe- 
ly annoyed  at  the  game  being  preserved ; 
but  if  the  game  was  preserved  for  the 
purpose  of  sale,  or  for  exclusive  enjoy- 
ment, it  would  necessarily  be  more  offen- 
sive to  the  farmer,  and  likely  to  be  more 
hurtful  to  his  interests. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  knew  the  fwtatat 
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fottliQgs,  for  h«  hfud  felt  the  evil  himself, 
9ud  hf  b«d  ao  doubt  the  measure  would 
Im  offensive  to  that  class  of  persons.  This 
would  Qo(  be  the  case  as  concerned  re- 
spectable landlords,  who  were  liberal  with 
their  game,  but  where  it  would  be  made 
available  as  property,  and  sold.  If  that 
were  not  to  take  place,  what  would  be  the 
use  of  the  Bill  ?  Suppose  a  Gentleman 
possessed  inclosures  wnere  game  bad  been 
preserved,  and  transferred  them  to  others, 
who  would  make  the  most  of  them,  by 
selling  the  game.  But,  suppose  that,  ad- 
jacent to  the  preserves  where  the  game 
bred,  there  was  a  tract  of  cultivated  land, 
the  tenant  of  which  had  no  means  of  pre- 
venting the  increase  of  the  game,  and,  iu 
proportion  as  that  took  place,  his  crops 
would  suffer ;  would  not  that  be  an  injury 
to  this  tenant  ?  He  had  often  been  called 
upon  to  value  the  damage  done  in  similar 
cases,  which  he  had  known  amount  to  from 
3/.  to  8/.  per  acre.  He  admitted  it  was  dif- 
ficult to  protect  the  tenant  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, without  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  the  landlord;  but  the  latter 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  make  some 
arrangement. 

Lord  Milton  said,  the  only  way  by 
which  this  could  be  done  would  be,  to 
compel  landlords  to  make  new  leases,which 
was  wholly  out  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  evil  was  plain,  but 
he  was  not  legislator  enough  to  point  out 
the  remedy. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  whatever  the  force 
of  the  objection  was,  it  did  not  apply  to 
this  particular  clause.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  clause  which  would  permit  the 
landlord  to  let  his  game,  or  gave  him  any 
peculiar  authority 

Mr.  George  Robinsoti  saw  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  but  he 
did  not  well  see  how  it  was  to  be  got  rid 
of.  It  was  perfectly  dear,  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  would  let  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent class  of  game-preservers,  who  might, 
and  probably  would,  use  their  power, 
without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
farmer. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  he  never 
saw  a  lease  drawn  out  yet,  but  there  was 
contained  in  it  a  clause  to  the  effect  that 
the  landlord  could  not  devise  the  game. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  he  would  give 
the  objection  every  consideration. 

Mr,  Benett  said,  that  he  could  discover 


there  was  no  practical  evil  to  be  appre- 
hended, and  the  remedy  suggested  would 
aggravate,  rather  than  lessen,  the  mischief 
anticipated  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Clause  empowering  Lords  of  Ma- 
nors to  appoint  gamekeepers  was  then 
read ;  part  of  which  went  to  authorise 
gamekeepers  to  take  and  seize  all  dogs, 
nets,  and  other  engines  and  instruments 
for  the  killing  and  taking  of  game,  except 
guns,  used  by  a  person  not  authorised  to 
kill  game. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  wished  to  be  informed 
why  guns  were  excepted. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  the  exception  was 
introduced,  in  the  hope  of  preventing  those 
sanguinary  encounters  which  had  so  often 
taken  place  between  gamekeepers  and 
poachers,  by  the  former  endeavouring  to 
deprive  the  latter  of  their  guns. 

Sir  Matthew  WhUe  Ridley  would  most 
earnestly  recommend,  that  the  words  "  ex- 
cept guns**  should  be  omitted.  He  was  very 
much  afraid,  the  clause,  as  it  stood,  would 
induce  poachers  to  carry  arms,  and  his 
noble  friend's  humane  attempt  to  prevent 
bloodshed  would  only  lead  to  regular 
battles. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  sure,  the  words  were  in- 
troduced with  the  very  best  intention,  that 
of  preventing  those  fatal  conflicts  which 
haa  so  often  taken  place ;  and,  perhaps, 
taking  the  Act  as  intended  for  an  amelior- 
ating Statute,  it  would  be  better,on  that  ac- 
count, they  should  remain  where  they  were. 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  was  quite 
satisfied,  the  effect  of  their  remaining  would 
be,  to  encourage  the  poacher  to  take  this 
weapon  in  his  hand;  and  as  he  could  more 
effectually  destroy  game  by  it  than  by  any 
other  instrument,  leaving  the  words  would 
undoubtedly  encourage  poaching. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  considered, 
that  guns  ought,  by  no  means,  to  be  ex- 
cepted. It  was  well  known,  that  air-guns 
were  frequently  used  by  poachers ;  and  by 
the  words  of  this  Bill,  no  gamekeeper 
would  be  authorised  to  seize  an  air-gun,  if 
he  should  see  it  in  the  hands  of  the  poacher. 

Lord  AUhorp  would  agree  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  except  guns." 

The  amended  Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  Clause  being  read,  **  thai  no  te- 
nant possessing  land  under  the  annual 
value  of  300/.,  (such  land  being  together, 
or  only  separated  by  some  road  ov  water) 


nothing  in  the  clause  which  gave  the  land- WVioxiVQ^  \>^  ^tia\\.\»^  Vo  «:^^\\w\.  %  sBUOja* 
hfd  aay  additional  power.    He  bdittved  \lMev«t  fot  vu^  "(miRsra^varaL^l  VmV 
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Mr.  Ridley  Colborne  thought,  the  Ttlue 
of  land  was  the  worst  criterion  they  could 
select,  because  inferior  sorts  of  land  often 
had  more  game  than  the  best.  It  ought 
wholly  to  be  left  to  the  proprietors  of  land 
whether  they  would  appoint  gamekeepers 
or  not. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  had  great  obiection« 
to  this  clause,  because  small  landholders 
being  permitted  to  appoint  gamekeepers, 
would  most  likely  establish  a  nursery  of 
poachers,  who  would  be  well  acquainted 
with  the  places  which  were  the  favourite  re- 
sorts of  game.  The  words ''  some  road  or 
some  water"  were  also  very  indefinite. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  suggested,  that 
it  would  be  better  that  the  resolution  be 
confined  to  300  acres,  in  preference  to  a 
yearly  rental  of  300/. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  objection  to  change 
the  300/.  to  300  acres.  As  to  the  words 
"some  road  or  water,"  which  had  been  ob- 
jected to,  it  was  quite  necessary  some 
limitation  to  the  appointment  of  game- 
keepers should  be  placed ;  and  it  would  be 
absurd  to  prevent  a  man  who  had  300 
acres,  nearly  equally  divided  by  a  road  or 
a  stream,  from  appointing  a  gamekeeper. 

Mr.  Benett  thought  the  clause  unjust, 
as  it  took  away  a  privilege  from  a  person 
with  a  small  estate,  and  conferred  it  on  one 
who  had  a  large  property.  Suppose  a 
person  possessing  250  acres  of  land  was, 
from  some  cause,  unable  to  sport,  under 
this  clause  he  would  be  prevented  from 
appointing  a  gamekeeper,  and  lose  the  use 
and  enjoyment  of  his  game.  In  point  of 
principle,  a  man  with  ever  so  small  a 
quantity  of  land  ought  to  have  the  same 
privileges  or  authority  as  the  man  with  a 
large  estate.  This  might  be  found  incon- 
venient in  practice,  but  the  qualification 
of  300  acres  was  a  great  deal  too  large. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  clause  did  not 
prevent  a  person  who  owned  a  single  acre 
of  land  irom  killing  game.  It  merely  de- 
prived him  of  the  power  of  appointing  a 
gamekeeper,  and  transferring  his  authority 
to  another.  As  the  clause  now  stood,  no 
person  owning  less  than  300  acres  could 
delegate  his  authority  to  a  gamekeeper,  a 
person  to  whom,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  some  authority  was  given. 

An  Hon^  Member  thought,  the  right 
should  be  granted,  leaving  the  use  of  it 
to  the  option  of  the  individual.  They 
were  about  to  maka  an  invidious  distinc* 
turn  between  lar^  and  small  proprietors, 
when  no  disUnctiQU  owglit  to  b»  m»de» 


Mr.  Benelt  had  no  other  objecl  than  to 
make  game  cheap,  and  prevent  poaching. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  poaching  would  increase 
in  proportion  to  the  quantity  of  gwna. 
Diminish  the  number  of  prMaryas»  aM 
poaching  would  be  stopped  in  a  great  4lH 
gree.  When  gam^  wa^  generally  diitri* 
buted  through  the  country,  poachiiig  wa| 
not  so  common,  or  game  so  easily  takan. 
There  ought  to  be  some  restriction  to  the 
appointment  of  keepers,  and  a  tax  mi^ht 
be  raised  upon  them.  He  thought,  an 
estate  of  30p  acres  sufficiently  small  to 
authorise  the  proprietor  to  appoint  such 
persons.  The  clause,  if  carried  mto  effect, 
would  increase  gufne,  and,  consequently, 
increase  the  numoer  of  poachers. 

Lord  Milton  objected  to  the  clause  en- 
tirely, because  it  would  put  X\\e  right  of 
preserving  game  on  a  new  footing,  which 
would  be  injurious  to  the  morals  and  feel* 
ingsof  the  people.  Itwouldnotbebao^oial 
to  have  the  land  infested  with  gamak^^p- 
ers.  In  many  places,  manors  had  become 
obsolete,  and  how  were  such  persons  to  be 
appointed  in  those  districts  ?  No  legisU'^ 
tion  would  put  dowp  poacjiing  while  gaqia 
increased.  He  did  not  see  how  they  ooukl 
form  any  general  and  satisfactory  rula  for 
regulating  such  appointments.  Ha  doubta4 
whether  the  principle  of  making  game 
property  was  a  good  one ;  but,  suthougd 
he  disapproved  of  this  clause,  the  Bill  in 
general  had  his  hearty  concurrence. 

Mr.  Moreton  would  not  enter  into  the 
questions  of  morals  and  poaching,  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord,  but  simply  rose  to  de« 
dare  his  opinion,tbat  a  man  with  fifty  acre« 
had  just  the  same  right,  in  principle,  to 
appoint  a  gamekeeper,  as  a  man  with 
5,000  acres,  and  he  wholly  disapproved  of 
any  distinctions  being  made. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  if  every  proprietor  was 
allowed  to  appoint  keepers,  gun-making 
would  be  a  thriving  trade.  Farmers  woida 
never  become  g^aiqe-preservera,  a$  gaina 
could  not  be  bred  in  confined  plaoaSf  o? 
so  cheaply  as  poultry.  It  was  in  it«  ntT 
ture  to  roam  at  large,  and  it  cost  as  nmcli 
to  breed  and  ifeed  a  hare  as  a  sheep.  If 
the  right  to  appoint  gamekaepeiTB  was  e«* 
tended,  the  land  would  ba  ovamin  wiib 
them. 

Lord  Althorp  thought  soof  limit  was 
necessary,  and  the  amount  of  acres  pro- 
posed was  so  reasonable,  that  he  did  noi 
anticipate  any  evil  from  it.  Certainly,  no 
man  in  his  senses*  with  less  than  3()0  aons» 
would  uppoint  keapm* 
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Mr.  Benett  said,  a  license-duty  of  half 
a  guinea  would  be  a  sufficient  protection 
on  the  appointment  of  keepers.  They 
must  take  care  to  prevent  the  London 
dealers  from  keeping  game  for  their  own 
purposes. 

Lord  Milton  was  sure,  if  his  hon.  friend 
the  member  for  Wiltshire,  wished  to  give 
a  receipt  for  the  encouragement  of  poach- 
ers, he  could  have  no  better  one  than  the 
present  clause  as  it  stood.  He  thought  it 
an  improper  mode  of  legislation  to  give  to 
men  possessing  the  quantity  of  land  named 
(not  being  a  manor),  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing a  substitute  to  kill  game,  in  the 
same  way  as  was  now  permitted  to  the 
lord  of  the  manor. 

Mr.  Curteis  thought,  every  man  had  a 
right  to  appoint  bis  own  gamekeeper,  or 
do  what  he  liked  with  his  own ;  and  he 
therefore  put  it  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston,  if  he  desired  to  have  this  right 
limited  ? 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  make  the  best  of  the  Bill,  by  bring- 
ing what  little  practical  information  he 
possessed  to  bear  on  it.  He  was  not 
averse  from  gamekeepers,  as  had  been 
8upposed,but  he  would  again  declare  there 
never  would  be  an  end  of  poaching  so  long 
as  there  were  game  preserves  and  game- 
keepers. He  wished  to  see  the  Bill  made 
as  serviceable  as  possible,  but  he  did  not 
anticipate  such  benefits  from  it  as  other 
hon.  Gentlemen.  He  wished  to  see  the 
farmer  made  the  natural  protector  of  the 
game  produced  on  his  ground.  It  was 
hopeless  to  believe  that  those  conflicts 
would  cease,  which  took  place  between 
the  poacher  and  gamekeeper,  so  long  as 
the  present  laws  were  permitted  to  remain 
on  the  Statute-book. 

Mr.  Briscoe  considered  it  but  reason- 
able that  a  man  possessing  300  acres  of 
land,  should  have  the  same  power  over  his 
land  to  appoint  a  substitute  as  the  lord  of 
the  manor  enjoyed.  He  had  never  con- 
sidered poaching  as  a  great  crime,  and 
entertained  objections  to  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  the  Game-laws,  but  he  wished  to 
have  the  power  of  appointing  a  substitute 
to  kill  g^me,  if  he  was  unable  to  do  so 
himself. 

Lord  AWiorp  said,  the  object  of   the 

clause  was,  to  enable  the  proprietor  of  small 

priaperty  to  appoint  a  substitute  to  kill  his 

game,  and  he  saw  nothing  unreasonable  in 

that  propoaition.     He  believed,  thai  \\\s 

fiobJe  fmud  was  miataken  as  to  tbe  eSecX 


of  the  clause,  for  it  would  not  encourage 
poaching,  but  tend  to  supply  the  market 
legally,  as  the  dealers  would  prefer  obtain- 
ing it  by  legal  means  to  their  present 
method. 

Lord  Milton  thought  the  effect  of  this 
Bill,  like  most  others  of  late  date,  relating 
to  landed  property,  would  be,  to  take  from 
the  rights  of  the  lords  of  the  manor,  under 
the  pretence  that  they  had  become  obso- 
lete, and  substitute  for  them  those  of  the 
proprietor.  The  question  before  them  was, 
whether  it  was  advisable  to  transfer  the 
rights  of  the  former  to  persons  owning 
300  acres  of  land.  It  would^  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  more  desirable  that  this  right 
should  remain  as  it  was  before.  The  whole 
effect  of  the  clause  would  be  most  inju- 
rious, and  he  should,  therefore,  persevere 
in  his  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  Maherly  could  not  coincide  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the 
Committee.  The  noble  Lord's  doctrine 
was,  not  to  give  persons  possessing  300 
acres  of  land  those  rights  with  regard  to 
game  which  the  manorial  owner  had.  He 
thought  the  clause  perfectly  free  from  ob- 
jection, and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
owner  of  100  acres,  or  even  fifty  acres, 
should  not  be  entitled,  on  principle,  to  a 
similar  privilege,  although  probably  the 
limit  that  had  been  set  was  fair  and  proper. 

Mr.  Sanford  said,  that  the  powers  of 
gamekeepers  were  already  very  extensive, 
and  he  should  object  to  the  appointment 
of  gamekeepers  upon  small  property,  in  the 
way  prescribed  by  the  clause. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  still  of  opinion,  that  the 
clause  was  highly  objectionable.  The 
noble  Lord  complained  of  a  man  being 
endowed  with  manorial  rights  who  only 
possessed  300  acres  of  land  now  }\e  did 
not  so  much  object  to  that  as  to  give  him 
the  power  to  appoint  gamekeepers  to  seize 
guns,  dogs,  nets,  &c.  Such  a  power 
would  be  the  means  of  causing  thousands 
of  people  to  kill  game,  who  might  be  milch 
more  usefully  employed. 

Mr.  Maberly  was  well  aware  that  great 
objections  existed  to  the  appointment  of 
game-keepers,  but  it  was  impossible  to 
preserve  game,  unless  authority  was  con 
fided  to  some  individual. 

Mr.  Western  did  not  wish  to  extend  the 
powers  of  game-keepers.  The  objett  of 
the  Bill  was  to  afford  all  classes  equal  pro- 
tection, and  to  abolish  some  of  the  ob- 
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the  owner  of  200  or  300  acres  of  land        Lord  John  Beresford  regretted  that  he 
ought  to  be  protected  from  trespass,  but    differed  from  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  con- 


he  would  not  invest  him  with  the  power  of 
seizing  dogs,  guns,  or  nets. 

Lord  Milton  said,  his  objection  was  not 
confined  to  the  taking  away  from  the  lord 
of  the  manor  the  right  he  now  enjoyed, 


ceived  if  licenses  were  granted  at  all,  giving 
them  to  beer-sellers  would  be  a  most  <  mis- 
chievous proceeding.  He  was  also  qiiil6 
satisfied  from  experience,  that  much  d»- 
content  would  be  excited,  and  much  odium 


but  it  also  extended  to  the  appointment  of ;  cast  upon  the  Magistrates,  in  consequence 
gamekeepers  and  the  extension  of  the  ope-  !  of  this  djscretionary  power  of  licensing. 


ration  of  the  Game-laws,  over  tracts  of 
land,  where  rights  derived  from  them  were 
now  obsolete.  There  was  another  point 
of  view  in  which  the  case  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered. They  knew  how  much  ill-will 
and  jealousy  existed  with  respect  to  game, 
even  among  the  higher  ranks,  and  on  that 
account,  any  legislative  measure  which 
had  for  its  object  the  preservation  of  game 


prietors.  If  such  rights  were  much  ex- 
tended, that  would  probably  tend  to^ de- 
stroy the  good  feeling  which  prevailed 
among  the  middle  classes,  and  engender 
the  same  heart-burnings  and  ill-will  as 
now  existed  in  those  above  them.  Sup- 
pose, for  example,  five  individuals  had 
1,. 500  acres  of  land  lying  together ;  those 
persons  would  most  likely  be  set  com- 
pletely at  variance  by  the  power  given  by 
this  clause. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  clause  was 
more  likely  to  prevent  than  cause  ill-will, 
but  he  would  not  press  it. 

Question  negatived. 

On  the  clause  authorizing  Magistrates 
at  Quarter  Sessions  to  license  dealers  in 
Game, 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  begged  to  suggest 
the  propriety  of  inserting  a  clause  to  pre- 
vent licensed  victuallers,  and  retail  dealers 
in  beer,  from  selling  game,  as  he  feared,  if 
they  had  that  privilege,  it  would  tend  to 
promote  disorder  on  their  premises. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  conceive  that 
granting  licenses  to  beer-shops  would  make 
them  more  disorderly  than  they  were  at 
present.  His  opinion  was,  that  it  would 
have  quite  a  contrary  effect  because  grant- 
ing the  license,  was  wholly  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Magistrates,  and  it  would  always  be 
in  their  power  to  take  away  the  advantage, 
the  beer-seller  might  derive  from  it.  The 
Magistrates  therefore  would  have  a  stronger 
hold  over  this  class  of  persons  than  they 
at  present  possessed*  The  magistrates 
no  doubt,  would  take  care  that  licenses 
should  only  be  granted  to  proper  persons, 
whose ,  interest  it  would  be  to  prevent 
poaching  as  far  possible. 


Mr.  Hunt  would  grant  no  licenses  at  all, 
or  at  least  not  leave  them  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Magistrates.  First,  they  granted 
licenses  for  persons  to  preserve  game, 
second  they  licensed  persons  to  kill  it,  and 
now  thirdly,  they  would  license  persons 
to  sell  it.  There  was  no  possible  occasion 
for  all  these  complicated  proceedings.  If 
there  was  auy  class  of  persons  to  whom 


should  respect  the  rights  of  large  pro-    licenses  ought  not  to  be  granted,  except 


them  at  once.  The  consequence  of  allow- 
ing the  Magistrates  to  issue  licenses  would 
be,  there  would  be  no  uniform  principle 
followed.  In  one  place,  one  class  of  per- 
sons would  be  excluded,  and  in  another, 
the  same  class  would  have  licenses.  The 
Magistrates  would  have  a  most  difficult 
and  responsible  duty  to  perform,  which 
would  subject  them  to  great  odium,  as  had 
been  observed  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  last. 

Mr.  Western  had  great  objections  to 
allowing  the  keepers  of  beer-houses  to 
have  licenses,  and  still  stronger  objec- 
tions to  allow  uncontrolled  power  to  Ma- 
gistrates to  license  whom  they  pleased 
to  sell  game. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  said,  that  he 
also  had  great  objections  to  vesting  this 
power  in  Magistrates.  It  would  be  better, 
if  possible,  to  prevent  them  from  interfer- 
ing, but  the  changes  now  proposed  were 
such  as  would  not  have  been  listened  to 
two  or  three  years  ago.  The  House,  on 
this  account,  was  bound  to  provide  the 
greatest  possible  safe-guards,  and  they 
must  give  the  Magistrates  some  authority, 
although  they  should  endeavour,  by  all 
means,  to  prevent  their  using  it  cajni- 
ciously,  or  give  a  license  to  a  person  to 
sell  game  one  day,  who  the  next  might 
take  out  a  license  to  sell  beer.  A  strong 
temptation  to  take  game  unlawfully,  would 
exist  when  a  man  could  run  up  a  score  at 
a  beer-shop,  and  pay  it  with  ^une.  The 
great  object  ought  to  be,  to  make  it  the 
interest  of  the  persons  licensed  to  sell 
game,  to  obtain  game  from  lawful  sources. 
And  the  best  security  for  this  would  be,  to 
except  such  persont^  as  beer-sellers  ffom 
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the  privilege.  Another  class  of  persons 
also  whom  ne  wished  tohave  excepted,  was, 
coachmen,  guards,  and  drivers  of  vans;  he 
should  therefore  propose,  that  words  be 
inserted  in  the  clause  to  exclude  from 
licenses  all  inns,  and  tavern-keepers,  vic- 
tuallers, coachmen,  guards,  drivers  of  cara- 
vans and  such  conveyances,  and  all  hig- 
glers or  any  one  in  the  employment  of  such 
persons. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  object  of  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill  was,  to  make  the 
law  less  objectionable.  He  disliked  the 
whole  of  it,  and  hoped  to  see  the  day 
when  they  could  dispense  with  such  pre- 
cautions; but  as  many  geotlemen  felt 
alarmed  at  the  chatige  proposed,  he  felt 
disposed  to  introduce  all  the  safe-guards 
they  wished  for.  He  had,  therefore  no 
objection  to  exclude  coachmen  and  guards, 
but  he  thought  the  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  render  this  change  unneces- 
sary, as  all  these  persons  would  be  capa- 
ble of  selling  only  at  their  own  houses ; 
the  dealers  might  travel  about  to  pur- 
chase it,  but  could  only  sell  it  at  home. 
There  were  penalties  for  licensed  dealers 
purchasing  rrom  any  person  who  had  not 
a  license  to  kill,  and  for  the  licensed  game- 
killer  selling  game  to  an  unlicensed  dealer. 
He  therefore  saw  no  necessity  for  this 
amendment.  At  present  coachmen  dealt 
with  poachers,  because  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  prevented  them  from  obtain- 
'n?  game  from  other  persons ;  to  exclude 
them  from  dealing  legally  was  to  tempt 
them  to  evade  or  break  the  law. 

Mr.  Chttrles  Ross  said,  it  was  because 
higglers  and  such  persons  would  be  able 
to  collect  game  illegally  obtained,  which 
they  might  afterwards  dispose  of  legally, 
that  it  was  proposed  to  except  them.  They 
might  travel  about,  and  collect  game  from 
the  poachers,  and  sell  it  only  at  their  own 
residence,  according  to  law. 

An  Hon,  Member  begged  to  suggest  the 
propriety  of  persons  requiring  licenses 
givine  security  to  the  amount  of  25/.,  to 
comply  with  the  terms  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  Beneit  preferred  prohibiting  beer- 
shops  altogether,  and  that  as  little  discre- 
tion as  possible  should  be  intrusted  to 
Magistrates.  The  line  they  were  to  go 
upon,  should  be  plainly  chalked  out.  He 
knew  many  gentlemen  who  were  deterred 
firom  acting  as  Magistrates,  on  account  of 
the  obloquy  they  were  exposed  to,  \>^ 
ihe  diBcretiotisLTy  powers  invested  in  iViem. 
3fn  Jfiuart   Wortley  said,  coacVimen, 


guards,  and  such  persons,  who  were  con- 
stantly travelling  throu^  the  country, 
would  easily  form  connexions,  and  furnish 
supplies  to  the  dealers.  If  the  ofcyect, 
therefore,  was  to  encourage  legal  dealers, 
such  illegal  dealers  as  these  ought  to  be 
checked.  The  House  ought,  if  possible, 
to  make  it  the  legal  dealer's  interest  to 
obtain  his  supplies  from  the  game-owner 
directly,  but  the  latter  would  be  supplant- 
ed, if  persons  constantly  travelling  tnrough 
the  country,  and  with  great  facilities  to 
form  connexions,  were  allowed  to  obtain 
game  from  poachers.  He  therefore  ap- 
proved of  the  amendment,  although  be 
was  not  very  sanguine  in  his  expectations 
that  the  Bill  would  prevent  poaching. 

Mr.  Warhurton  had  come  to  a  different 
conclusion.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
consider  that  guards  and  coachmen  de- 
rived a  facility  for  carrying  on  this  trade 
with  poachers.  If  those  parties,  therefbre, 
were  deprived  of  the  power  of  dealing  le- 
gally, the  Bill  would  be  a  dead  letter.  The 
same  method  of  reasoning  applied  to  pub- 
licans and  victuallers.  The  argument  was, 
they  would  exchange  game  for  beer ; 
would  any  Gentleman  prevent  a  gpreen- 
grocerhavmg  a  beer-shop,  because  his  gar- 
dener might  barter  some  of  his  produce  for 
beer? 

An  Hon,  Member  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary for  guards,  coachmen,  and  others  in 
similar  circumstances,  to  have  licenses,  or 
how  could  the  game  be  brought  to  market? 
Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  persons  requiring  game  licenses  could 
not  obtain  them  from  the  Excise  Office,  as 
well  as  beer  licenses.  He  knew  the  diffi- 
culty of  objecting  to  power  being  placed 
in  the  hanas  of  Magistrates,  in  an  assem- 
bly chiefly  composed  of  such  persons.  He 
knew,  also,  that  they  were  not  in  general 
fond  of  beer-shops,  and  feared  they  would 
be  receptacles  for  poachers;  but  in  France, 
where  half  the  houses  were  licensed  to  sell 
liquors,  there  were  no  masses  of  people 
collected,  nor  any  drunkenness,  ana  game 
was  double  the  price  at  Paris,  to  what  it  was 
at  Leadenhall.  Game  was  scarce  in  France; 
there  were  no  preserves  there,  which 
proved,  that  making  game  private  pro- 
perty would  not  preserve  it,  The  fkrmers 
preferred  corn  to  game.  It  did  dot  look 
well  that  Magistrates  who  were  landlords, 
and  same-preservers,  should  also  have  the 
^\moWa  ^o^er  to  license  those  who  were 
to  MtW  wA  I^V'^A.  \\..    "^^  Vc^'O^  >ic«.  ^^&^ 
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throwing  this  [responsibility  upon  them, 
and  would  find  other  means  to  prevent 
poaching. 

Mr.  Paget  hoped  that  granting  the  li- 
cense would  be  made  imperative,  for  if  a 
respectable  housekeeper  applied  for  a  li- 
cense, it  ought  not  to  be  refused. 

Lord  Aithorp  would  accede  to  the  pro- 
po*?ition  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  clause  being  read,  inflicting  a 
penalty  on  persons  killine  game  without  a 
certificate,  and  the  question  put,  that  the 
blank  be  filled  up  with  5/., 

Colonel  Sibthorp  thought,  that  a  repeti- 
tion of  crime  should  cause  an  increase  of 
punishment.  Instead,  therefore,  of  three 
months*  imprisonment  for  a  third  offence, 
he  would  propose  six  months,  and  for  a 
fourth,  seven  years'  transportation. 

Lord  Aithorp  thought,  that  as  an  un- 
qualified person  was  liable  to  a  penalty 
for  being  without  a  license,  as  well  as  to 
an  action  of  trespass,  that  the  addition  of 
any  further  punishment  would  be  didpro- 
portioned  to  the  offence. 

Mr.  War5ur/o7i  thought  the  ptinishments 
in  the  clause  too  severe,  atid  if  any  one 
would  propose  their  omission,  he  would 
second  him. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  he  would  propose 
the  omission. 

The  clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  clause  proposing  a  penalty  of 
5L  on  any  person  buying  game,  except  of 
a  licensed  dealer,  being  put, 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  they  had  just  imposed, 
in  a  preceding  clause,  a  penalty  of  40s. 
only  on  any  except  licensed  persons  sell- 
in?  game,  and  he  thought,  no  higher  pe- 
nalty should  be  imposed  on  the  purchaser, 
than  on  the  seller. 

Lord  Aithorp  said,  purchsfsers  must  com- 
mit this  offence  with  their  eyes  open,  and 
would  wilfully  attempt  to  violate  the  law ; 
for  a  licensed  dealer  could  only  sell  game 
at  his  own  residence,  having  a  sign  on 
the  front  of  his  house,  to  show  that  he 
was  a  licensed  dealer.* 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  this  clause  appeared 
to  prevent  a  gentleman  or  other  person 
having  a  right  to  kill  gatne,  from  selling  it. 
If  purchasers  could  obtain  their  game  only 
from  licensed  dealers,  no  others  could  sell 
it. 

Mr.  Benett  observed,  any  person  having 
a  certificate  might  sdl  game. 

Mr.  ttunt  thought,  it  was  unworthy  an 
Englisb  gentleman  to  sell  bis  giune. 


Mr.  Warburton  said^  that  Magistrates 
were  to  have  the  power  of  determbing  the 
number  of  houses  to  be  licensed  to  sell 
game,  which  would  give  the  dealeit  a  kind 
of  monopoly,  and  enhance  the  pried,  fte 
therefore  thought  some  regulations  As  to 
the  maximum  price  to  be  charged,  ai  in 
the  case  of  fares  of  coaches  atid  bo&tl, 
should  be  introduced  into  the  BUI. 

The  clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  proposed  that  •*  rab- 
bits, woodcocks,  snipes,  quails,  latidrails, 
and  conies,  should  be  introduced  into  the 
clause,  and  be  considered  in  all  respects  as 
game." 

Colonel  Sibthorp  wished  the  landrail  to 
be  omitted,  as  the  pursuit  Of  this  bitd  was 
often  permitted  to  pertfonft  hdt  Otherwise 
authorized  to  kill  game. 

Mr.  timt  thought  the  hott.  Itf^inber 
must  be  mistaken,  iind  ffieatt  tli«  Wkt4r* 
rail,  not  the  landrail,  Whidh  was  ami  \vkk 
game  than  sevdi^l  othto  spMlel  Which 
were  included. 

Mr.  Curteii  agreed  w^th  thfe  hbn.  itidtt- 
ber  for  Preston. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  clause  being  read,  impoitng  a 
penalty  of  40s.  on  a  person  trespassing 
in  pursuit  of  game, 

Lord  Newark  said,  this  penalty  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  deter  a  man  from 
sportine  on  other  people's  grounds.  He 
might  destroy  more  game  than  would  t>a7 
the  penalty,  and  still  leave  him  a  hand- 
some profit,  unless  he  was  also  compelled 
to  forfeit  the  g^me. 

Lord  Aithorp  said,  othet  clauses  itmAA 
prevent  the  evil  apprehende<}  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Paget  was  surprised  that  rabbits 
had  been  considered  as  game.  They  were 
very  mischievous  little  animals,  and  ought 
not  to  be  taken  under  the  protection  of  the 
Legislature. 

Lord  Aithorp  thought,  if  they  had  not 
been  introduced  into  the  clause,  many 
persons  would  destroy  game,  under  the 
pretence  of  taking  rabbits.  If  thev  were 
pernicious,  the  owner  of  the  lana  could 
destroy  them. 

Mr.  Farrand  was  much  afraid  piroperty 
could  not  be  secured^  unless  a  larger  pe- 
nalty was  allotted  for  trespassing.  He 
had  been  a  Magistrate  for  several  years, 
and  knowing  the  evils  of  the  present  sys- 
tem of  Game-laws,  he  had  been  antioiie 
to  correct  thetn,  and  he  feared  that  i^ 
Bill  would  not  accomplish  that  object. 
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Lord  Althorp  said,  the  clause  certainly 
increased  the  security,  for  at  present  there 
was  no  penalty  for  trespassing. 

Mr.  Goulbum  thought  it  was  fair  and 
right,  that  a  trespasser  having  game  in  his 
possession,  should  be  deprived  of  it. 

Lord  Newark  wished,  that  a  penalty  of 
so  much  per  head  on  the  game  found  in 
the  possession  of  a  trespasser,  should  be 
imposed.  He  should  be  ready  to  assent  to 
any  proposal  to  prevent  such  a  person 
killing  game,  selling  it,  and  by  the  pro- 
duce paying  the  penalty. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  would  be  very  happy 
to  join  in  any  such  amendment. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  thought  40s.  as  good 
as  5L  in  this  case,  for  excessive  penalties 
were  seldom  levied,  and  on  that  account 
were  useless. 

Mr.  OouUmm  said,  if  the  violator  of 
the  law,  could  make  a  profit  after  paying 
the  penalty,  the  object  of  the  clause 
would  be  wholly  defeated.  He  remained, 
therefore,  of  opinion,  that  the  trespasser 
ought  to  be  deprived  of  the  game  he  had 
taken.  He  fully  agreed  in  the  opinion, 
that  excessive  penalties  were  bad,  but 
they  most  assuredly  ought  to  be  sufficient 
to  cause  some  punishment  to  the  offender, 
instead  of  a  chance  of  profit. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  if  a  man  was  to  be 
deprived  of  the  game  found  upon  him, 
any  gentleman  who,  in  the  ardour  of  pur- 
sutty  had  followed  his  game  into  an  adja- 
cent field,  where  he  might  not  be  strictly 
authorized  to  go,  would  also  be  subject  to 
the  same  deprivation. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  penalty  to  be  exact- 
ed should  bear  some  proportion  to  the 
market  price  of  the  game  at  the  time  the 
offence  was  committed. 

Lord  Ebrington  was  also  of  this  opinion, 
that  the  penalty  should  be  judged  by  the 
value  of  the  game  found  in  the  possession 
of  the  trespasser. 

Mr.  Stuai't  Wortley  knew  many  poach- 
ers who,  he  believed,  with  the  chances  of 
frequent  escape,  afforded  by  the  nature  of 
the  business,  would,  though  detected  oc- 
casionally, be  able  to  pay  the  proposed  pe- 
nalty, and  get  a  handsome  living  into 
the  bargain. 

Mr.  Briscoe  would  substitute  the  words 
**  if  found  in  possession  of  game,"  and 
make  the  penalty  for  that  offence  5/.,  but 
for  trespassing  without  having  game 
poBte$aioD,  the  penalty  should  be  40s. 
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considered  a  trespasser,  and  there  must 
be  authority  given  to  make  him  declare 
his  name  and  residence,  otherwise,  there 
would  be  no  possibility  of  recovering  the 
penalty  unless  he  was  followed  until  he 
was  housed  or  could  be  discovered  by 
other  means. 

Lord  George  Beniinck  said,  it  was  pro- 
vided by  another  clause,  that  an  uncertified 
person  was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  51.  for 
every  head  of  game  in  his  possession. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  a  clause  being  proposed,  which  im- 
posed a  penalty  of  61.  on  trespassers  not 
quitting  the  land  when  required,  and 
authorizing  them  to  be  arrested  by  the 
party  so  requiring,  on  their  refusal  to  give 
their  real  names  and  address, 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  the  clause  was 
open  to  very  great  objections.  How  could 
the  challenger  know  whether  he  received 
a  correct  name  and  address  ?  besides,  it 
was  a  dangerous  power  to  be  g^ven  to 
game-keepers  or  others,  to  authorize  them 
to  arrest  men  with  guns  in  their  hands. 
Even  though  they  refused  to  declare  who 
and  what  Uiey  were,  the  power  of  arrest 
ought  not  to  be  exercised  without  a  war- 
rant, except  by  a  Constable,  and  dele- 
gating that  power  to  interested  persons 
would  lead  to  bloodshed. 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  see  by  what  other 
means,  except  by  the  power  of  arrest,  they 
could  give  adequate  protection  to  property. 
A  man  entered  the  land  of  another,  re- 
ceived notice  to  quit,  refused,  and  declined 
giving  his  name  and  address.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  other  way  but  personal  coer- 
cion to  prevent  this. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  there  was  undoubtedly 
great  difficulty,  but  still  it  would  be  very 
hard  upon  honourable  men  to  be  arrested 
by  such  persons  as  were  likely  to  have  this 
authority  delegated  to  them. 

Mr.  Ponsordby  said,  a  gentleman  and  man 
of  honour  would  not  trespass  knowingly, 
and  if  he  had  done  so  inadvertently,  would 
never  decline  giving  his  name  and  ad- 
dress. 

Mr.  Benett  thought,  it  would  be  better 
not  to  give  the  power  of  arrest.  The 
game-keeper  might  follow  the  trespassers, 
and  ascertain  by  that  means  who  they 
were. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  proviso  being  read,  exempting 
persons  hunting  or  coursing  with  hounds 


Mr.  OisSome  stiidf  if  they  were  to  do\oi^'S\io>iTi^i^^t^\!^the^roviiionaa^inst 
that,  tbey  must  first  define  who  was  lo  b^  \  ues^*e»«\%) 
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Mr.  Gillon  considered  this  Tory  ob- 
jectionable, and  likely  to  lead  to  great 
abuses. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  said,  no  man  who 
was  fox-hunting,  could  be  said  to  be  in 
pursuit  of  game. 

Ml. Hunt  said,  it  would  be  justly  asserted, 
if  the  proviso  was  agreed  to,  that  a  set 
of  fox-hunters  and  land-owners  exempted 
themselves  from  the  chances  of  punishment 
to  which  they  subjected  men  in  a  lower 
station  of  life ;  a  man  who  could  afford 
to  ride  a  horse  at  a  fox-hunt,  would  be 
authorized  to  trespass  on  any  other  man's 
land. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  would  be  hard  to 
impose  a  penalty  on  a  man  for  being  oa 
another's  land,  when  he  might  not  know 
where  he  was. 

An  Hon.  Member  thought,  penalties  for 
this  trespass,  as  well  as  any  other,  ought 
to  be  appUed,  or  they  would  have  people, 
in  towns  and  manufacturing  places,  not 
possessing  a  foot  of  land,  keep  hounds, 
and  hunt ;  and  such  people  would  course 
over  their  neighbours'  lands  at  their  good 
pleasure. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  an  action  for  trespass 
would  lie  against  persons  so  offending. 

Lord  Morpeth  would  prefer  the  jclause 
as  it  stood  at  present,  for  then  they  would 
not  see  a  labourer  punished  for  joining  a 
hunting  party,  as  had  been  done. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  himself  been  punished  in 
that  way,  and  did  not  forget  it.  He 
admired  fox-hunting  as  much  as  any  man, 
but  this  was  making  one  law  for  tne  rich 
and  another  for  the  poor.  A  man  who 
could  only  afford  to  walk  and  carry  a  gun, 
was  subject  to  51,  penalty  for  sporting  on 
his  neighbour's  land ;  but  another,  who 
could  afford  to  keep  a  horse,  and  hunt,  was 
exempted,  under  similar  circumstances, 
from  any  penalty  whatever,  although  the 
damage  likely  to  be  done  by  the  latter, 
from  breaking  down  hedges,  was  much 
greater. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  existing  Game- 
laws  made  distinctions  between  people 
having  certain  incomes  and  those  with 
less,  but  the  punishment  for  trespass  given 
by  this  Bill  might  be  enforced  against  all 
men,  of  whatever  degree.  It  could  not, 
therefore,  be  said  justly,  that  it  made  one 
law  for  the  poor  and  another  for  the  rich. 
The  enactment  of  the  clause  was, ''  that 
the  provisions  against  trespassers  shall  not 
extend  to  any  person  hunting  or  cours- 
ing,   with    hounds  or   greyhounds/'  no 
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matter  whether  he  followed  them  on  horse- 
back, or  on  foot.  He  looked  upon  this 
clause  as  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  classes,  for  any  man  accustomed  to 
field  sports  knew  very  well,  that  many 
persons  were  in  the  habit  of  following, 
hounds  on  foot ;  had  the  clause  been  con- 
fined to  people  on  horseback,  it  would 
have  effectually  prevented  the  poor  man 
from  enjoying  the  sport.  He,  therefore, 
put  it  to  the  House,  whether  the  hon, 
member  for  Preston's  objection  was  borne 
out. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  was  convinced, 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Preston's  obser- 
vation, that  he  had  no  other  knowledge  of 
hunting  than  that  he  had  acquired  in  the 
West  of  England.  Had  he  ever  hunted 
in  other  divisions  of  the  country,  he  would 
have  formed  a  different  opinion. 

Lord  Morpeth  agreed,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston's  objections  were  not 
applicable  to  this  clause. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  would  declare,  the 
clause  was  perfectly  useless,  so  far  as  the 
county  of  Lincoln  was  concerned.  No 
farmers  there  would  object  to  persons 
hunting  over  their  land. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  not  heard  one  word  to 
alter  his  opinion,  which  was,  that  the 
present  measure  would  press  with  greater 
force  on  the  poor  man  tnan  any  previous 
law  had  done,  and  he  was  not  wholly 
ignorant  of  the  enactments  of  the  former 
laws. 

Mr.  Maherly  believed,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Preston  did  not  consider  the  differt 
ence  between  hunting  and  shooting,  and 
on  that  account  his  ai^ument  was  not 
sound.  He  should  prefer  the  continuance 
of  the  common-law  on  the  points  of  tres- 
pass; by  that,  the  trespasser  must  be 
warned  off  before  the  penalty  could  be 
inflicted.  By  the  Bill  before  them,  the 
summary  process  adopted  would  anni- 
hilate hunting  altogether. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  its  being  proposed  ''that  the  Justice 
or  Justices  of  the  Peace  by  whom  any 
person  shall  be  summarily  convicted  and 
adjudged  to  pay  any  sum  of  money  for 
any  offence  against  this  Act,  together 
with  costs,  may  adjudge  that  such  person 
shall  pay  the  same,  either  immediately,  or 
within  such  period  as  the  said  Justices  shall 
think  fit,  and  that,  in  default  of  payment 
at  the  time  appointed,  such  person  shall 
be  imprisoned  in  the  common  gaol,  or 
house  of  correction  (with  or  without  hard 
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labour)  as  to  the  Justice  or  Justices  shall 
seem  meet,  for  any  terra  not  exceeding 
two  calendar  months,  where  the  amount 
to  be  paid,  exclusive  of  costs,  shall  not  I 
exceed  5/.,  or  for  any  term  not  exceeding 
three  calendar  months  in  any  other  case, 
the  imprisonment  to  cease  upon  payment 
of  the  amount  and  costs." 

Mr.  Hunt  felt  it  necessary,  earnestly  to 
appeal  to  the  Committee,  if  the  penalties 
in  this  clause  were  not  too  severe.  As  to  the 
amount  of  the  fine,  the  infliction  of  hard 
labour,  and  the  term  of  imprisonment, 
the  present  measure  was  quite  fts  severe 
as  any  of  the  previous  laws.  If  he  had 
been  wrong  in  declaring  the  last  clause 
pressed  unequally  upon  the  poor  man,  he 
did  not  labour  under  a  similar  error  when  he 
characterized  this  as  containing  one  law 
for  the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor. 

Lord  Althorp  could  not  see  the  justice 
of  the  remark :  the  penalty  and  term  of 
imprisonment  were  the  same  to  all,  if 
payment  was  refused  :  how,  then,  could  it 
act  to  the  advantage  of  the  wealthy? 

Mr.  Hunt  said, in  this  way,  the  rich  man 
would  have  the  amount  of  the  penalty  in 
his  purse,  and  would  thereby  avoid  the 
imprisonment,  but  51.  was  of  so  much 
importance  to  the  poor  man,  even  if  he  had 
it,  that  he  would  prefer  going  to  prison 
rather  than  pay  it. 

An  Hon,  Member  considered  the  pe- 
nalty of  hard  labour  too  severe  ;  it  ought 
to  be  omitted. 

Mr.  Hunt  would  feel  great  pleasure  in 
secondinff  any  motion  for  its  omission. 

Mr.  Hughea  Hughes  suggested,  that  the 
penalty  of  hard  labour  bo  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Majjistrates. 

Mr.  Hunt :  Then  God  help  the  poor 
man  who  should  be  so  unfortunate  as  to 
be  placed  at  the  discretion  of  game-pre- 
Berving  Magistrates. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  Clause  being  proposed,  affixing 
the  penalties  of  four  months,  eight  months, 
and  two  years  imprisonment,  with  hard 
labour,  to  the  first,  second,  and  third  of- 
fences of  night-poaching  with  arms. 

An  Hon,  Member  did  not  think  the  de- 
scription of  arms  which  would  bring  the 
person  within  the  meaning  of  this  Clause 
sufficiently  defined,  and  this  was  a  matter 
of  80  much  importance,  that  it  ought  to 
be  provided  for  by  a  separate  clause. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  xhowghiy  they  ought 
to  be  very  cautious  in  decreasing  the  pu- 
nishment attached  to  night  poaching.    By 


the  former  law,  which  wai  celtAibly  more 
severe,  and  yet  was  found  to  work  well, 
the  offender,  in  addition  to  four  months 
imprisonment  and  hard  labour,  was  re- 
quired, at  the  expiration  of  his  imprison- 
ment, to  give  security  for^good  behaviour, 
and,  in  default  of  that,  was  liable  to  fur- 
ther incarceration.  The  object  was,  to 
prevent  the  culprit's  recurring  to  his  old 
habits  and  connexions.  In  the  generality 
of  cases,  the  offenders  were  young  men, 
prompted  by  older  persons.  Bv  requiring 
security  on  the  expiration  oi  imprison- 
ment, such  persons  were  often  deterred 
from  returning  to  their  former  practices, 
from  the  fear  of  compromising  their  seeo- 
rities.  He  would,  therefore,  suggest  the 
propriety  of  inserting  a  similar  profision 
in  the  Clause  now  before  them. 

Mr.  Hunt  took  a  totally  different  tiev 
of  the  Clause.  He  thought  its  entetiaetits 
too  severe;  and,  therefore.    Intended  to 
I  propose  milder  punishments.     He  did  not 
I  remember  the  precise  words  of  the  old  Act, 
i  but  he  knew  that,  in  substance,  it  WSs  not 
so  harsh  as  the  present.     By  the  Bill  nov 
before  them,    for  the  first   offence  fimr 
months  imprisonment  was  awarded  fiirall 
poachers  with  or  without  arms ;  the  pn- 
nishment  in   the  old  bill  was  only  five 
months.    For  the  second  offence,  this  BDI 
ordered  imprisonment  for  eight  mouths, 
and  hard  labour.     In  the  old  bill  the  fan- 
prisonment  was  but  six  months,  without 
hard  labour.     For  the  third  offence,  the 
present  measure  enacted  two   years  im- 
'  prisonment;  the  former  Act  inflicted  ooly 
one.  The  punishments,  by  the  former  bill, 
were  more  severe  than  necessary,  and  he 
I  could  by  no  means  agree  with  the  present 
;  proposed  enactments ;  and  he,   therefore, 
i  begged  leave  to  move  as  an  ^Amendment, 
I  '*  That  two  months,  four  months,  and  one 
'  year  be  the  punishments.'* 
I      Sir  Thomas  Ffenuxntle  considered  the 
•  strongest  measures  ought  to  be  taken  to 
,  prevent  the  class  of  offences  described  is 
this  Clause.    The  quantum  of  panishment 
proposed  did  not  seem  to  him  sufficient  to 
i  effect  that  object.     Coercive  measures  of 
a  strong  character  were  necessary  to  put 
down  poaching,  as  was  proved  by  the  re- 
sult of  a  bill  which  passed  this   House 
about  three  years  since,   by  which  the 
punii^hment  for  such  ofiisnces  was  much 
increased,  for,  within  two  years  aftefwaids, 
the  number  of  offences  rapidly  dimhsislMd. 
He  was  desirous  that  the  pratettl  moiittts 
should  be  carried  a  little  fotfter. 
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An  Hon^  Member  was  of  bpiDioDi  that 
the  man  who  deliberately  entered  grounds 
by  night,  for  the  purpose  of  poaching, 
could  not  be  too  severely  punished ;  se- 
verity alone  could  repress  such  ofiences. 
He, therefore,  entertained  the  same  bpinions 
as  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  thought  two 
years  imprisonment  for  a  third  offence 
of  such  enormity  as  night-poaching,  much 
too  insignificant. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last,  had  describied  two 
3rear8  imprisonment  as  an  insignificant 
punishment.  That  hon.  Member  had 
never  experienced  an  incarceration  for 
half  that  ttme^  or  he  would  not  have  so 
described  it.  He  still  maintained,  that 
half  the  punishment  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed to  inflict  was  quite  enough. 

Mr.  Briicoe  considered  a  punishment  of 
two  years  imprisonment,  with  hard  labour, 
an  exceedingly  severe  enactment,  which 
would  be  likely  to  produce  great  physical 
injury  to  the  unhappy  man  sufcyect  to  it, 
independent  of  th^  consideration,  that  a 
man,  being  excluded  from  the  society  of  his 
family  for  such  a  period,  became  estranged 
from  them  and  they  from  him.  He  was 
thrown  upon  the  parish  for  support,  while 
he  had  contracted  idle  and  dissolute  habits 
by  constantly  associating  with  the  class 
of  persons  usually  found  in  prisons,  and 
whom  no  system  of  discipline  could  re- 
form. From  these  considerations  he  was 
convinced,  and  was  desirous  of  expressing 
that  conviction  to  the  noble  Lord,  that 
transportation  for  the  third  or  fourth  of- 
fence, or  for  any  offence  accortipanied 
with  personal  violence,  would  be  prefer- 
able to  imprisonment  for  long  periods. 
He  would  propose  three  months  imprison- 
ment for  the  first  offence,  six  for  the 
second^  and  for  the  third,  or  for  any  of 
them,  accompanied  by  personal  violence, 
transportation. 

Lord  Althorp  had  strong  objections  to 
the  infliction  of  transportation  for  the 
ordinary  offences  under  this  Bill,  although 
that  punishment  might  be  justly  due  to 
offences  accompanied  with  personal  vio- 
lence^ at  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  and 
a  clause  to  that  eSbct  should  be  introduced. 

Mr.  Hunt  perfectly  concurred  in  what 
had  been  saia,  as  to  the  '  *^^  long 
imprisonments. 

Mr.  Stuart  so 

much  difference  the 

eAence  of  poa<  f  i 

that  they  shou     »«  t 


degrees  of  punishment.  The  character  of 
an  offence  also  would  be  very  different  if 
committed  by  one  man  in  the  day-time, 
or  if  committed  by  large  numbers  at  night. 

Clause  {^reed  to,  substituting  one  year 
for  two  years  imprisonment. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
make  a  difference  in  the  punishment^  when 
committed  by  a  single  person,  to  that 
committed  by  several  poachers  in  company. 

Lord  Althorp  would  certainly  take  the 
subject  into  consideration,  whether  there 
ought  not  to  be  some  difference,  before  the 
report  was  brought  up. 

House  resumed.  Chairman  reported 
progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 

Duchess  ov  Kint's  Avkuity.]  Lord 
Althbrp  ttov^  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  For  making  a  further  provision  for 
the  Duchess  of  Kent  and  her  daughter^  the 
Prihk^iess  Victoria. 

Mr.  itume  expressed  his  regret,  that  he 
was  not  in  the  House  when  this  grant  was 
proposed,  or  he  should  have  objected  to  it, 
and  have  been  one  of  the  minority.  Mi« 
nisters  did  not  observe  those  principles  of 
economy  to  which  they  were  pledged; 
but  by  such  votes  as  this  they  were  bring- 
ing royalty  into  disrepute  He  was  ready  to 
admit  diey  had  not  done  worse  than  those 
who  went  before  them ;  but  there  was  rea- 
son to  hope  they  would  not  have  followed 
so  bad  an  example,  but  would  rather  have 
decreased  than  added  to  the  burthens  of 
the  people.  He  was  sure  half  the  pro- 
posed sum  of  10,000/.  would  have  been 
suflicient,  in  addition  to  what  the  young 
Princess  at  present  enjoyed,  to  enable  the 
Duchess  to  educate  and  maintain  her 
daughter  in  a  suitable  manner.  The  grant 
was  one  which  would  not  satisfy  the  coun- 
try. He  would  not  enter  further  into  the 
subject  at  present,  but  he  did  hope,  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  some  claut^ 
would  be  introduced  to  declare  how  hk 
this  grant  should  be  continued  in  case  of 
the  death  of  the  Princess  Victoria  before 
the  demise  of  the  Crown,  or  before  the 
decease  of  the  Duchess  of  Kent.  For  this 
lady  he  had  the  highest  respect,  and 
thought  she  was  entitled  to  a  suitable  pro- 
vision ;  but  he  considered  that  this  grant 
went  beyond  propriety,  and  was  an  extra- 
iragant  application  of  the  public      ne?. 

Sir  Charbi  Fwhu       »d     t&f 
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for  her  Royal  Highness,  among  other 
members  of  the  royal  family,  it  was  asked 
in  the  Committee/  why  the  provision  was 
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acknowledged.  The  Eoglish  Univer- 
sities were  represented ,  and  the  peti- 
tioners  submitted,  that  it  was  highly  cx- 


.V,  small,  and  Lord  Ckstlereagh  declared,  pedient  that  there  should  be  some  Mem- 
ihathis  royal  highness,  Prince  Leopold,  hers  in  Parliament,  whose  peculiar  duty 
had  taken  upon  himself  the  charge  of  it  would  be,  to  attend  to  the  inleresU  of 
making:  a  provision  for  the  education  of!  the  Scottish  Universities  and  the  Scottish 
his  niece.  He  thought  then,  and  con-  i  Church.  The  Scottish  UniversitiM,  al- 
tinued  to  think  now,  that  it  was  not  ere-  though  their  constituency  was  diflFerent 
ditable  to  the  country,  that  the  young    from  that  of  the  English  Universities,  had 


Princess  should  have  been  left  so  long  to 
be  assisted  by  the  bounty  of  her  uncle. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  August  9,  1831. 

MiiruTBB.]  Bills.  Broiight  in ;  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
to  amend  the  Poor  l^wx.  By  Viscount  Mblbocrni*  to 
amend  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.  Read  a  second  time  t  Ex- 
chequer Bills.  Read  a  third  time ;  Court  of  Exchequer 
(Scotland). 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  .^blkirk,  from  the 
West  Lothian  Agricultural  Society ;  and  ftom  Freeholder*, 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  other 
Inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Linlithgow,  agidmt  the  use  of 
Molasses  in  DlsUUeries  and  Breweries.  By  the  Duke  of 
Dkvokahirb,  ftom  the  Citixens  of  Waterford^  against  a 
Tax  iipon  liouses  and  Land,  for  the  support  of  the  Poor ; 
and  fkx)m  the  Inhabitants  of  Voughall,  for  a  revision  of  the 
Penal  Code ;  from  the  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  the  same 
place,  Dungar\'on,  Cloupriest,  Temple  Michael,  Kill- 
cockin,  and  Kilwatcrmoy,  for  an  alteration  of  the  Grants 
for  Education  in  Ireland.  By  the  Earl  of  Radnor,  firom 
the  Inhabitants  of  Kinsale,  in  favour  of  Reform,  and  for 
an  alteration  of  their  Franchise ;  and  tram  the  Inhabitants 
of  Mallow,  and  Mechanics  and  others,  composing  the 
Trades  Union  of  Perth,  in  favour  of  Reform.  By  Lord 
Kino,  firom  the  Inluibitants  of  (treat  Shelford,  for  an  al- 
teration of  the  Tithe  Laws.  By  Lord  Wynpord,  from 
General  Thornton,  praying,  that  tlie  Sovereign  may  be 
released  from  making  a  declaration  against  Transulxitnnti- 
ation. 

Edin«uiuwi  UxivriisiTY.]  The  Earl 
of  Haddington  presented  a  Petition  from 
the  Senatus  Acadcinicvs  of  the  I'liiversity 
of  Edinburgh,  prayin^c  that  a  provision 
might  be  introduced  into  the  Scotch  Re- 


a  constituent  body,  which  was  most  useful, 
and  well  worthy  of  being  represented.     It 
was  true,  that  the  Law  and  the  Church  in 
Scotland  offered  no  strong  temptations  to 
graduate,  and  that  was    the  reason  so 
few  persons,  comparatively,  graduated  at 
the  Scottish  Universities.     He  had  been 
one  of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  these  Universities; 
and  he  and  the  other  Commissioners  felt 
the  utmost  anxiety  to  render  them  as  con- 
ducive as  possible  to  the  promotion  of  the 
interests  of  science  and  literature,  and  he 
was  persuaded,  that  if  the  right  of  voUng 
should  be  extended  to  the  constituent  bodv 
of  the  Scottish  Universities,   this  would 
afford  a  strong  inducement  to  the  students 
to  graduate.     He  would  not  say  any  thing 
further  on  this  subject  at  present;    but 
when  the  proper  time  came,  and  the  Scot- 
tish Reform  Bill  came  to  that  House,  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  showing  at 
length,  that  it  would  be  highly  expedient 
to  grant  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 

Lord  Duncan  fullv  concurred  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  view  of  the  great  utility 
of  the  Scottish  Universities.  But  the  con- 
stituency of  the  English  and  Scottish  Uni- 
versities were  very  different  from  each 
other,  and  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  a  compli- 
ance with  the  prayer  of  this  petition.  The 
form   Bill,  for  giving  the  University  the    noble  Earl,  as  one  of  the  University  Corn- 


power  to  send  a  Member  to  represent  it 
in  Parliament.  He  would  not  enter  at 
length  into  an  examination  of  the  merits  of 
the  subject  of  this  petition,  as  an  import- 
ant discussion  was  expected  to  come  on. 
He  would  only  mention,  that  the  peti- 
tioners stated,  that  they  had  observed  with 
much  interest  the  progress  of  the  R.eform 
measure ;  and  that,  as  the  right  of  voting 
was  to  be  so  much  extended,  they  thought 
it  but  just  that  they  should  be  represented, 
and  trusted  that  their  case  would  not  be 
deemed  unworthy  of  attention.  They 
said,  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  them  to 
show  the  great  utility  of  the  Scottish 
Universities,  since  that  wa<i  universally 


missioners,  might  be  better  able  to  fonn 
an  accurate  judgment  on  the  subject  than 
he  was;  but  he  was  of  opinion,  that  there 
were  considerable  objections  to  the  grant- 
ing of  the  prayer  of  this  petition.  He 
would,  however,  abstain  from  stating  what 
occurred  to  him  on  that  point  at  present, 
reserving  to  himself  the  privilege  of  dis- 
cussing the  matter  at  large  at  die  prc^ter 
time. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Beloic  Negotiations.]  The  Mar« 
quis  of  Londonderry  having  mored  the 
Order  of  the  Day,  pursuant  to  QOtice,  ibr 
an  Address  for  papers  relative  to  the  late 
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negotiations  respecting  Belgium,  spoke  to 
the  following  effect  :* — I  do  assure  your 
Lordships  roost  unfeignedly^that  no  indivi- 
dual can  feel  hiroself  more  inadequate  than 
I  do  to  claim  your  attention  to  the  import- 
ant subject,  which  I  am  most  anxious  to 
bring  under  your  consideration.  My  early 
military  habits  and  education,  and  my 
constant  employment  abroad,  have  not 
given  me  those  opportunities  which  many 
of  your  Lordships  so  pre-eminently  pos- 
sess, of  addressing  this  august  assembly 
with  effect  and  advantage  ;  and  I  would 
gladly  have  avoided  the  task  I  now  re- 
luctantly undertake,  but  that  I  have  been, 
in  some  degree,  pressed  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  these  affairs  from  two  imperious 
considerations  —  first,  by  the  mode  in 
which  the  nobleEarl  at  the  head  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  conducted  himself 
towards  me,  when  I  solicited  information 
at  his  hands;  and,  secondly,  from  the  recol- 
lection of  the  great  and  enlightened  policy 
of  a  lamented  relative  of  mine,  whose  me- 
mory is  not  only  most  dear  to  me,  but  is  held 
deservedly  dear,  throughout  Europe,  by 
all  great  statesmen  and  diplomatists,  that 
have  considered  his  career.  When,  in- 
deed, I  reflect  upon  the  situation  iu  which 
Europe  was  left  by  Lord  Castlereagh,  par- 
ticularly as  it  regarded  the  influence,  con- 
trol, and  power  of  this  country  over  the 
councils  of  the  other  Powers  of  the  Con- 
tinent— when  I  consider  all  which  that 
wise  Minister  accomplished  by  his  own 
calm  and  dispassionate  judgment — with 
the  feelings  and  sentiments,  and  general 
deportment  of  one,  whose  mind  and  cha- 
racter generally,  throughout  the  whole  of 
his  intercourse  with  those  with  whom  he 
had  to  transact  the  most  arduous  business, 
evinced  a  disposition  most  truly  calculated 
to  give  his  country  a  fair  and  honourable 
— a  courteous  and  considerate — a  spirited 
and  courageous  standing  amongst  the 
other  nations  of  the  world ;  when  I  look 
back,  I  say,  and  reflect  on  all  these  con- 
siderations, and  our  then  high  and  elevat- 
ed position,  and  the  splendid  results  which 
were  brought  about  by  my  lamented  brother 
and  the  great  military  genius  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  now  sits  near  me,  it  is  impossi- 
ble that  I  should  not  endeavour  to  attract 
your  Lordships'  attention,  by  begging  you 
to  draw  the  contrast  between  that  glorious 
combination  of  political  prudence  and  mi- 

*  Reprinted  from  tbe  comettd  speech  pubWih* 
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litary  skill,  and  the  deplorable  condition  in 
which  our  foreign  relations  throughout 
Europe  are  now  placed,  and  especially  at 
this  crisis,  as  relating  to  our  recent  trans- 
actions in  Belgium.  Impelled,  however, 
by  my  fraternal  feelings,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  deterred  by  my  conscious  inadequacy, 
on  the  other,  I  state  again,  that  I  should 
have  hesitated  to  proceed,  had  I  not  been 
assured  that  I  might  rely  upon  the  indul- 
gence of  your  Lordships  in  the  perform- 
ance of  the  task  I  have  undertaken. 
While  I  expect  this  indulgence  from  your 
Lordships,  I  frankly  avow,  that  I  expect  no 
such  courtesy  and  no  such  indulgence  from 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  or  his  colleagues 
— from  the  persons  who  treated  my  former 
questions  upon  this  subject  as  untelligi- 
ble,  and  who  congratulated  me  on  the 
discovery  of  a  "  mare's  nest,"  using  that  or 
some  such  vulgar  unparliamentary  phrase. 
These  expressions,  however  becoming  they 
may  be,  proceeding  from  the  first  orator — 
from  the  Cicero  of  the  day — are  not  such 
as  I  have  a  right  to  expect  to  be  applied 
to  me  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty  as 
a  Member  of  this  House.  They  may,  per- 
haps, be  repeated  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion, and  reinforced  as  they  may  also  be 
by  those  powers  of  sarcasm  of  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
is  so  great  a  master — they  may  be  thought 
sufficient  to  intimidate  me  from  the  perform- 
ance of  my  duty.  But  there  is  a  stubborn 
feeling,  very  natural  to  men  who  enjoy  the 
consciousness  of  right,  sufficient,  I  hope, 
to  sustain  me  under  these  and  still  more 
severe  inflictions;  and  I  will,  therefore, 
proceed,  without  fear,  to  draw  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  topics  upon  which 
I  feel  it  my  duty,  at  the  present  moment, 
to  insist — I  mean  particularly  as  regards 
the  notice  of  my  motion,  as  to  our  Belgian 
negotiations.  I  certainly  did  hope,  and 
am  free  to  own,  that  when  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  came  into  power,  I  thought  I 
should  have  been  enabled  to  give  him  my 
humble  support  in  the  management  of  our 
foreign  affairs,  though  I  am  perfectly  aware 
how  indifferent  such  support  might  have 
been  to  the  noble  Earl.  I  cherished  this 
hope  the  more,  from  personal  communica- 
tions, not  with  the  noble  Earl,but  with  some 
of  his  private  friends ;  and  when  I  remem- 
bered that  the  noble  Earl,  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  was^  in  co^^^^  vfv>5Cj5s. 
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ibUoweriy  of  that  statesman  with  whom  he 
if  now  allied,  I  certainly  thought  that  it 
would  have  been  one  of  the  chief  objects 
kept  in  view  by  the  noble  Earl,  to  preserve 
Europe,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the  state  in 
which  he  found  it,  and  to  act  in  the  spirit 
of  the  treaties  of  1814  and  1815,  instead 
of  endeavouring  at  once  to  undenuine  and 
overthrow  that  structure  which  was  creat- 
ed by  a  far  abler  architect  than  he  is,  and 
abler  even  than  all  those  who  surround 
him  combined.  But,  if  I  did  cherish  this 
hope,  I  was  very  soon  undeceived,  and 
if,  from  the  first  examination  of  the  course 
of  events,  any  thing  had  been  wanting  to 
undeceive  me,  it  was  supplied  in  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl,  of  the  24th  of  June,  in 
which  he  completely  threw  off  the  mask. 
I  took  down  the  words  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  no  more  is  necessary  to  convince  me 
that  he  has  altogether  mistaken  the  inter- 
ests of  this  country.  The  noble  Earl  spoke 
of  the  erroneous  principles  upon  which  the 
negotiations  of  1814  and  1815  had  been 
conducted  as  follows ; — "  My  Lords,  in  my 
opinion,  it  was  in  those  negotiations  for 
the  settlement  of  Europe  at  the  close  of 
the  war — to  which  the  noble  Duke  was  a 
party — and  in  the  erroneous  principles 
on  which  they  were  carried  on,  that  the 
seeds  were  laid  of  the  existing  distractions 
and  changes  which  have  taken  place  in 
some  part  or  other  of  the  Continent  in 
every  subsequent  season,  and  the  continu- 
ance of  which,  at  this  very  time,  forms  a 
large  portion  of  tlie  difficulties  wherewith 
we  are  now  surrounded.'**  When  I  heard 
these  words  proceed  from  the  noble  Earl, 
I  confess  I  did  feel  the  greatest  surpria^e, 
exhibiting,  as  they  did,  an  utter  want  both 
of  wisdom  and  of  taste.  They  were  un- 
wise, because  the  principles  of  those  nego- 
tiations had  become  the  code  politique  of 
Europe,  and  upon  those  principles  all  the 
Powers  were  endeavouring  to  carry  on  the 
affairs  of  Europe :  on  the  other  hand,  they 
were  in  bad  taste,  inasmuch  as  the  same 
Ministers  are  now  acting  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  Downing-street  who  formerly  gave 
their  deliberate  sanction  to  all  the  princi- 
ples he  thus  gratuitously  vituperated,  as 
well  as  all  the  sovereigns  of  Europe,  and  all 
the  statesmen  and  diplomatists.  It  was 
impolitic,  therefore,  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Earl  thus  to  denounce  those  principles 
which  have,  for  seventeen  years,  preserved 
the  peace  of  Europe,  and  by  which  that 
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peace  would  still  have  boan  mamtamd, 
but  for  the  unfortunate  afiaira  of  Joly 
last,  which  the  noble  Earl  does  not  know 
how  sufficiently  to  eulogise,  but  which, 
1  told  him  then,  would  be  the  misery  and 
curse  of  Europe,  instead  of  its  aalvation, 
as  he  prophesied.  I  am  at  a  lots  to  know 
how  the  npble  Viscount  (the  Secretary  far 
the  Colonies)  can  sit  quietly  upon  his 
seat,  and  hear  the  principlea  of  1914 
and  1815  thus  denounced.  But  the 
march  of  time  and  of  events,  and  I  anp- 
pose  I  must  say  of  intellect,  throw  men 
into  strange  combinations.  Still  it  is  sur* 
prising,  liiat  the  noble  Viscount  ahoold 
not  have  said  one  word  in  vindication  of 
the  transactions  in  which  he  has  himself 
been  implicated ;  for  though  men  change 
sides,  and  change  parties,  they  are  seUkwi 
entirely  indifierent  to  the  only  suooessftil 
and  really  great  actions  of  their  political 
career.  1  have  said  thus  much,  my  Loids, 
in  respect  to  the  'manner  in  which  I  have 
been  obliged  to  intrude  myself  upon  your 
notice.  In  consequence  of  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Earl,  I  have  felt  myself  com- 
pelled to  advert  to  these  transactions,  and 
to  state  my  opinions  on  them,  with  a  view, 
not  to  vindicate  those  treaties,  for,  God 
knows,  they  do  not  require  it,  but  to  recaH 
them,  as  having  laid  the  foundation  of  a 
solid  settlement  of  Europe,  to  your  LonU 
ships'  recollection.  But  I  beg  the  noMe 
Earl  to  contrast  his  own  opinion  with 
what  was  the  general  opinion  of  the 
British  nation,  and  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons  at  the  period  in  question. 
The  noble  Earl,  perhaps,  forgeia-^but 
the  memory  of  a  brother  is  more  tenadoas 
— I  remember  well  the  proud  day,  when, 
on  his  return  from  abroad,  the  negotiator 
of  these  treaties  was  receiyed  with  the 
general  acclamations  of  a  British  House 
of  Commons,  and  when  men  of  all  partiee, 
and,  without  one  individual  exception, 
Tories,  Whigs,  and  Canningites,  stood  up 
to  receive  him,  and  gave  him  that  enihn^ 
siastic  and  long-continued  cheering  whid 
his  great  and  successful  labours  haid  so 
well  earned.  I  wish  the  noble  Earl  may 
be  equally  fortunate  with  his  peeciona 
Reform  Bill,  and  I  shall  certainly  imt  be 
the  person,  at  the  end  of  seventeen  yean, 
to  dispara^  him  or  his  efibrts; — nor 
should  I,  if  they  prove  unsucceasful,  be 
the  person  disposed  to  bring  forwnid  an 
unkind  philippic  against  the  noUe  Earl^ 
after  seventeen  years  hay^  piMipd  over 
our  headsy  if  I  were  to  live  89 Inf*    An| 
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Qow»  igy  Laardi,  I  beg  lo  intfodue*  the 
direct  aulyeet  of  my  «otton  to  jfour  oen- 
sideration,  b;  calUag  your  atlenUoo  to  the 
state  of  affain  coimected  with  Belgium. 
In  order  to  nakt  mytelf  as  clearly  undtr- 
stood  an  poiaibte,  in  a  very  QompHcated 
and  tedioMs  negotiation,  conaiating  of 
many  different  periods,  I  propose  classing 
my  remarks  in  three  separate  divisions. 
First,  as  to  the  early  part  of  the  negotia- 
lioiis  respecting  Belgium,  and  particularly 
up  to  the  period  of  my  Lord  Ponaonby's 
celebrated  letter,  aud  to  hb  recall  from 
Brua«els,  to  which,  by  the  bye,  I  on  a 
former  occasion  ventured  to  beg  your 
Lordships*  attention,  and  which  letter  the 
noble  Ear)  pretended  to  attempt  to  defend. 
This  brings  me  to  the  end  of  the  month  of 
May.  Secondly,  I  shall  take  the  liberty 
to  submit  to  your  eonsideration  the  pro- 
tocols which  are  laid  on  the  Table,  as  to 
the  demolition  of  the  Belgian  fortresses, 
and  the  king  of  France's  most  singular 
and  extraordinary  Speech;  and  thirdly,  I 
shall  conclude,  by  directing  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  manifesto  of  the 
king  of  Hdllandt  and  the  other  oonsider- 
atioiv»  now  arising  from  the  invasion  of  the 
French  troops,  wd  the  actual  position  of 
affairs.  And,  first,  as  to  the  negotiation 
which  has,  as  your  Lordships  are  aware, 
been  carried  on  for  eight  or  ten  months 
past,  I  think  no  one  will  hesitate  to  lefer 
to  it,  as  a  most  perfect  specimen  of  that 
beautiful  system  of  non-intervention  which 
the  noble  Earl  professes.  But  1  certainly 
think,  and  indeed  1  will  undertake  to 
prove,  if  the  noble  Earl  will  give  me  the 
papers,  that  there  has  never,  in  the  same 
space  of  time,  been  so  much  intervention 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Government^in 
the  affairs  of  foreign  Powers,  and  not  only 
intervention,  but  intervention  perpetually 
changing  its  object.  First,  intervention 
with  the  Dutch  when  they  were  agreed ; 
next,  intervention  with  the  Belgians,  and 
then  interventbn  again  with  the  Dutch, 
and  then  vacillation  and  infirmity  of  pur- 
pose unexampled.  The  Belgians  first  in- 
tended to  elect  for  their  future  sovereign 
the  Duke  of  Leuchtenburgh ;  but  no, 
said  France,  that  it  impossible — he  is 
much  too  nearly  lelated  to  the  Buonaparte 
family.  Then  they  turned  their  thoughts 
to  the  Due  de  Nemours ;  but  no,  said 
England,  it  is  impoiaible  that  we  can 
agree  to  that — h^  ia  the  son  of  the  king 
of  the  French.  Then,  laal  of  all,  it  was 
gontrived^  that  Prince  Lwydd  shauU  be 


I  chosen,  although  how  this  eamo  to  pass  ( 
cannot  divine,  considering  the  great  pains 
taken  by  noble  Lords  opposite  to  prevent 
his  Royal  Highness  from  going  to  Greece* 
The  Prince  was,  in  my  opinion,  the  mnal 
unfit  person  that  could  have  been  selected  ( 
I  cannot  imagine  the  choice  of  a  peraoa 
more  inconvenient  in  every  possible  sbapt« 
not  only  as  to  France,  but  also  as  to  HoU 
land,  from  old  transactions  of  a  personal 
kind  with  the  present  Prince  of  Orange, 
besides  other  current  reports ;  and  evident 
entanglements  must,  in  my  humble  opi* 
nion,  ultimately  arise  to  England  from 
this  selection  ;  and  such  also  was  the  opi- 
nion of  France,  1  believe,  as  to  the  in- 
eligibility of  Prince  Leopold,  that,  until 
the  noble  Earl  ultimately  made  certain 
concessions  to  that  Power,  Prince  Talley* 
rand  was  by  no  means  disposed  to  accede 
to  the  arrangement.  Notwithstanding  all 
opposition,  it  seems,  however,  that  Prince 
Leopold  was  the  person  whom  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Grovemment  were  determined  to 
send  to  Belgium ;  although,  at  this  time, 
great  difficulties  existed,  as  to  the  terms 
upon  which  the  separation  of  Belgiun 
from  Holland  was  to  be  effected,  agreeably 
to  the  1 1th  and  12th  Protocols  of  the  Con-* 
ference,  which  treated  of  the  basis  and 
principle  of  separation,  and  of  the  debt, 
as  well  as  of  various  other  points,  too 
multifarious  to  enter  upon  at  present ;  but 
all  of  which  demand  particular  discussion 
hereafter.  In  the  outset  of  these  nego- 
tiations, Holland  appeared  fixed  in  her 
determination  not  to  accede  to  the  pro* 
posed  terms  in  the  llth  and  12th  Proto* 
cols — many  of  the  arrangements  being 
particularly  hostile  to  her  wishes  and  in- 
terests; but,  at  length,  urged  by  the 
strongest  desire  for  the  preservation  of 
peace,  and  especially  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  England  and  the  Allies,  she 
did,  though  very  reluctantly,  consent,  and 
the  agreement  was  concluded  on  her  part. 
These  terms  were  immediately  declared  by 
all  the  Powers  in  conference  to  be  irre* 
vocable,  and  the  last  article  of  the  Proto* 
col  binds  the  Powers,  in  the  most  solemn 
manner,  to  cause  them  to  be  adopted ;  and 
my  Lord  Ponsonby  returned  to  Brussels, 
to  penuade  the  Belgians  to  agree  to  the 
conditions,  so  peremptorily  and  so  irrevo- 
cably fixed.  We  then  are  elucidated  by 
a  document  inserted  in  the  newspapers, 
which,  I  have  no  doubt,  all  your  Lordships 
have  seen,  with  Lord  Ponsonby's  name 
attacked  to  it    With  every  respect  for 
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the  private  wortli  and  respectability  of 
that  noble  personage,  I  must  take  leave 
to  say,  that  there  never  was  a  docunaent 
of  so  extraordinary  a  nature  presented  to 
the  diplomatic  world.  I  apply  myself 
particularly  to  this  letter,  because,  from 
what  fell  from  a  noble  Earl  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  noble  Earl  seemed  to  think 
it  was  capable  of  a  defence.  I  admit,  that 
Lord  Ponsonby  had  a  right  to  press  the 
Belgians  to  accept  the  propositions  made, 
by  using  every  argument  he  pleased  in 
personal  interviews  with  the  parties.  I 
will  not  go  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
principle  of  non-interference  now,  denied 
at  one  moment,  and  used  in  the  most 
extraordinary  and  outrageous  manner  at 
another ;  but  I  will  say,  that  this  docu- 
ment, published  to  the  world  as  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Congress,  at  this  moment, 
was  the  most  indiscreet  and  unadvisable 
paper  ever  promulgated.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  proceeding  which  baffles  all 
attempt  to  understand.  The  very  letter 
itself  commences  by  an  apology  for  its 
imperfections;  and  a  great  apology  for  its 
being  written  in  the  utmost  haste.  I  will 
read  the  sentence  I  allude  to  :  "  Sir, — I 
arrived  yesterday  evening,  and  will  not, 
even  to  do  better,  delay  to  communicate 
to  you  some  idea  of  the  state  of  your 
affairs  as  far  as  our  Congress  at  London  is 
interested  in  them.  I  therefore  rely  on 
your  indulp:ence,  which  I  hope  will  excuse 
the  imperfections  of  a  letter  written  in 
the  greatest  haste."  This  really  reminds 
one  very  much  of  a  letter  from  a  young 
boarding-school  girl,  who  invariably  begins 
her  epislle  with-  **  I  write  in  great  haste;*' 
or  signs  it,  **  Your's  in  haste."  Now  I  put 
it  to  the  House,  whether  it  is  decent  or 
proper  for  a  Minister,  charged  with  com- 
municating the  great  affairs  of  a  Congress 
to  a  country,  to  be  so  precipitate  as  to 
write  imperfectly,  or  in  haste,  when  so 
much  hangs  upon  his  communications  ? 
This  is  neither  diplomatic  nor  statesman- 
like ;  and  1  think  it  may  be  said,  that 
there  never  was  such  a  document  pub- 
lished as  connected  with  diplomacy  ;  it 
beinp:  also  one  which  goes  forth  to  the 
public  as  the  opinion  of  the  assembled 
Congress,  although  it  is  not  signed  by  the 
other  individuals  representing  the  several 
Powers  engaged  in  the  negotiation.  A 
letter  of  this  nature  undoubtedly  should 
have  been  most  gravely  considered.  And 
what  right,  I  would  ask,  had  Lord  Pon- 
sonby  to  say  anything  on  behalf  of  the 
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Conference?  He  ahonUL  have  gone  to 
the  Belgian  Minister,  and  explained  to 
him  the  disposition  of  the  Powers.  But 
when  he  publishes  a  document,  as  a  Bri- 
tish Minister,  the  noble  Earl  is  obliged 
either  to  acknowledge  or  deny  it.  I  will 
read  another  passage  from  this  cnrioos 
letter : — "  Belgium  is  excited  to  hare  le- 
course  to  arms,  and  why  ?  To  retaia 
Luxemburgh.  But  it  may  possess  it  in 
peace  and  security  for  a  thousandth  part 
of  the  price  which  an  attempt  to  keep 
that  country  by  force  of  arms  would  cost 
Is  it  not  imprudent  to  hesitate  on  the 
choice  ?  Belgium  desires  to  conquer 
Maestricht,  the  left  bank  of  the  SchcMt, 
and  to  take  from  Holland  some  other 
parts  of  its  ancient  possessions.  Now 
that  the  policy  of  Europe  is  evident,  even 
to  the  least  enlightened  mind,  can  it  still 
be  doubted,  that  Belgium  is  unable  to 
obtain  any  one  of  these  things  by  force  of 
arms,  unless  it  succeeds  in  conquering  the 
armies  of  France,  of  Prussia,  of  Austria, 
and  of  England  ?  Not  an  inch  of  Dutch 
territory  will  be  left  for  Belgium,  unless  it 
has  vanquished  Europe,  to  say  nothing  of 
what  it  may  lose  of  its  own  territory,  if  it 
should  happen  to  be  vanquished  itself  in 
such  a  contest.  Can  there  be  a  better 
proof  of  the  change  which  has  taken  plaoe 
in  the  opinions  and  resolutions  or  the 
Congress?  A  week  ago  the  Congress  con- 
sidered the  preservation  of  the  Duchy  to 
the  House  of  Nassau,  if  not  as  necessary, 
at  least  as  extremely  desirable;  and  it 
present  it  is  inclined  to  a  mediation,  with 
the  avowed  intention  of  obtaining  that 
Duchy  for  the  sovereign  of  Belgium." 
Then  ^thc  noble  Earl  determined  to  pre- 
serve the  dominion  of  the  House  of  Nas- 
sau. What  did  the  Conference  mean  by 
the  subsequent  change  ?  I  will  not  go 
through  the  letter,  which,  I  may  safdy 
say,  is  such  a  composition  as  I  have  never 
before  read.  What,  I  ask,  was  the  cause 
of  the  change  here  alluded  to  ?  Whence 
arose  the  change  from  the  11th  and  12th 
Protocols,  adopted  by  the  Conference? 
But  really,  I  believe,  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  the  composer  of  this  letter.  I 
cannot  think  so  disparagingly  of  him  as  to 
believe  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
emanated  from  the  noble  Earl's  Reform 
shop,  but  I  know  that  such  a  composition 
was  never  before  penned  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, and  I  challenge  the  noble 
Earl  to  say,  whether  he,  or  any  one  of  the 
Plenipotentiari^  of  the  Coimiwoei  will 
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adopt  or  aathenticate  the  letter.  I  say 
this  document  has  been  productive  of  the 
greatest  mischief  in  France  itself,  because 
I  believe,  that  in  that  kingdom,  the  feeling 
produced  was,  that  the  British  Government 
were  leaning  much  more  adversely  to  their 
interests  in  the  negotiations,  than  they 
had  up  to  that  time  believed,  and  con- 
sequently, the  French  Government  found 
itself  compelled  to  press  upon  the  Con- 
ference the  claims  of  Belgium  ;  and  I 
argue  this  from  what  has  appeared  in  the 
French  newspapers,  stating  as  follows  :-^ 
"The  letter  of  Lord  Ponsonby  is  an 
honest  development  of  the  most  dishonest 
and  deplorable  system  of  policy  ever  yet 
known  under  any  name,  and  by  any  form 
in  Europe  !  It  is  worse  than  the  system 
of  the  Holy  Alliance ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  fraudulent,  Jesuitical,  insincere, 
and  destructive  of  the  rights  of  man,  and 
the  liberties  of  nations.  If  this  system 
shall  be  acted  upon  in  Europe,  we  have 
made  no  progress — ^the  French  Revolution 
has  been  an  idle  delusion,  and  British  Re- 
form will  terminate  in  abortion.  What ! 
have  the  five  Powers  so  soon  forgotten  the 
principles  of  their  first  Conferences,  and 
the  basis  of  their  whole  system  of  Proto- 
cols ?  Has  it  not  been  stated  a  thousand 
— and  yet  ten  thousand  times,  by  these 
Diplomatists,  and  by  their  Representatives 
and  Journals — has  it  not  been  stated  bv 
French  Ministers,  and  by  the  French 
King — in  fact,  is  it  not  the  very  foun- 
dation of  all  their  counsels  and  recom- 
mendations, that  the  five  Powers  merely 
acted  as  friends,  and  not  as  opposing 
nations,  and  that  both  parties  (Holland 
and  Belgium)  were  to  have  the  right 
of  rejecting  this  advice,  and  having  re- 
course to  arms  ?  Has  not  this  been 
sounded  in  our  ears  over  and  over  again, 
until,  by  dint  of  hearing,  we  began  at 
last  to  believe  it?''  This,  then,  my  Lords, 
was  evidently  the  impression  upon  the 
public  mind  in  France,  which  I  have  just 
stated  ;  and  with  regard  to  these  negoti- 
ations at  this  moment,  my  opinion  un- 
doubtedly is,  that  it  would  have  been  well 
for  this  country  at  this  time,  and  for  the 
intervening  Powers,  if  they  could  not 
come  to  a  decisive  and  amicable  arrange- 
ment of  the  transactions — that  Belgium 
and  Holland  should  have  been  left  to 
themselves,  rather  than  have  departed 
from  the  first  irrevocable  resolutions  of  the 
Powers.     I  will  not,  however,  go  further 

Jato  the  Ie(ter  of  mj  Lord  Ponsonbyi  be*> 


cause  that  noble  Lord  is  now  withdrawn 
from  the  theatre  of  the  negotiations; 
and,  indeed,  I  understand  that  he  has  al- 
ready displaced  a  noble  and  experienced 
friend  of  mine,  whose  merits  in  diplo- 
matic zeal  and  ability  have  heretofore 
been  universally  approved  of,  by  being 
rewarded  by  the  douceur  of  the  mission  to 
Naples,  and  I  hope  this  will  cheer  him 
for  the  loss  of  appointment  and  tarnished 
fame  as  a  diplomatist  at  Brussels.  I 
trust  it  will  prove  as  acceptable  to  his 
Lordship  as  the  Bishoprick  of  Derry  is 
likely  to  do  to  his  brother ;  and  to  give  the 
noble  Earl  a  vulgar  phrase  in  return  for 
that  which  he  lavished  on  me  the  other 
day,  I  may  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  seems 
to  be  making  hay  while  the  sun  shines, 
with  appointments  to  relations  and  kin- 
dred. Now,  my  Lords,  let  us  turn  for  a 
moment  to  the  protocol  relative  to  the 
demolition  of  the  fortresses,  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  laid  on  the  Table.  It 
seems  that  the  conference  relative  to  that 
subject  was  held  on  the  17th  of  April ,  and 
Ish  ould  beg  to  ask,  who  it  was,  that  insti- 
gated the  subject  so  to  be  brought  for- 
ward before  the  four  Plenipotentiaries? 
At  whose  suggestion,  I  ask,  was  that  Con- 
ference assembled  ?  Is  it  possible  that 
your  Lordships  can  believe,  that  the  four 
Powers  would  of  themselves  undertake  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  destruction  of 
these  fortresses,  on  the  propriety  of  the 
erection  of  which  they  had  so  long  and 
so  often  deliberated  ?  Can  yon  believe 
that,  after  my  noble  friend,  the  noble  and 
illustrious  Duke  near  me,  had  visited  those 
fortresses  year  afler  year,  both  during 
their  erection  and  since  their  completion, 
those  Powers  who  had  commissioned  the 
noble  Duke  to  pay  those  visits  of  inspec- 
tion, and  had  voluntarily  made  immense 
sacrifices  of  money  to  establish  them, 
would,  of  their  own  accord,  have  under- 
taken the  task  of  deliberating  on  their 
demolition  ?  Well,  then,  let  me  ask,  did 
Belgium  urge  the  four  Powers  to  come  to 
the  consideration  of  this  question  ?  Did 
Holland  urge  them  to  it  ?  or  could  Eng- 
land, whose  blood  had  been  spilled  and 
treasure  expended,  the  one  in  obtaining 
the  glorious  triumph  which  led  to,  and 
the  other  in  the  erection  of  these  for- 
tresses— could,  I  say,  either  or  any  one 
of  these  Powers  press  the  consideration  of 
this  qtte%t\Ofi  \    Sfc\  \j;w\%^S\.>ai\\sc^K«»^^^ 
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aiion  on  the  four  Powers  as  that  of  the 
demolition  in  queation.  Then  we  come  to 
this,  what  Power  was  it  that  originated  this 
proposition  ?  Why,  it  was  France,  acting 
uoder  the  influence  of  Prince  Talleyrand, 
from  whom  this  proposition  came.  It  is 
clear  that  Prince  Talleyrand  did  not  care 
whether  Prince  Leopold  or  any  other 
Prince  was  king  of  Belgium,  so  long  as 
he  oould  have  these  fortresses  razeed,  in 
order  that  France  might  have  the  power 
of  enterioig  Belgium  without  even  the 
possibiiiiy  of  meeting  with  a  momentary 
interruption,  on  any  crisis  or  emergency 
she  thought  proper.  It  is  quite  evident 
to  ma,  that  it  was  from  France,  and  from 
Ff^nce  alone,  that  this  proposition  eman- 
ated. Your  Lordships  will  not  fail  to  see 
that  Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia,  came 
to  the  consideration  of  this  question,  as 
well  as  all  others  connected  with  general 
afiairs  at  this  moment — under  circum- 
stances of  great  and  peculiar  difficulty. 
We  all  know  the  state  in  which  the 
Russians  are,  in  consequence  of  the  dread- 
ful disease  which  is  ravaging  her  armies 
iu  Poland,  and  that,  in  consequence,  she 
bad  the  greatest  difficulties  to  encounter 
10  bringing  her  forces  at  present  into  the 
fieU.  Your  Lordships  also  know,  that 
owing  to  circumstances,  which  it  is  not 
necessary  to  enter  into,  Prussia  and 
Austria  are  prevented  from  playing  so  high 
a  card  as  they,  no  doubt,  from  their  natu- 
ral political  interests,  would  wish  at  the 
present  most  alarming  period.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  noble  Lord,  with  reference  to 
what  is  due  to  the  pursuance  of  a  sound  po- 
licy in  the  afiairs  of  £uro(>e,  to  have  shielded 
those  Powers  until  such  time  as  they  may 
be  enabled  to  place  themselves  in  a  po- 
sition to  act  more  as  their  inclinations  and 
their  interests  would  induce  them  to  do. 
But  how  has  the  noble  Earl  shielded  these 
Powers  during  the  late  negotiations  ?  Ac- 
cordbg  to  the  arguments  I  have  laid  down 
— and  I  defv  and  call  on  the  noble  Earl, 
if  he  oan,  to  gainsay    them — we  were 

Eraaaed  in  April  last  by  France,  and  at 
er  instigation  consented,  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  the  demolition  of  these  for- 
tieasei.  Now,  I  should  like  to  know 
when  the  noble  Earl  6rst  came  to  a  de- 
cisioB  on  this  point?  The  noble  Earl 
aaya,  in  the  month  of  April ;  but  if  such 
WM  the  case,  how  did  it  happen  that  the 
leaoU  was  not  communicated  to  the  French 
gofmniiaiftt  until  July,  about  eight  or 


ten  days  before  the  opening  of  the  BwmA 
Chambers  ?  And  why  was  il  eommmi- 
cated  then  ?  Why,  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  an  eclai  to  the  speech  froB 
the  throne,  which  was  to  be  delivered  oa 
the  opening  of  those  Chambera.  Jual  be- 
fore that  event  took  place,  a  French  gen- 
tleman, (I  believe)  the  son  of  the  French 
Prime  Minister,  came  over  here,  and  he 
urged  the  Foreign  Office  to  coinniunieate 
the  determination  which  the  Miniatcfs 
of  the  four  Powers  had  arrived  at,  is 
Prince  Talleyrand,  in  order  that  the  ne- 
cessary communication  might  be  made  to 
the  French  government,  so  that  it  might 
appear  like  a  great  feat  in  the  Speeek 
which  was  then  preparing  for  the  king  rf 
the  French.  To  show  the  aiagnlar 
mountebank  mockery  of  this  transaelion, 
I  will  take  the  liberty  of  referring  year 
Lordships  to  the  di£Jerence  of  language 
which  is  to  be  found  between  the  Protocol 
and  the  French  King's  Speech.  Now, 
how  does  the  case  stand  ?  Why  the  Pro- 
tocol says,  '^  In  consequence  of  these  de- 
liberations, the  Plenipotentiaries  ban 
finally  decided,  that  as  soon  as  a  govern- 
ment shall  exist  in  Belgium^  recognised 
by  the  Powers  taking  part  in  the  oonfar- 
ences  of  London,  a  negotiation  shall  bs 
set  on  foot  between  the  four  Powers  and  that 
government."  For  the  purpose  of  doisg 
what,  do  your  Lordships  think ;  whyj  ^*  for 
the  purpose  of  selecting"  only,  such  of  the 
said  fortresses  as  should  be  demolishedi 
Now,  look  to  the  Speech  of  the  king  of 
the  French,  and  really  it  reminds  me  so 
much  of  the  gasconade  and  cbariatanerie 
of  Napoleon's  famous  edicts,  that  I  think 
it  must  be  drawn  by  some  disciple  of  his 
school. — *'  The  kingdom  of  the  Low 
Countries,  as  constituted  by  the  treaties 
of  1814  and  1815,  has  ceased  to  exisL 
The  independence  of  Belgium^  and  her 
separation  from  Holland,  have  been  ae^ 
knowledged  by  the  great  Powers.  The 
king  of  the  Belgians  will  not  form  part  of 
the  German  confederacy.  The  fortvesaes 
raised  to  menace  France^  and  not  to  |ho« 
tect  Belgium,  will  be  demolished.*'  Why, 
any  man  who  heard  this  sentence  wooM 
infer,  that  all  the  fortresses  are  to  be 
molished.  I  ask,  therefore,  whediet 
ever  was  so  gross  a  misrepresentation,  oe 
any  thing  so  unfounded,  either  in  ftct  er 
in  protocol  ?  The  fact,  indeed,, a%  that  the 
protocol  ia  a  complete  contradiotima  to  the 
Speech.  Was  it  decent  for  the 
of  the  Conferencei  I  woidd 
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ships,  to  permit  such  traaehevy  sind  such 
extravagant  misstatements  upon  a  great  and 
importanttransaction  like  this?  No;  it  was 
the  duty  of  those  gentlemen  to  have  de<- 
raanded  all  necessary  information  from  the 
French  government,  and  the  French  Minis- 
ter ought  to  have  been  called  to  account  for 
his  conduct.  I  declare  that  when  I  see 
such  proceedings  taken  by  France,  and 
submitted  to  by  the  other  Powers,  and, 
above  all,  by  this  country,— ^nd  when  I 
view  the  course  which  has  been  pursued 
by  Prince  Talleyrand  (whose  ability  and 
activity  for  his  employers,  in  all  situations 
he  has  been  in,  no  one  can  appreciate 
better  than  myselO^  throughout  these 
negotiations,  I  tremUe  for  the  position  in 
which  this  country  is  placed.  I  see  no- 
thing ofiered  in  the  way  of  explanation  by 
the  Representatives  of  the  four  Powers, 
— I  see  no  remonstrance  from  England ; 
but  1  see  France  overawing  us  all  by  the 
aid  of  her  skilful  and  active  politician  here, 
and  I  fear  that  he  has  in  his  hands  the 
power  of  decision,  and  exerts  that,  which 
I  shall  call  a  domineering  influence,  over 
such  of  the  political  arrangements  of 
Europe  as  are  carried  on  and  decided 
upon  in  this  country,  which  formerly  were 
always  directed  by  the  wisdom  and  genius 
of  England.  But,  my  Lords,  even  this 
arrangement  about  the  fortresses  is  in 
itself  so  extraordinary,  and  has  created 
such  an  electrical  feeling  all  over  the 
country,  that  it  has  even  operated  upon 
that  able  individual  who  conducts  a  news- 
paper, patronised  I  believe  by  his  Mi^esty's 
Government.  I  do  not  know  whetW  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wookack 
knows  now  any  thing  about  a  particular 
newspaper  called  The  Times  jourm}  ;  but 
there  is  an  article  which  appeared  in  that 
paper  lately,  whkh  particularly  struck  me 
as  being  a  very  forcible  one,  for  it  proves 
that  the  demolition  of  the  fortresses  was  a 
measure  which  was  entirely  disapproved 
o^  and  was  cried  out  against  by  this 
bantling  of  Belgium,  which  Belgium  is 
BOW  in  aimt,  through  the  means  of  the 
noble  Early  and  the  conduct  pursued  by 
this  Government.  My  Lords,  what  did 
the  writer  in  TTie  Times  say  on  the  day  on 
which  this  Protocol  appeared  in  ita  co- 
lumns ?  Whv  he  said  this-^^'  If  the  great 
Powers  had  desired  to  destroy  the  popu- 
hunty  of  the  new  Belgic  sovereign — to 
revive  extinct  jealomiea,  and  provoke  fresh 
lewnlmeats  agauUst  yMosaeives — Iq  give 
irepoUkaB  agitators  a  flfseb  fwntim^  Ofer 


the  peace  of  the  eouatry,  and  io  threw  a 
lighted  torch  among  a  oolleotioii  of  in- 
flammable materials  which  might  otherwise 
have  been  consumed  without  an  eiplosiott 
— they  could  not  have  taken  a  sirsrsr 
more  infallible  method  of  attaining  ihdr 
end.  The  French  government  had  na 
right  to  make  its  consent  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  Belgic  affairs  depend  upon  the 
adoption  of  a  measure  at  once  so  nsekss 
and  so  irritating — so  incapable  of  giving 
it  any  additional  security — and  so  sure  to 
oftnd  the  prida  of  its  weaker  neighbour. 
It  had  no  right  to  disturb  the  result  of 
six  months*  neg^iations,  in  order  to 
make  a  clap«trap  in  the  King's  Speech. 
What  would  it  think  of  a  proposition  from 
the  Conference  to  destroy  th^  fortiications 
of  Valenciennes^  or  Lisle?  and  ara  not 
Toumay  and  Mons  equally  priaed  in  the 
eyes  of  the  Belgians,  though  thay  may  ha 
equally  useless  in  preventing  a  hosttla'ag- 
gressmn  V*  Such,  my  IxNrds,  is  the  artioM 
to  which  I  refer  your  Lordships,  and 
when  I  recollect  the  circumstanoe  of  our 
having  had'  the  individual  connected  with 
this  paper  up  at  our  bar,  to  whom  the 
noble  and  learned  Lprd,  although  he 
attempted  to  defend  him,  was  obl^ed  to 
give  somethine  of  a  lecture — I  most  say^ 
that  I  think  uis  editor's  tone  and  saali- 
ments  appear  to  me  to  be  rather  in  a 
changing  course,  in  as  far  as  approbation 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  is  concerned, 
i  do  confess,  my  Lords,  that  I  was  a  little 
surprised  to  see  such  animadversions  as 
these,  in  respect  of  such  traasaetions^ 
coming  from  that  journal.  Soma  tima 
ago,  I  remember,  on  a  dabala  on  the 
union  of  Belgium  and  Holland,  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  read  a  conuaunication,  in 
the  shape  of  a  letter,  written,  as  I  under* 
stood,  by  his  noble  friend.  Lord  Johtt 
Russell,  who  seems  to  be  advising  hias, 
and  giving  him  hints  ia  the  domeslio  as 
well  as  the  foreign  line,  for  tha  mirposa 
of  shewing  how  unnatural  it  was,  that  any 
connection  should  exist  between  Belgiml 
and  Holland,  and  that  no  possible  Upod 
was,  therefore,  to  be  expected  to  rssak 
from  that  ankm.  Such  havii^  haea  the 
course  pursued  by  tha  noble  Ea^,  I  h&p% 
I  may  be  pardoned^  if  I  prooead  to  resd 
a  letter  from  a  noble  frieiid  of  mine,  who 
was  ftiUy  aocjpiafailed  with  tha  fbreigii 
policy  of  mj  lata  hrolher,  who  is  pani« 
calarly  distinguished  for  his  tlleat  and 
ability,  and  whose  opkuons  ars  antidsi 
to  sont  digvso  of  ^vasidacatioDy  inm 
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having  filled  the  high  situatioii  of  his 
Majesty's  ambassador  at  the  Hague — I 
mean  the  Earl  of  Clancarty.  The  noble 
Earl  says,  "  The  course  of  foreign  policy 
pursued  by  the  present  Ministry  with  re- 
gard to  Belgium,  is  at  total  variance  with 
the  law  of  nations,  embracing,  as  it  does, 
an  entire  disregard  to  the  most  solemn 
treaties ;  to  prove  this,  read  the  Acts  of 
Congress  at  Vienna  with  its  annexes,  and 
the  Ric^s  General  of  Frankfort,  and  com- 
pare them,  as  far  as  relates  to  the  Nether- 
lands, with  the  London  Protocols.  What 
possible  right  can  the  Belgians  have  to 
Luxemburgh,  Limburg,  to  Maestricht,  to 
the  left  bank  of  the  Scheldt  ?  And  how 
are  the  fortresses  upon  the  French  frontier 
to  be  destroyed  without  the  consent  of 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  whose  purse 
contributed  to  their  erection — who  has 
still  an  interest  in  them  as  a  first  barrier, 
though,  I  will  admit,  much  weakened  by 
the  oversight  and  miserable  results  pro- 
ceeding from  the  Protocols  of  the  Down- 
ing-street  Congress  ?  A  miserable  mis- 
management, indeed,  has  taken  place  in 
things  abroad,  and  all  this  has  its  influ- 
ence, and  most  powerfully,  to  promote 
revolution  at  home."  Such,  my  Lords,  is 
the  letter  of  the  noble  Earl ;  and,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  I  coincide  in  every 
word  of  it,  and  I  go  entirely  along  with 
his  views  and  conclusions.  Now,  one 
word  more  with  respect  to  the  policy  of 
destroying  these  fortresses.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Conference  of  Lon- 
don took  the  opinion  of  any  military 
authority  whatever  on  that  point.  I  would 
beg  to  ask,  whether  the  noble  Duke  near 
me,  the  first  commander  of  the  age,  was 
ever  sent  for,  or  communicated  with,  upon 
this  matter  ?  or  did  the  gentlemen  forming 
the  Congress  of  Downing-street,  who  may 
be  very  good  men  at  ecartcy  or  other 
games  at  cards,  or  other  grave  questions 
of  establishing  kingdoms  and  creating 
kings,  decide  upon  so  momentous  a  ques- 
tion as  that  of  destroying  a  military  line 
of  frontier,  without  resorting  to  a  single 
military  authority  or  opinion  whatsoever 
as  to  the  prudence  of  such  a  measure  ? 
I  would  put  it  to  any  one,  whether  the 
course  pursued  was  not  a  most  unjus- 
tifiable one,  thus  to  decide  that  these 
fortresses,  which,  I  say  again,  have  been 
raised  b^  British  treasure,  and  maintained 
by  British  blood,  are  to  be  demolished, 


should  like  to  know,  even,  whether  the 
noble  Duke,  the  Postmaster-General,  he 
being  the  only  person  in  the  Cabinet,  I 
believe,  who  has  any  pretension  to  the 
name  of  a  soldier,  was  consulted.  I  must 
presume  he  was  not ;  because,  when  that 
noble  Duke  recollects  the  scenes  which 
he,  and  the  other  soldiers  of  the  day, 
waded  through,  in  order  to  establish  the 
power  of  his  country,  and  those  advan- 
tages which  we  gained  by  the  late  war, 
I  am  sure  that  that  noble  Duke  could  not 
have  contemplated  such  •  a  result  without 
lamenting  the  determination  to  which  his 
colleagues  had  come,  and  would  feel  deep 
regret  to  see,  that  all  these  glorious  monu- 
ments, indicative  of  the  termination  of  the 
late  war,  and  the  exploits  of  his  g^Oaot 
friend,  the  Prince  of  Orange,  as  well  as  of 
his  own  countrymen,  were  to  be  razeed^ 
and  for  what  purpose  ?  Only  to  let  them 
fall  into  the  interests  of  France.  And 
if  Belgium  has  now  less  population  than 
when  united  to  Holland,  has  she  not 
greater  need  of  these  artificial  defences  ? 
If  it  be  pretended  that,  after  the  separa- 
tion, the  Belgians  had  not  the  means  to 
garrison  these  fortresses,  was  it  not  likely 
that  some  application  would  have  been 
made  ?  None  such,  however,  took  place, 
either  on  the  part  of  Belgium  or  Holland, 
as  I  have  declared,  and,  it  is  quite  clear, 
that  France  alone  requires  their  demoli- 
tion. Now,  having  disposed  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  fortresses,  I  shall  proceed  to 
draw  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to 
the  Belgic  negotiations,  and  the  manifesto 
of  the  king  of  Holland.  It  appears,  that 
the  Conference  determined  to  proceed  on 
the  principle  of  separation  between  Bel- 
gium and  Holland  ;  and,  in  the  eleventh 
and  twelfth  Protocols,  dated  the  19th  and 
20th  of  January,  they  declared,  that  the 
Powers  had  decided  upon  an  arrangement, 
that  they  had  resolved  unanimously  on 
certain  bases  stated  therein,  and  that 
these  bases  were  irrevocable.  ''  Apr^  avoir 
ainsi  pourvu  aux  principales  stipuladons 
que  leur  semblait  reclamer  Toeavre  de  paix 
dont  its  s'occupeut,  les  Plenipotentiaires 
ont  arr^te  que  les  Articles  du  present 
Protocole  seraient  joints  k  ceux  dn  Pro- 
tocole  precedent  No.  11,  du  20  Janvier, 
ranges  dans  Tordre  le  plus  convenable,  et 
annexes  ict  dans  leur  ensemble  (A)  avec 
le  titre  de  '  Bases  destinees  ^  ^tablir 
rindependauce  et  I'Existence  future  de  la 


sad  the  frontier  laid  open  to  France,  w\\.V  \  'M^^^'    W  ^  '^vlt  ^ti^\&  «i  oiatxft  que 
pui  oa^  military  opinion  being  aakedl    \  \ft%  cm^Ci^^xi^  \»i^\BfiL^;s&snX^^9:fii^ 
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ces  bases,  les  cominuniqueront  anx  parties 
directement  interess^esetqu'elles  s'entend- 
ront  sur  les  ineilleurs  moyens  de  les  faire 
adopter  et  mettre  k  execution,  ainsi  que 
d'y  obtenir  en  temps  opportun,  Taccession 
des  autres  Cours  de  I'Europe  qui  ont  signe 
les  Actes  des  Con^^s  de  Vienne  et  de 
Paris,  ou  qui  y  ont  accede.  Occupees  k 
maintenir  la  paix  gen^rale,  persuadees 
que  leur  accord  en  est  la  seule  garantie, 
et  agissant  avec  un  parfait  desinteresse- 
ment  dans  les  affaires  de  la  Belgique,  les 
cinq  Puissances  n*ont  eu  en  vue,  que  de 
lui  assigner  dans  le  syst^me  Europeen 
une  place  inoffensive,  que  de  lui  ofFrir  une 
existance  qui  garantit  a  la  fois  son  propre 
bonheur,  et  la  security  due  aux  autres 
etats.  Elles  n'besitent  pas  k  se  recon- 
naitre  le  droit  de  poser  ces  principes,  et 
sans  prejuger  d'autres  questions  graves, 
sans  rien  decider  sur  celie  de  la  souve- 
rainete  de  la  Belgique,  il  leur  appartient 
de  declarer,  qu'^  leurs  yeux  le  souverain 
de  ce  pays  doit  necessairement  r^pondre 
aux  principes  d*existence  du  pays  lui- 
m^me,  satisfaire  par  sa  position  person- 
nelle  k  la  surete  des  etats  voisins,  accepter 
a  cet  efFet  les  arrangemens  consign6s  au 
present  Protocole,  et  se  trouver  k  m^nie 
(J*en  assurer  aux  Beiges  la  paisible  jouis- 
sance."  I  beg  leave  to  observe,  that  the 
unanimity  of  the  Powers  is  here  parti- 
cularly declared.  On  reading  these  docu- 
ments, I  had  supposed,  that  the  Confer- 
ence, after  deliberating  upon  the  terms 
of  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  protocols, 
came  to  an  unalterable  resolution  to  stand 
by  them.  Now,  what  has  been  the  con- 
sequence of  this  resolution  ?  Why,  our 
most  faithful  ally,  the  King  of  Holland, 
however  disagreeable  the  terms  might  be 
to  him,  after  much  negotiation,  gave  his 
entire  consent  to  the  eleventh  and  twelfth 
Protocols,  confirmed  and  strengthened  as 
they  were  by  the  nineteenth.  Having 
obtained  the  acquiescence  of  the  king  of 
Holland,  I  should  have  thought  we  had 
little  more  to  do  than  go  straightforward, 
and  obtain  the  acquiescence  of  the  Belgic 
government.  If  the  Belgians  were  ob- 
stinate, and  we  could  not  persuade  them 
to  consent  to  the  arrangement,  and  bring 
them  to  terms,  I  do  not  suppose  any  body 
will  urge  that  to  be  a  reason  why  we 
should  feel  ourselves  called  upon  to  force 
the  party,  who  had  readily  agreed  to 
the  first  terms  which  were  onered,  to 
the  acceptance  of  new  conditions,  and 
which  were  essentially  difierent.     I  ask, 


whether  there  was  any  justice  in  such  a 
proceeding,  and  whether  it  is  a  proceeding 
which  the  noble  Earl  can  stand  up  and 
justify  in  this  House  ?  It  appears,  bow- 
ever,  that  such  was  the  course  adopted ; 
because  Belgium  remained  obstinate,  tli^ 
turned  round  upon  Holland,  and  taidy 
'*  You  were  the  first  to  comply  with  the 
new  articles,  but  having  gone  thus  far,  you 
must  go  a  step  further,  and  you  must  sub- 
mit to  the  new  terms  which  have  been  sug- 
gested by  the  French  Minister,  since  Lord 
Ponsonby  declared  his  mission  to  Belgium 
to  be  at  an  end,  and  retired  or  was  recalled 
by  his  Government  from  Brussels.**  Hol- 
land, be  it  remarked,  had  acceded  to  the 
eleventh  and  twelfth  Protocols,  which  de- 
clared the  bases  on  which  Belgium  and 
Holland  were  to  treat  to  be  irrevocable. 
Such,  however,  was  not  the  result;  for 
immediately  the  Conference  called  upon 
the  Dutch  to  make  further  concessioQs, 
which  I  consider  to  have  been  gross  and 
manifest  injustice ;  and  the  sending  afresh 
mission  to  the  Hague  for  such  a  purpose, 
was  adding  insult  to  injury.  I  am  cer- 
tainly glad,  for  the  honour  of  this  country, 
that  that  mission  was  not  confided  to  a 
British  Minister,  whose  character  must 
have  materially  suffered  in  such  a  transac* 
tion.  A  noble  and  very  excellent  friend 
of  mine,  however,  the  Baron  Von  Wes- 
senburgh,  was  selected  to  proceed  to  Hol- 
land, for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether 
he  could  cajole,  or  coax,  or  wheedle  the 
king  of  Holland  to  abandon  all  which 
he  had  previously  agreed  to,  and  to  con- 
sent to  the  adoption  of  these  eighteen 
new  preliminary  articles  which  the  Con- 
ference had  framed,  concocted  by  the  Bel- 
gian Commissioners  and  the  French  Minis- 
ter, as  far  as  I  am  informed.  I  own,  with 
respect  to  this  mission  to  the  Dutch  Court, 
I  never  can  believe  it  will  be  ratified  and 
approved  of  by  Prince  Mettemich  at  Vi- 
enna, or  the  Prussian  Minister  at  Berlin* 
Now,  I  must  here  observe,  that  while  the 
eleventh  and  twelfth  Protocols  arranged 
every  thing,  the  eighteen  preliminary  Arti- 
cles left  every  thing  undetermined.  It  was 
natural  to  suppose,  when  Holland  received 
an  intimation  of  these  new  demands,  she 
felt  that  she  had  been  cruelly  treated,  and 
she  determined,  at  all  hazards,  to  resort  to 
that  line  of  cbuduct  ifhich  her  interest  as 
well  as  her  honour  demanded.  Now,  my 
Lords,  let  us  see  what  is  the  langua^ 
of  the  king  of  Holland,  as  it  is  to  be 
found  in  the  manifesto  published  by  his 
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mioitter  for  Foreign  AffkirB.  He  says — 
**  A  mature  examination  haying  convinced 
him  that  the  preiiminat7  Articles  would 
sacrifice  the  dearest  interests  of  Holland 
to  the  insurrectioD,  he  cannot  accept  them, 
and  be  must  again  demand  of  the  five 
Powers  the  execution  of  the  reciprocal 
engagements  between  the  Powers  and  the 
King  with  respect  to  the  power  by  Pro- 
tocob  eleven  and  twelve,  and  with  re- 
spect to  the  King  by  his  accession  to  the 
bases  of  separation  which  the  Conference 
itself,  in  its  nineteenth  Protocol,  has  de- 
clared to  be  irrevocable."  His  Majesty 
then  proceeds  to  assert,  that  an  appeal  to 
arms  would  be  preferable  to  yielding  to 
those  new  demands  (  and  with  regard  to 
the  choice  of  a  Sovereign  for  Belgium,  the 
manifesto  proceeds  thus : — ''  The  King  re- 
fers to  the  declaration  of  the  ^re  Courts 
in  the  eleventh^  twelfth,  and  nineteenth 
Frotdcols— namely,  that  in  their  opinion 
die  sovereign  of  that  country  mikst  ne- 
cessarily answer  the  principles  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  country  itself,  and  by  his 
personal  situation  must  be  satisfactory 
with  respect  to  the  safety  of  the  neigh- 
bouring States,  and  to  this  .end  must  ac- 
cept, without  reserve  or  distinction,  the  ar- 
rangements laid  down  in  the  Protocols 
eleven  and  twelve,  and  be  in  a  condition 
to  secure  the  peaceful  enjoyment  of  them 
to  the  Belgians.  In  consequence  of  this 
declaration,  which  by  the  King's  accept- 
ance of  the  basis  of  the  separation  of  the 
twelfth  Protocol  has  become  an  engage- 
ment with  him,  his  Majesty,  in  case  a 
Prince  should  be  called  to  the  sovereignty 
of  Belgium,  and  take  possession  of  it 
without  first  accepting  the  said  arrange- 
ments, could  not  but  consider  such  Prince 
as^  by  this  fact  alone,  placed  in  a  state 
of  hostility  with  him,  and  his  enemy/' 
Such,  my  Lords,  are  the  declarations  of 
the  king  of  Holland  ;  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me,  that  there 
is  so  much  of  justice  and  fairness  in  it, 
that  it  is  quite  clear  he  had  no  other 
course  to  pursue,  and  that  no  blame  is  to 
be  imputed  to  him  on  the  ground  of  break- 
ing the  armistice,  or  ibr  having  taken  a  line 
of  conduct  which  he  considers  necessary 
for  his  own  defence.  And,  my  Lords,  as 
respects  the  breaking  of  the  armistice,  I 
think  that  particular  point  has  been  most 
ably  answered  in  a  communication  which 
]  ftaw  to-day :  I  allude  to  M.  Verstolk's 

Xwh  to  the  SutM-General.    That  M\.\  _  ^ , „ 
r  $By$ ;— '<  Holland  having  mecipv«4\  afi«ft\k\i^.   ^ wi\^  ^%x  >qi^  vs«^R9t^  wnn. 


the  12th  Protocol,  abd  Belginm  the  eight- 
een Articles,  which  are  wholly  at  variaaee 
with  the  former,  the  parties  are  now,  as 
before,  diametrically  opposed  to  etch 
other;  and  what  hopes  could  the  €^eni- 
ment  entertain  (espiecially  after  the  oath 
taken  by  the  elected  prince,  confirming 
the  usurpation  of  our  territory)  of  witness- 
ing the  success  of  a  negotiation,  which, 
since  last  autumn,  afforded  no  result^  and 
which,  during  the  last  few  weeks,  has 
taken  an  undeniable  bias  in  (nvour  of  Bel- 
gium V*  I  say,  therefore,  that  it  clearly 
appears  that  the  oath  taken  by  the  king 
of  Belgium  entirelv  precludes  all  dioiee 
on  the  part  of  the  xing  of  Holland  as  to 
the  course  left  to  him  to  putsiie,  eonaisl- 
ently  with  any  regard  to  his  he&our  tad 
independence.  I  say,  that  there  never  was 
an  instance  in  which  a  Power  has  been 
subjected  to  so  much  aggraviation  of  in- 
jury as  Holland  has  b^n  during  these 
negotiations ;  and  I  maintain,  that  I  have 
made  out  a  case  against  the  noble  Earl — 
which  it  would  well  become  him  to  an- 
swer— fully  proving  that  he  has  treated 
our  old  and  faithful  ally,  Holland,  in  a 
most  unfair  and  unjust  manner.  I  thank 
yovLt  Lordships  for  the  indulgence  with 
which  you  have  listened  to  these  observa- 
tions, and  I  promise,  as  a  return  for  that 
indulgence,  that  I  will  be  very  short  in 
the  remainmg  remarks  which  I  have  to 
address  to  your  notice.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl,  what  is  the  present  state  of 
our  affairs  ?  We  have  a  nominal  head, 
and  we  have  the  nominal  kingdom  of  Bel- 
gium, but  is  there  a  single  one  of  the 
points  in  difference  between  Holland  and 
Belgium  now  adjusted?  In  all  the  ad- 
dresses which  have  been  made  by  King 
Leopold  to  the  inhabitants  of  Luxem- 
burgh,  Limburg,  Maastricht,  and  other 
places,  is  it  not  fairly  admitted,  that  all 
the  points  at  issue  between  the  two  conn- 
tries  still  ^remain  for  futher  settlement? 
Such  is  the  state  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  King  Leopold  has  been 
placed  on  the  throne  of  Belgium.  Would 
to  God  he  was  back  again  in  this  coun- 
try! For,  I  cannot  suppose,  that  the 
noble  Earl  would  march  an  English  army 
along  with  the  forces  of  the  king  of  the 
French,  to  reduce  the  king  of  Holland  to 
subiection,  especially  as  that  monarch 
had  willingly  acceded  to  the  terms  which 
the  Conference  at  first  proposed,  and  as 
%a\^\3Lm  \%  ^<s  QtvV^  Q>V^%tA!ele  to  their  being 
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on  the  principleB  upon  which  thi  Confer*  I 
ence  has  hitnerto  decided?    Now,    my 
Lords,  a  few  remarks  as  to  the  last  Act  of 
this  drama.     I  hare  already  called  the 
attention  of  your  Lordships  to  the  fact, 
that  King  Leopold,  immediately  after  the 
king  of  Holland's  taking  the  field — and 
he   was  bound  to  take  the  best  position 
he   could  —  applied   to   France  for  as- 
sistance, and  France,  it  appears,  ordered 
immediately   60,000  men  to  march   in- 
stantly  to  Belgium.      Was  that,  I    de- 
mand, a  friendly  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  King  Leopold,  or  a  fair  one  on  the  part 
of  the   king  of  the  French?     It  Purely 
would  not  have  been  too  much  for  either 
of  these  parties — the  king  of  France,  or 
the  king  of  Belgium — to  have  waited  a 
few  short  weeks,  or  even  days,  until  they 
had  received  the  noble  Earl's /ol  at  to 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment respecting  future  ptoceeditigs. 
Where,  I  would  ask,  was  the  necessity  for 
hurry  ?    The  king  of  Belgium  was  at  the 
head  of  4,000,000  of  people,  while  the 
king  of  Holland  was  only  at  the  head  of 
2,000,000  of  subjects.  Why,  then,  should 
King  Leopold  have  sent  to  France  for 
assistance    in    such    breathless    haste? 
Could  he  not  have  waited  until  the  Con- 
ference decided  whether  France,  England, 
or  other  Powers,  should  direct  the  assist- 
ing force,  or  if  any  force  was  necessary  at 
all  ?  I  say,  that  French  force  is  the  last 
that  should  have  been  permitted  to  move. 
The  time  has  arrived,  I  fear,  when  France 
takes  the  initiative  in  settling  the  affairs 
of  Europe.     But  I  ask  the  noble  Earl  and 
the  noble  Viscount  near  him,  to  point  out 
the  period,  for  a  series  of  years  past,  that 
France  was  thus  permitted  to  be  the  ini- 
tiative power.     Formerly,  she  was  ob- 
liged to  consult  the  Powers  with  whom 
she  was  acting,  but  now  she  decides  at 
once,  and,  without  hesitation  or  inquiry, 
sends  at  once  50,000  men  into  Belgium, 
in  order  to  subjugate  one  of  the  oldest 
allies  of  this  country.     I  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  days  of  Charles  Snd  are 
come  back  again,  and  whether  we  are 
going  to  join  our  forces  with   those  of 
France  to  crush  Holland— not,  I  admit, 
as  in  former  times,  for  the  paltry  consi- 
deration of  money — ^but  for  one  scarcely 
less  paltry, — the  desire  to  truckle  to  the 
dictates,  and,    it   may  be,  menaces   of 
France.    Evefv  statesman  who  looks  at 
our    history,  nam  tlia  time  of  Que«i 
Btisabetb,  dowti  to  the  peaoe  of  West- 


phalia, and  from  that  peace  down  to  the 
present  time,  cannot  fail  to  perceive  that 
the  security  of  our  position  depelldt  on 
the  independence  of  Holland.     It  baa 
always  been  our  policy  to  secure  the  hide* 
pendence  of  that  country^     li  snch  <Mur 
policy  now  ?     Does  the  noble  Lord  thi^t, 
that  when  the  French  forces  onee  git 
into  Belgium,  it  will  be  an  easy  matte!  to 
get  them  out  again  ?    Does  the  noble 
Earl  reflect,  that  M.  Perier  may  be  emU 
voted  on  the  Address,  and  that  there  may 
be  an  immediate  change  of  a  peace  for  a 
war    Ministry?      Does  the   noble    Earl 
think,  in  the  event  of  that  occurrenee 
taking  place,  that  the  French  will»  at  his 
dictation,  cause  their  troops  to  retire  ?    I 
say  the  French  ministry  Would  do  liosueh 
thmg;  and  I  also  say^  that  thi  noble 
Earl  is  plaoitiff  this  Gduotry  ib  mat  Jifte* 
pardy  by  the  fine  of  conduct  Whioh  bt  it 
pursuing  towards  Holland.    I  should  itoo 
like  to  know  Whether,  if  thie  quoMioil  Did 
come  before  the  Conference  of  Londoti 
for  their  decision,  the  noble  Earl  thiflki» 
that  the  king  of  France  was  die  dtOlt 
proper  person  to  force  the  king  of  Hol** 
land  to  submission,  and  that  it  waa  dt  be 
should  march   50,000  troopi  into   Bel- 
gium for  the  purpose,  when  10,000  wo^ 
have  been  more  than  enough  ?    And  why, 
if  the  king  of  the  French  was  the  most 
proper  agent  of  coercion,  should  the  un- 
fortunate king  of  Holland  be  coerced  f 
Holland   being  the   Power  that  yielded 
every  thing  in    the  first   instance,   and 
not  the  Belgians.    In  this  respect  the 
case  somewhat  resembles  the  untoward 
event  of  Navarino ;  but  I  will  not  troutrie 
your  Lordships  by  pursuing  this  part  of 
the  subject  further.    Such  is  our  position, 
and  I  numbly  submit,  that  I  have  made 
out  a  case  for  the  production  of  papers, 
which  papers,  if  granted,  will  fully  sub- 
stantiate all  the  charges  which  I  hito 
made  against  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
noble  Earl.    I  declare,  as  an  Eoglishiilall, 
and  as  an  individual  having  some  stako  in 
the  country,  that  I  cannot  consent  tO  tide 
on  in  the  present  onsatisfbctory  mAinir^ 
bowing  our  heads  in  every  stage  of  the 
negotiations  to  France,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  contingency  of  a  war.    Why  ibould 
a  great  country  like  this  submit  to  itiCh 
degradation  ?     I  have  the  authority  of 
my  noble  friend  near  me  (the  Duke  6t 
Wellington)  for  sUtinff ,  that  when  he  lift 
ofBce,  never  was  Engtalid  mote  CipiMe, 
if  a  juit  ciose  ofibied,  of  mahitilsiftK  ft 
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successful  war.     In  my  opinion ,  the  best 

way  to  avoid  the  contingency  of  war,  is 

to  shew  that  we  are  not  afraid  of  it,  and 

that  we  are  prepared  to  meet  its  hazards.  1 

would  therefore  advise  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, to  take  up  a  higher  tone  than 

that   which   they  have  hitherto   used  in 

these  negotiations.     I  can   assure  them, 

that  if  they  do  assume  such  a  tone,  they 

will   find  Austria,   Prussia,  and   Russia, 

ready  to  chime  in  with  it.     At  present, 

those  Powers  dare  not  assume  that  tone, 

whilst  the  French  are  allowed  to  domi- 
neer, as  they  recently  have  domineered,  in 

the  Conferences.  I  implore  your  Lordships 

to  look  at  the  state  of  Europe,  and  of 

France  at  present,  and  to  contrast  it  with 

the  state,  in  which  both  were  at  the  period 

when  the  noble  Earl  was  first  selected  to 

administer  the  Government  of  this  great 

country.    France  is  now  in  possession  of 

Greece,  of  Algiers,  of  Lisbon,  and,  for 

aught  I  know  to  the  contrary,  of  the  Por- 
tuguese fleet.     [Earl  Crrey. — No!      The 

£su*l  noble  says  No ;  but,  such  I  contend, 

may  be  the  case ;  and  now  we  are  about  to 

place  her  in  possession  of  the  fortresses 

m  Belgium,  into  which  country  she  has 

been   permitted   to  march   50,000   men, 

and   we   have  deserted    and  abandoned 

Holland  to  the  tender  mercies  of  France. 

Such  is  the  picture  of  the  noble  Earl's  di- 
plomacy in  respect  of  our  foreign  relations, 

and  I  wish  him,  heartily,  joy  of  it.     I  trust 

that  the  noble  Earl  will  do  me  the  favour 

to  answer  the  questions  I  have  respect- 
fully put  to  him ;  while  I  think  the  pub- 
lic, who  are  not  in  this  House,  but  who 

will  see  the  satements  which  I  have  so 

imperfectly  made  to  your  Lordships,  will 

think  me  deserving  of  some  answer  from 

him.     The  noble  Earl  will,  I  dare  say, 

find  fault  with  me  for  entering  so  much 

at  large  into  this  subject — all  I  can  say  is, 

that  he  may  thank  himself  for  my  having 

done  so:  if  nehad  consented  theotherday, 

as  I  think  a  Minister  in  his  situation  was 

bound  to  do,  to  give  me  the  information 

which   I  then  solicited,  your  Lordships 

would  have  been  spared  the  trouble  you 

have  now  had  of  hearing  me  at  so  great 

a  length.      In  conclusion,  my  Lords,  I 

will  only  beg  to  return  you  my  most  sin- 
cere thanks  for  your  kind  patience  in  list- 
ening to  the  arguments  which  I  have  very 

humbly  and  very  imperfectly,  but  I  will 

saj  conscientiously,  advanced.  I  there- 
fore,  my  Lords,  beg  leave  to  move, "  l\iat 
an  bumble  Address  be  presented  lo  Yi\&\Wtt^<sQV!^xvX.  \.o  ^^  ^j^>(^t\x\bssox^  void 
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Majesty,  praying  that  his  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  order,  that  there 
be  laid  before  your  Lordships'  House 
co[)ies  or  extracts  of  such  papers  relating 
to  the  negotiations  between  Belgium, 
Holland,  and  this  country,  as  can  be  pro- 
duced without  any  detriment  to  the  pub- 
lic service." 

Earl  Orey :  I  certainly  feel,  my  Lords, 
that  with  respect  to  the  transactions  to 
which  the  noble  Marquis  has  alluded,  I 
am  subject  to  a  very  great  and  a  very 
heavy  responsibility;  and  from  that  re- 
sponsibility, when  I  am  properly  called 
upon  to  answer,  I  shall  not  desire  to  flinch. 
There  is,  however,  one  responsibility  which 
I  disclaim,  and  that  is  the  responsibility  of 
being  in  any,  the  slightest,  degree  the  cause 
of  the  very  long  speech  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  thought  proper  to  deliver  upon 
this  occasion.  That  responsibility  rests 
solely  on  the  noble  Lord  himself ;  and  I 
hope  that  when  he  retires  from  this  place, 
he  will  be  able  to  reflect  with  a  satisfied 
conscience  on  the  course  which  he  has 
pursued  to-day,  and  on  the  line  of  ar- 
gument by  which  he  has  attempted  to 
support  his  Motion.  I  should  be  sorry, 
my  Lords,  if  I  could  be  justly  taunted 
with  having  been  on  any  occasion  de- 
ficient, either  in  my  duty  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  or  in  the  courtesy  which  every 
Member  of  this  House  has  a  right  to  ex- 
pect from  another.  I  am  not  conscious, 
provoked  as  I  have  been,  irritated  as  I 
have  been  by  questions  put  to  me  day 
after  day,  accompanied  by  invectives  and 
declamations  not  very  usual  in  this  place, 
and  founded  not  on  answers  which  I  ever 
gave,  but  on  answers  which  it  was  supposed 
probable  I  might  give; — provoked  and  irri- 
tated, my  Lords,  as  I  have  been,  I  might 
perhaps  be  excused  if  human  infirmity 
had  betrayed  me  into  an  improper  warmth; 
but  though  I  might  be  excused,  I  am  not 
conscious  that  I  ever  gave  way  to  such 
feelings,  or  ever  treated  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships either  with  want  of  courtesy  or  with 
disrespect.  My  answer  to  the  complaint 
of  the  noble  Lord  is,  that  if  he  put  certain 
questions  to  me,  because  he  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  put  them,  I  withheld  an 
answer  to  those  questions  because  I  felt  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  withhold  it.  The  noble 
Marquis  must  excuse  me,  if  I  state  to  him, 
that  a  Motion  more  ill-timed,  more  desti- 
tute of  all  parliamentary  gpround  to  sup* 
i^Tl  It,  more  calculated  to  produce  em- 
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do  infinite  mischief  to  the  public  service 
— circumstances,  as  the  noble  Marquis 
admits  himself,  and  of  which  he  is 
well  aware,  I  never  heard  made  within 
the  walls  of  this  House.  If  it  be  the 
object  of  the  noble  Marquis  to  hurry 
this  country  into  a  war, — if,  in  calling 
upon  us  not  to  truckle  to  France,  he 
wishes  us  to  declare  open  war  against  that 
country,  undoubtedly  no  speech  could  be 
better  calculated  for  such  a  purpose.  For 
what  does  the  whole  of  his  long  speech 
come  to  but  this — that  it  is  our  duty  to 
support  the  interests  of  this  country,  and 
we  can  only  do  that  by  stopping  the 
course  now  pursued  by  France,  which,  ac- 
cording to  his  statement,  is  insulting  and 
injurious  to  us,  and  which,  upon  his  own 
showing,  we  cannot  stop,  except  by  an 
immediate  recourse  to  arms  ?  If  it  be  the 
wish  of  the  noble  Marquis  to,  cast' away  all 
plans,  all  management,  and,  contrary  to 
his  professed  desire  of  peace,  to  refuse  all 
confidence  in  the  professions  and  state- 
ments of  the  French  government,  and 
hurry  this  country  into  a  wide-spread 
and  lasting  war,  if  that  be  the  object  of 
the  noble  Marquis,  I  will  admit  that  he 
knows  how  to  attain  it,  but  I  will  be  no 
party  to  his  success.  For  the  alternative 
offered  us  by  the  noble  Marquis,  I  am  not 
at  present  prepared.  I  trust  that  this  coun- 
try does  still  possess  the  means,  as  I  know 
that  she  will  always  possess  the  spirit,  to 
vindicate  her  honour  and  her  interests, 
when  that  honour  and  those  interests  are 
attacked.  But  4  have  yet  to  learn,  that  it  is 
either  the  duty  or  the  interest  of  a  States- 
man, who  bears  a  sincere  love  to  peace, 
and  a  deep-rooted  hatred  of  war,  to  pre- 
cipitate those  measures  which  must  pro- 
duce the  greatest  of  all  national  evils — I 
mean  war — ^whilst  there  is  a  chance  of 
averting  it,  by  firm,  and  prudent,  and  de- 
liberate counsels.  I  beg,  my  Lords,  that 
you  will  not  overlook  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  noble  Marquis  calls  upon 
us  to  take  that  decisive  step,  which  may 
long  banish  from  Europe  all  the  blessings 
of  peace.  The  noble  Marquis  has  told  us, 
that  Russia  has  got  the  Cholera — that  she 
is  engaged  in  a  war  with  Poland — that  she 
would,  therefore,  have  great  difficulty  in 
bringing  her  forces  into  the  West  of 
Europe — and  that,  consequently,  she 
could  give  us  little  or  no  assistance.  He 
has  likewise  told  us,  that  Austria  and 
Prussia  are  both  in  a  great  degree  inca- 
pacitated by  circumstances  from  taking 
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an  active  share  in  any  general  European 
warfare ;  and  who,  that  looks  upon  the 
dissatisfied  and  disturbed  state  of  Italy 
and  of  Germany,  does  not  see  the  truth 
of  that  intelligence?  Such  being  bis 
premises,  what  do  your  Lordships  thint 
is  the  conclusion  of  the  noble  Mair^ 
quis?  That,  in  proportion  as  these  our 
Allies  are  weak,  and  incapable  of  as^ 
sisting  either  themselves  or  us,  are  we 
bound  to  enter  into  a  war  on  their  behalf 
against  France,  capable  as  she  now  is 
of  rousing  every  State  in  Europe  to  the 
most  dangerous  pitch  of  excitement.  I 
feel  all  the  difficulties  and  dangers  of 
such  a  position — I  feel,  too,  that  we 
may  possibly  be  reduced,  notwithstand- 
ing all  our  reluctance,  to  the  neces- 
sity of  meeting  these  difficulties  and 
these  dangers  in  the  face,  and  of  in- 
curring the  dreadful  evils  of  another  war 
in  support  of  our  national  character  and 
our  national  independence.  But  will  the 
noble  Marquis,  who  knows  nothing  of 
what  has  passed  in  these  Negotiations — 
who  sees  that  we  are  willing  to  forbear, 
as  long  as  forbearance  is  honourable — 
will  the  noble  Marquis  say,  that  the  mo- 
ment is  now  come,  when,  after  having 
taken  every  step  which  we  hitherto  have 
taken,  with  the  full  concurrence  of  all  the 
Powers  of  Europe,  and  when  we  have 
every  prospect  of  continuing  to  act  with 
their  concurrence,  if  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters are  permitted  to  follow  their  own 
policy — will  the  noble  Marquis  say,  that 
the  moment  is  now  come,  when  we  ought 
to  fly  in  the  face  of  them  all,  and  in  the 
face  of  our  own  previous  proceedings,  and 
thereby  to  involve  Europe  in  a  war  of 
opinions?  Notwithstanding  the  assertions 
of  the  noble  Marquis,  I  still  hope,  my 
Lords,  that  his  Majesty's  efforts,  directed 
to  preserve  the  repose  of  Europe,  and  the 
honour  of  our  country,  will  be  crowned 
with  success ;  but  in  order  to  produce  that 
result,  it  is  necessary  that  your  Lordships 
should  place  some  reliance  upon  those 
Mihisters  whom  his  Majesty  honours  by 
his  confidence.  Unless  you  are  prepared 
to  address  his  Majesty  to  remove  from  his 
counsels  the  Ministers  who  at  present 
direct  them,  it  is  only  fair  that  you  should, 
during  our  continuance  in  office,  give  us 
credit  for  conducting,  to  the  best  of  our 
ability,  these  negotiations,  which  I  admit  ' 
to  be  of  a  very  comphcated  nature.  I  say 
not  this  from  any  personal  feelings,  but  to 
make  your  Lordships  aware  of  the  diffi- 
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culties  of  our  position,  and  to  implore  you, 
not  by  any  rash  unadvised  measure  to 
compromise  the  country,  or  prevent  the 
negotiations,  which  have  the  preservation 
of  peace  for  their  object,  from  coming  to  a 
happy  termination.    He  was  not  prepared, 
tbe  noble  Earl  continued,  to  follow  the  noble 
Marquis  through  all  the  topics  of  his  desul- 
tory, and  he  must  add,  inconsistent  speech, 
in  which  he  had  touched  upon  some  mat- 
ters so  lightly,  that  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible to  understand  them,  and  in  which, 
upon  others,  he  had  hastened  to  certam 
compendious  conclusions,  which  might  be 
justified  by  his  own  views,  but  which,  as 
he  should  be  able  to  shew  at  a  proper  time, 
were  not  justified  in. any  degree  by  facts. 
The  noble  Marquis  had  inveighed  in  good 
set  tones,  but  not  with  very  sound  dis- 
cretion, against  Ministers,  for  abandoning 
their  doctrine  of  non-interference.     There 
was  not  a  principle  which  he  had  ever 
maintained  upon  that  point,  that  he  was 
not  ready  at  that  moment  to  re-assert.     He 
insisted,  that  the  principle  of  not  interfer- 
ing in  the  internal  affairs  of  other  nations, 
with  a  view  to  change  their  domestic  go- 
vernment, was   one  of  the  most  sacred 
principles  of  the  law  of  nations.     He  was 
ready,    however,  to  contend,    that    that 
principle  was  subject  to  exception  ;  and  as 
far  as  Belgium  and  Holland  were  con- 
cerned, there  was  no  choice  left  for  this 
country,  for  she  was  impelled  to  adopt  the 
course  which  she  had  taken,  in  conformity 
to  the  first  law  of  nature,  that  of  self-pre- 
servation.    She  was,  therefore,  bound  to 
interfere,  and  although  the  noble  Duke*s 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  authority  had 
been  referred  to  on  other  occasions,  he  had 
not  been  pressed  into  the  noble   Earl's 
service  on  this  occasion,  for  the  noble  Duke 
had  acted  upon  this  principle  in  the  present 
case,  and  he  was  far  from  blaming  him  for 
it,  as  his  interposition  was  specially  directed 
towards  averting  that  conflagration  which 
threatened  all  Europe,  and  he  accordingly 
united  with  Belgium  in  order  to  effect  a 
cessation  of  hostilities.      It  was  on 'the 
same   principle   that  the   Ministers  now 
acted — namely,  that  of  the  prevention  of 
and  if  they  did  avert  war,  they  only 


war 


acted  in  conformity  to  the  principles  of 
the  noble  Duke,  and  consequently  pre- 
served, what  he  had  deemed  to  be,  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  had 
followed    that   line  of  policy   which    he 

thought   was   necessary  for  her  weUwte. 

They  did  not  expect  to  receive,  l\\etefote 


the  animadversions  of  the  noble  Duke  and 
the  noble  Marquis,  who  bad  themsdves 
acted  upon  the  same  principles  under  the 
same  circumstances.  Nay  more,  the  ar« 
rangements  upon  which  tlie  present  Minis- 
ters had  acted,  had  actually  been  begun  by 
the  noble  Duke's  Cabinet,  for  the  very 
proper  purpose  of  averting,  what  he  at  the 
time  justly  termed,  the  conflagpration  of  En- 
rope.  He  particularly  alluded  to  that  wise 
interference  between  Holland  and  Bel- 
gium, in  which  it  was  distinctly  stated,  that 
*'  hostilities  shall  cease  between  these  two 
Powers,  and  that  we  (the  interfering  par- 
ties) will  not  permit  their  being  renewed;** 
of  which,  he  repeated,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  case,  wise  declara- 
tion, the  conduct  of  the  present  Miniaters 
with  respect  to  Belgium  and  Holland  was 
but  the  necessary  consequence.  If,  tbefe* 
fore,  war  should,  after  all  their  endeavouit, 
be  the  result  of  the  present  state  of  events, 
Ministers  would  have  the  conaolatioot  if 
they  were  in  error,  not  only  of  acting  in 
unison  with  the  great  Powers  of  Europe, 
but  of  following  the  path  of  the  noble 
Duke  and  his  Colleagues.  Bui  error  it 
was  not,  error  it  could  not  be;  indeed,  he 
in  his  conscience  felt  satisfied,  that  they 
were  consulting  the  best  interests  of  tbe 
country,  as  well  as  the  dictates  of  policy 
and  justice.  Their  Lordships  would  ex- 
cuse him  for  not  following  the  noble 
Marquis  through  the  several  topics  of  hb 
speech,  for  replying  to  his  animadversioni 
and  refuting  his  mis-statements,  would 
be  to  provoke  a  premature  discussion, 
which  would  not  only,  at  the  present  stage 
of  the  negotiations  to  which  the  j  referred, 
be  inconvenient  to  the  public  service,  bat 
might  be  dangerous  to  tne  ultimate  object, 
which  he  trusted  would  be  attained,  the 
preservation  of  the  peace  of  Europe.  The 
noble  Marquis  had  asked  him,  in  the  last 
sentence  of  his  speech,  whether  anything 
had  been  done  towards  a  positive  settle- 
ment of  the  present  angry  relations  be- 
tween Holland  and  Belgium  ?  He  wished 
to  God  that  he  could  answer  the  question 
directly  in  the  affirmative — but  he  could 
not ;  all  he  could  say,  was,  that  the  spe- 
cific settlement — so  desirable,  ho  was  sure, 
by  all — was  in  a  state  of  progress ;  and  he 
hoped,  that  during  the  progress  of  that 
settlement,  their  Lordships  would  see  the 
inexpediency  of  calling  for  information, 
the  production  of  which,  under  the  cir- 
\  eum^V^tve^^  v^^  ^  vcvcv&t  doUcate  negotiation. 
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country  had  in  view.  The  productioD  of 
the  inibrmation,  he  repeated,  would  at 
that  moment  be  highly  detrimental  to  the 
public  service  and  though  a  reference  to 
it  would  easily  expose  the  groundless- 
ness of  the  noble  Marquis's  attack,  he 
still,  by  not  producino^  it,  nor  referring  to 
it,  would  submit  patiently  to  the  noble 
Marquis's  vituperation  —  confident  that 
when  the  proper  hour  of  explanation  ar- 
rived, justice  would  be  awfirded  to  him  by 
their  Lordships  and  the  public.  The 
noble  Marquis  had  taunted  him  with 
having  departed  from  the  policy  so  long, 
according  to  his  statement,  pursued  with 
national  advantage  by  his  late  noble  re- 
lative. In  testifying  his  surprise  at  this 
alleged  departure,  the  noble  Marquis 
said,  that  **  after  the  present  Government 
was  formed  he  had  hoped  to  be  able  to 
give  to  it  his  support,  but  found  he 
could  not,  as  its  principles  were  not  those 
of  his  late  lamented  brother."  Now  this 
declaration  was  rather  strange,  for  on 
the  first  day  of  last  Session,  when  he  had 
not  the  remotest  expectation  of  filling  his 
present  office,  however  the  noble  Marquis 
might  have  felt,  he  had  stated  it  as  his 
deliberate  opinion,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  prevent  the  separation  of  Holland  and 
Belgium ;  that  it  in  fact  was  the  inevitable 
result  of  the  unnatural  union  and  forced 
system  of  the  balance  of  European  power 
by  which  they  had  been  most  injudiciously 
joined  together ;  and  in  illustration  of  his 
sentiments  he  quoted  the  observations  con- 
tained in  Lord  John  RusseH's  ingenious 
little  pamphlet  on  foreign  affairs,  written 
in  1821,  m  which  the  injustice  of  over- 
looking the  wishes  and  interests  of  a 
weaker  State,  in  order  to  promote  the 
views  of  a  stronger  party,  was  insisted 
upon.  But  that  was  not  the  first  time  in 
which  he  had  given  utterance  to  these 
opinions;  in  the  lifetime  of  the  noble 
Marquis*s  relative,  at  the  period  of  what 
was  called  the  original  settlement  of  Eu- 
rope, he  had  explained  them  at  length, 
and  had,  in  opposition  to  the  illustrious 
statesman  alluded  to,  entered  his  protest 
against  that  settlement,  as  a  measure  that 
must  necessarily  lead  to  all  the  conse- 
ouences  they  were  then  lamenting.  And 
the  result  had  unfortunately  proved,  that 
he  was  right,  and  that  the  noble  Marquis's 
relative  was  wfong.  He  did  not  say  this 
for  the  purpose  of  awakening  party  hos- 
tilities, or  of  revivinn  oontantions  long 
since  in  their  grave,  out  merely  to  vin- 


dicate his  own  consistency  from  the 
implied  censure  of  the  noble  Marquis. 
Indeed,  if  there  was  any  one  matter  upon 
which,  more  than  another,  he  prided  hun- 
self,  it  was  his  anxiety  to  bury  all  past 
animosities,  political  and  personaly  ia 
oblivion.  Because  it  was  his  misfortune 
to  have  differed  from  Mr.  Canning  on 
some  points  of  policy,  the  noble  Marquis 
seemed  to  think,  that  therefore  he  should 
have  the  more  closely  adhered  to  Lord 
Cattlereagh's ;  and  should  have  adopted 
another  line  of  policy  towards  Holland 
and  Belgium.  It  was  true,  that  he  had 
opposed  Mr.  Canning  in  some  parts  of  his 
policy,  and  in  so  doing  he  had  had  the 
misfortune  of  differing  from  some  of  his 
dearest  friends,  who  at  that  moment  acted 
with  .Mr.  Canning,  and  of  agreeing  with 
other  noble  Lords,  who  just  now  were  op- 
posed to  him.  However,  his  main  objec- 
tions to  Mr.  Canning's  government  were 
not  founded  on  the  foreign  pdicy  of  that 
Minister,  though  there  were  points  of  it, 
relating  to  Portugal  and  Qreece,  not 
wholly  unexceptionable,  but  some  points 
in  the  formation  of  that  government,  which 
it  was  not  necessary  to  enter  upon ;  sufiice 
it  that  they  were  not  personal  nor  factious, 
nor  influenced  by  any  other  consideration 
than  regard  for  the  permanent  welfare  of 
the  country.  But  he  had  zealously  8up« 
ported  Mr.  Canning's  foreign  policy  in 
general,  not  because  it  was  that  of  the 
noble  Marquis's  relative,  but  because  it 
was  a  step  towards  retracing  the  injudicious 
policy  of  his  predecessors.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Marquis  whether,  if  peace 
were  his  object,  and  he  desired  to  promote 
the  interests  of  Holland  and  this  country, 
the  violent  language  he  had  made  use  of 
in  reference  to  other  Powers,  parties  to 
the  negotiations  carrying  on  for  the  pre- 
servation of  these  interests,  could  serve 
any  good  purpose  ?  He  was  not  ashamed 
to  avow,  that  it  was  his  own  anxious  wish 
from  the  beginning  to  support  Holland, 
our  ancient  ally,  and  to  secure  her  inde- 
pendence, but  he  did  not,  therefore,  feel 
that  it  was  incumbent  upon  him  to  pre- 
cipitate this  country  into  a  war  for  that 
special  paipose.  But,  said  the  noMe 
Marquis,  ^^  You  have  not  ac\|iered  to  your 
own  positions ;  you  have  abandoned  them 
at  various  times  in  the  course  of  your 
negotiations  with  respect  to  Holland  and 
Belgium ;  therefore,  what  security  can  we 
have  that  even  your  present  settlement 
will  be  that  of  the  next  weekT  He 
2K2 
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would  ask  the  noble  Marquis,  was  this  oc- 
casional departure  from  the  letter  of  the 
original  matter  of  negotiation  unprecedent- 
ed ?     In  fact,  did  he  ever  know  of  any 
negotiation,  the  terms  of  which  were  not 
influenced  and  modified  by  time  and  cir- 
cumstances ?  That  may  be  all  true,  admits 
the  noble  Marquis,  but  why  make  each 
step  in  your  negotiation  an  abandonment 
of  the  interests  of  the  king  of  Holland  ? 
At  the  proper  time  he  would  be  prepared 
to  convince,  if  not  the  noble  Marquis,  at 
least  their  Lordships  and  the  public,  that 
such  had  not  been  the  case,  and   that, 
however  present  circumstances  might  be 
lamented,  they  were  the  inevitable  results 
of  the  policy  of  the  late  Administration. 
With  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  French 
government,   in    reference    to    Belgium, 
upon  which  the  noble  Marquis  had  anim- 
adverted, he  was  bound  to  state,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  French  government  in  the 
whole  transaction  had  been  most  fair  and 
open.     It  had  been  called  upon  to  inter- 
fere, pursuant  to  treaty,  in  the  case  of  an 
armistice    violated    without    notice,   and 
contrary  to    the  understanding    of   the 
other    parties    to    that    armistice.      But 
France  had  only  been  called  upon  as  this 
country,  and    the  other  parties    to   the 
treaty,  had   been   called  upon;   and   in 
acting  as  France  had  done,  the  French 
government  felt  it  was  merely  fulfilling  its 
solemn  engagement.     "  Admitted,"   says 
the  noble  Marquis,  **  but  why  not  await 
the  result  of  negotiation  and  concerted 
mediation  V  He  was  not  then  called  upon 
to  discuss  that  point.     It  was  sufficient 
for  the  present  purpose  to  state,  that  the 
French  government  had  not  interfered  but 
on  this  most  pressing  solicitation,  and  had 
given  the  most  positive  assurance  "that 
its  sole  object  was  the  defence  of  Belgium, 
and  when  that  shall  have  been  secured, 
and  the  Dutch  troops  shall  have  repassed 
into  Holland  (he  was  not  aware  whether 
the  French  had  as  yet  crossed  the  Belgic 
frontiers — there  was  no  official  account  of 
their  having  done  so),  the  French  troops 
shall  forthwith  return  within  the  French 
frontiers."    This  assurance  struck  him  as 
most  satisfactory.     At  a  proper  time  it 
would  be  seen  with  whom  the  blame  ori- 
ginally lay — that  is,  whether  the  conduct 
of  the  king  of  Holland,  in  violating  an 
armistice  which  it  was  his  duty  and  in- 
terest  to  observe,  was  the  proximate  cause 


Dutch  Majesty  had  all  along  acted  wholly 
on  the  defensive.     He  must  again  repeat, 
that  he  could  not  enter  into  a  discussion 
of  the   merits  of  the   question  between 
Holland  and  Belgium,  while  negotiations, 
having  the  permanent  settlement  of  the 
dispute  for  their  object,  were  still  pending. 
Should  they  fail  in  effecting  that  settle- 
ment, or  should  u  discussion  on  its  merits 
be  expedient  before  its  termination,  then 
he  would  be  prepared  to  produce  such 
information  as  would  enable  them  to  dis- 
cuss it  without  doing  injustice;  but  till 
either  emergency  had  arisen,  or  till  the 
settlement  had  been  finally  concluded,  he 
felt  it  due  to  the  King's   Government, 
to  himself,  and  the  country,  to  deprecate 
all    discussion    as  premature    and    mis- 
chievous.    At  that  stage  of  the  proceeding 
he  felt,  that  not  to  withhold  the  important 
information  to  which  the  noble  Marquis's 
observations  referred,  would  be  improper 
and  unsafe,  and  therefore,  in  postponing 
all  discussion  to  a  fitting  period,  he  felt 
that  he  was  only  performing  his  duty  as  a 
Minister,  and  following  the  conduct  of  all 
his  predecessors  in  office.    If,  however,  the 
noble  Lords  opposite  should  deem  it  other- 
wise, and  that  the  House  should  agree  with 
them   that   Ministers   were   pursuing  an 
unwise  policy  with  respect  to  Holland  and 
Belgium — a  policy  derogatory  from   the 
honour  of  the  country  and  the  Sovereigrn — 
why,  let  them  explicitly  say  so  at  once,  and 
let  the  noble  Marquis  come  forward  with 
a   direct   motion   to  dispossess   them  of 
their  present  places,  instead  of  endeavour- 
ing to  hold  them  up  to  public  censure  hy 
indirect  attacks  like  the  present.     This 
would  be    the  more   manly  course — the 
easiest  to  be  grappled  with.     But  he  con- 
fidently appealed  to  their  Lordships  and 
to  the  country,  not  to  withhold  their  con- 
fidence from  Ministers  so  long  as   they 
pursued  a  line  of  conduct  which,  once  for 
all,  he  repeated,  he  should,  at  the  proper 
time,  be  prepared  to  show,  was  that  most 
conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  did  not  rise, 
as  he  had  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  to 
throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  Minis- 
ters, in  their  present  negotiations,  but  to 
offer  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the 
part  taken  by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
in  the  recent  trajisactions,  which  not  only 
involved  the  honour  and  interests  of  that 
monarch,  but,  as  it  struck  him,  of  this 


of  the  march   of  the   French  troops,  otWc^w^Vr^  "aXwi.   "^WvW  Wd  to  complain 
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was,  that  we  had,  through  them,  lost  that 
influence  over  the  government  of  the  Ne- 
therlands, which  it  had  been  the  endeavour 
of  all  English  statesmen  to  obtain  and 
[)reserve  ;  and  what  he  had  to  contend 
was,  that  all  the  mischievous  consequences 
which  had  followed  to  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands, our  ancient  ally,  from  these 
transactions,  were  the  result  of  this  lost 
influence  on  the  part  of  England.  The 
kingdom  of  the  Netherlands  had  been,  as 
he  had  explained  on  a  former  occasion, 
established  by  the  Treaties  of  1814  and 
1815,  the  parties  to  which  alone  had  the 
right  of  determining  the  expediency  of  se- 
parating that  kingdom  into  that  of  Hol- 
land and  Belgium,  as  at  present.  When 
that  separation  had  been  agreed  upon  by 
the  Allied  Powers,  parties  to  the  Treaties 
of  1814  and  1815,  the  terms  of  an  armis- 
tice were  laid  down  between  Holland  and 
Belgium,  in  which,  by  implication,  the 
Duchy  of  Luxemburg  was  guaranteed  to 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands.  Now  he 
maintained,  that  the  conditions  of  that 
armistice  had  not  even  yet  been  faithfully 
observed  by  the  mediating  parties,  and 
that,  so  far  as  it  had  been  acted  upon,  it  was 
to  the  prejudice  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands. It  was  true,  that  Holland  and 
Belgium  were  bound,  by  the  five  Allied 
Powers,  to  suspend  the  hostilities  at  the 
lime  threatened  between  them;  but  it  was 
e(|ual!y  true,  that  it  was  impossible  to  ar- 
rive at  a  sound  opinion,  on  tlie  part  which 
ihc  king  of  the  Netherlands  had  taken,  in 
breaking  that  armistice,  without  taking 
into  account  all  the  transactions  subse- 
quent to  its  original  promulgation,  and  up 
to  the  period  of  the  appointment  of  the 
new  king  of  Belgium.  The  armistice  was 
followed  up  by  the  Conferences  at  Lon- 
don, which  ended  in  the  determination, 
that  as  it  was  impossible  to  bring  two  hos- 
tile portions  of  the  kingdom  of  the  Nether- 
lands back  into  friendly  union  under  one 
government,  the  6ve  Allied  Powers  should 
apply  themselves  to  effecting  the  separ- 
ation of  these  two  portions,  into  the  se- 
parate kingdoms  of  Holland  and  Belgium. 
He,  in  common  with  their  Lordships, 
viewed  that  separation  as  perhaps  unavoid- 
ble;  at  least,  be  considered  that  the  re-union 
of  the  two  separated  kingdoms  under  the 
one  monarchy,  was  hardly  practicable. 
That  was  not,  howeyer,  the  matter  at 
issue.  What  he  wished  to  call  their  Ix)rd- 
ships'  attention  to  was,  that  in  effecting  the 
9e|mratioD|  the  interests  of  HoUimd  w«r« 


wholly  overlooked  by  the  English  Minis- 
try.    He  believed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  basis  of  the  separation  was  not  form- 
ally communicated  to  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment.    He  could  not  take  it  upon  him  to 
state  this  fact  positively,  but  he  would 
say,  that  he  had  no  doubt,  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Ponsonby),  who  acted  as  the 
agent  to  the  parties  in  the  Conferences  at 
London,  did  not  make  the  communication 
as  soon  as  he  might  have  done.     On  that 
noble  Lord  first  repairing,  in  his  capacity 
of  agent,  to  Brussels,  he,  so  far  from  com- 
municating the  record  of  the  arrangements 
which  had  been  concluded  by   the  five 
Allied  Powers,  with  respect  to  Holland 
and  Belgium,  to  the  Dutch  government, 
returned  for  instructions,  as  to  whether  he 
should  or  not — though   he  had  already 
announced  it  to  the  provisional  govern- 
ment at  Brussels — also  communicate  its 
purport  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands ; 
and  was  sent  back  with  instructions  in  the 
affirmative.     In  consequence  of  these  in- 
structions, the  noble  Lord  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Dutch  government,  in  which, 
as  it  should  seem,  on  his  own  responsibility, 
he  gave  up  one  of  the  most  important 
topics  in  the  original  record  of  the  basis 
of  the  separation — that,  namely,  which 
guaranteed  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
the  possession  of  the  Duchy  of  Luxemburg. 
This  very  important  omission,  of  course, 
gave  rise  to  just  complaints  on  the  part  of 
the  king  of  Holland.  That  monarch  found, 
first,  that  the  five  Allied  Powers  agreed 
to  a  certain   basis  of  separation  of  the 
northern  and  southern  portions  of  his  do- 
minions into  two« independent  States,  ac- 
cording to  which  basis  he  was  to  be  se- 
cured the  possession  of  his  Duchy  of  Lux- 
emburg ;  and  next  he  found,  that  instead 
of  their  accredited  agent  communicating 
to  him  the  record  of  this  basis,  to  which  it 
was  more  than  probable  he  would  have  at 
once  assented,  he  announced  the  separa- 
tion in  terms  of  which   the  retention  of 
this  Duchy  formed  no  part — nay,  in  which 
it  was  laid  down,  that  he  was  also  to  for- 
feit that  portion  of  his  dominions.     And 
feeling  this,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
very  Justly  complained,  particularly  so  far 
as  tills  Government  had  thus  acted  towards 
an  ancient  ally,  with  whom  it  had  been  our 
policy  to  cultivate  amicable  relations  for  the 
last  150  years.     He  wished  to  make  their 
Lordships  fully  aware  of  the  importance  of 
this  Tiew  of  that  Monarchs  conduct — the 
rathwi  a«  Fnwoe  was  a  party  to  the  ar<* 
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rangemcnt,  and  tliat  an  English  nobleman 
was  the  agent  of  tlio  Contcrenccs  which 
had  thus  acted  so  partially,  and  inconsist- 
ently, and  unjustly,  towards  the  king  of 
Holland — features  of  the  transaction  which 
prevented  him  from  sitting  silent,  when 
they  were  referred  to  in  the  Debate.     He 
feared  that  public  opinion  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  declare,  that  in  furthering  the  set- 
tlement of  the  new  kingdom  of  Belgium, 
England  had  abandoned  the  interests  of 
our  ancient  ally,  the  king  of  Holland.     It 
had  long  been,  he  repeated,  the  anxious 
policy  of  this  country,  to  cultivate  the  most 
friendly  intercourse  with  that  monarch,  to 
secure  the  integrity  of  his  territory,  against 
the  encroachments  of  France.     It  was  the 
old  interests  of  England,  no  less  than  of 
Holland,  that  Belgium  should  be  l^eyond 
the  control  and  influence  of  the  French 
government,  and  yet  Ministers  had    set 
these  interests  at  nought,  or  rather,  aban- 
doned them  in  favour  of  Belgium.     It  was 
our  interest  not  to  let  the  French  troops 
overrun  Belgium,  as  they  no  doubt  would 
do,  if  they  had  not  done  so  already ;  and  it 
was  no  valid  justification  of  the  injury  to 
our  national  interests,  that  their  having 
done  so  was  in  pursuance  of  a  treaty,  to 
which  we  also  were  a  party,  for  guarantee- 
ing the  integrity  of  the  new  kingdom  of 
Belgium.     He  asked,  what  business  had 
we  to  guarantee  this  integrity  at  the  ex- 
pense of  Holland  ?     None  whatever ;  nay 
more,  our  only  business  ought  to  have 
been,  to  guarantee  the  integrity  of  Hol- 
land against  Belgium  and  other  Slates. 
Let  their  Lordships  look  also  how  the  in- 
terests of  the  king  of  Holland  had  been 
abandoned   in   the  eighteen   preliminary 
articles  referred  to  by  his  noble  friend.    In 
the  original  basis  of  separation,  the  king 
of  Holland  was  guaranteed  the  Duchy  of 
Luxemburg.     He  was  willing  to  abide  by 
that  basis.      In  the  meantime,  however, 
the  new  king  of  Belgium  had  stepped  in, 
and  swore  to  the  maintenance  of  the  con- 
stitution  which   the   Allied  Powers  had 
drawn  up,  of  which  constitution,  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Duchy  of  Luxemburg  to 
the  new  kingdom,  was  a  fundamental  ar- 
rangement.   The  king  of  Holland  had  just 
ground  of  complaint  against  this  country, 
and  the  other  parties  to  the  articles  ;  and 
this,  too,  in  favour  of  a  newly-elected 
king,  whom  no  Power  in  Europe  as  yet 
had    recognized,    except    the    kings    of 
France  and  England.     Was  it,  therefore, 
surprising  that  the  king  of  the  Nether- 


lands should  complaiii  of   his  intemts 
being  thus  abandoned  by   as?     Was  it 
surprising,  too,  that  we  had,  in  fact,  lost 
our  influence  over  the  Dutch  government? 
Could  it  be  expected,  that  we  should  re- 
tain the  good-will  of  a  State  whose  intexesis 
wc  thus  disregarded  ?     He  would  not  then 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  qoestioD 
involved  in  the  breaking  of  the  armistice 
by  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,   further 
than  to  beg  their  Lordships*  attention  to 
the  provocation  which  that  Monarch  hsd 
received,  before  he  had  proceeded  to  ex- 
tremities, and  to  the  decisive  effort  he 
had   made   beforehand   to    avert   them; 
and,  above  all,  to  the  strange  conduct  of 
Ministers  with  respect  to  that  effort*  After 
the  king  of  Holland  had  received  the  oom- 
munication  of  the  terras  upon  which  the 
Allied  Powers  had  agreed  to  the  aeparatioo 
of  Holland  and  Belgium,  he  forwarded  a 
despatch  to  the  British  Government,  in 
which  he  distinctly  states,  that  he  wiU 
endeavour  to  maintain  the  original  ba» 
of  the  separation — par  ses  mayens  miii- 
taircs — an  expression  too  plain  to  he  mii- 
taken.     Now  this  letter  was  delivered  st 
the  Foreign  Office,  by  M.  Zuylen  de  Ny- 
evelt,  on  Wednesday,  at  twelve  o'clock, 
but,  strange  to  say,  was  not  opened  by  tbe 
noble   Foreign    Secretary    till   next  dsy. 
That  is,  a  letter  containing  this  import- 
ant   communication,    was     not    opened 
till  it  was  too  late  to  prevent  the  mis- 
chief it  was  intended  to  warn  our  Govern- 
ment was  likely  to  ensue.     This,  it  w» 
most  important  to  bear  in  mind ;  for  he 
maintained,  that  had  that  letter  heen,  ai 
it  ought  to  have  been,  opened  on  its  sr- 
rival  at  the  Foreign  Office,  there  would 
have  been  sufficient  time  to  prevent  the 
march  of  the  French  troops  across  tbe 
Belgian  frontier,  and,  indeed,  that  of  the 
Dutch  troops  across  their  own  frontier,  if 
they  had,  which  he  doubted,  even  as  yet, 
crossed  that  frontier.     He  was  anxious  to 
obtain  information  with  respect  to  the  de- 
lay in  opening  this  important  connmunics- 
tion,  and  he  hoped  it  would  he  satisfsc* 
tory. 

Earl  Oreij  was  sure,  that  the  explanatioD 
he  had  to  afford  the  noble  Dnke  would  be 
satisfactory,  and  would,  moreover,  show 
the  inconvenience  of  the  premature  dis- 
cussion to  which  the  two  noble  Loids  op- 
posite would  lead  the  way,  and  against 
which  he  had  in  vain  often  raised  his  voice* 
The  noble  Duke  had  refenwd  to  m  lam 
from  the  Dutch  govmrnea^  fMUk  M 
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been  delivered,  as  he  had  correctly  stated, 
on  Wednesday  (at  twelve  o'clock),  with 
the  view  to  induce  their  Lordships  to  believe 
that  it  contained  a  warlike  menace,  on  the 
part  of  the  king  of  Holland.  The  n(^le 
Duke  interpreted  the  expression  moftns 
tniUiaires^  as  if  it  had  no  other  meaning 
than  military  ^'means''  or  instruments. 
Now,  he  put  it  to  their  Lordships,  whether 
the  obvious  signification  of  the  terms 
moyens  militaires  was  not  military  **  mea- 
sures.'' ['*lfoV*  from  Duke  of  Welling  tan.] 
The  noble  Duke  might  say  "No,"  but 
he  was  singular  in  his  interpretation, 
it  was  true,  as  the  noble  Duke  had 
stated,  that  M.  Zuylen  de  Nyevelt  had 
forwarded  to  tlie  Foreign  Office,  on  Wed- 
nesday niglit,  the  document  referred  to; 
but,  as  it  was  addressed,  not  to  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  but  to  the  Conference  at  large, 
it  was  not  opened  till  the  Conference  bad 
met  on  the  next  day — ^Thursday.  In  the 
mean  time,  we  had  received  despatches 
from  the  British  Ambassadors  at  the  seve- 
ral courts,  to  which  a  similar  letter  had 
been  addressed  by  the  king  of  Holland, 
and  they  had  unanimoasly  concurred  in  in- 
terpreting the  expression  moyens  in  a  sense 
different  from  that  of  the  noble  Dnke. 
They,  in  fact,  in  common  with,  not  only 
the  members  of  the  Cabinet,  including,  of 
course,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  but  also  the 
Ambassadors,  parties  to  tlie  Conference, 
united  in  giving  to  the  expression  but  the 
one  obvious  meaning  of  being  a  mere 
'*  measure,"  not  implying  actual  warfare. 
They  never,  for  a  moment,  contemplated 
the  proceedings  of  the  king  of  Holland, 
and  all  united  in  expressing  their  surprise 
at  his  violation  of  the  armistice.  But,  to 
put  this  interpretation  beyond  all  doubt, 
M.  Falck,  the  Ambassador  from  the  king 
of  Holland,  as  well  as  M.  Zuylen  de  Nye- 
velt, were  called  in  to  the  Conference  on 
the  day  when  the  letter  was  opened,  and 
asked  to  explain  what  meaning  they 
attached  to  the  phrase.  Their  answer 
was,  "  that  they  had  no  instructions  from 
their  sovereign  which  would  enable  them 
positively  to  specify  its  meaning." 

The  Dukecf  fTe/^oi^taii  would  not  deny 
that  the  expression  mogens  might  be  ren^ 
dered  **  measures  ;**  but  contended  that 
"  means"  or  **  instruments"  were  its  most 
obvious  meaning. 

Earl  Grey  repeated,  that  all  the  courts 
to  whom  the  letter  had  been  addressed  had 
interpreted  it  differeatij.    BeskJbs,  his  no- 

bb  friendy  the  Foieign  Secan^tary,  had,  on 


the  Thursday  alluded  to,  half  an  hour's 
conversation  with  the  Dutch  Ambassador, 
during  which  not  a  word  transpired  that 
would  lead  to  the  beliefthat  he  had  looked 
npon  it  in  the  light  of  the  noble  Duke — 
that  is,  as  implying  overt  hostility. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  felt  the  inconve- 
nience of  at  all  entering  into  a  discussion 
upon  the  subject-matter  of  delicate  nego- 
tiations still  pending,  and  which  could  not 
be  properly  dbcussed,  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  without  a  violation  of  necessary 
secresy.  If,  however,  danger  be  the  re- 
sult of  the  irregular  discussion  thus  per- 
sisted in — if  peril  be  the  consequence  of 
partial  disclosures  of  matters  referring  to 
still  pending  negotiations — if  the  present 
groundless  remarks  and  insinuations  of 
noble  Lords,  anxious  to  embarrass  Minis- 
ters, should,  unhappily,  be  the  means  of 
throwing  obstacles  in  the  way  of  those  set- 
tlements and  treaties,  by  which  we  hoped 
to  avert  war,  not  merely  from  Holland 
and  Belgium,  but  the  whole  world,  he 
and  his  colleagues  washed  their  hands 
of  the  consequences — be  they  on  the 
noble  Marquis,  who  cared  not  for  them — 
be  they  on  his  supporters,  who,  if  hewasnot 
gpneatly  mistaken,  were  not  quite  so  careless 
as  to  what  might  be  the  result  of  their  pro- 
ceedings. The  noble  Marquis,  who, as  the 
mouth-piece  of  a  party  more  wary  than 
himself,  had  brought  forward  the  present 
Motion,  most  probably  disregarded,  if  in- 
deed he  clearly  saw,  the  probable  and  la- 
mentable results  of  such  a  mischievous  pro- 
ceeding; but  not  so  those  other  noble  Lords 
who  had  cheered  him  on,  who,  it  wasnoteasy 
to  believe,  could  be  ignorant  of  the  evils — 
the  alarming  evils— it  might  inflict  upon 
the  country.  Not  only  was  the  noble  Mar- 
quis made  the  mouth-piece,  but  he  was 
likewise  created  the  head-piece  of  the 
party ;  and  he  availed  himself  of  his  being 
this  head-piece,  to  snatch  every  possible 
opportunity  of  a  chance  debate,  to  brinff 
forward  the  most  unfounded  charges,  ana 
to  make  the  most  uncandid  statements 
and  unauthorized  assertions  that  any 
Member  of  the  Legislature  ever  ventured 
upon.  He  would  remind  their  Lordships 
or  the  results  of  similar  discussions,  which 
had  taken  place  at  no  great  distance  of 
time,  as  an  illustration  of  the  consequences 
of  the  secrets  of  negotiation  being  pre- 
served in  one  place,  while  they  were,  de  die 
m  diem  promulgated  in  another,  and  that 
other  a  public  assembly.  Did  their  Lord- 
ships mok  thai  negotiations  were  be- 
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nefitted  while  the  Belgian  Cungress  were 
daily  informed  of  them  ?     And  who  were 
so  ready  to  exclaim,  who  so  ready  to  draw 
the  moral  from  the  talc,  who  so  ready  to 
talk  of  the  danger  of  popular  governments, 
and  to  mark  the  certain  conse([uences  of 
ever  permitting  the  secrets  of  negotiations 
to  transpire,  as  being  totally  incompatible 
with  their  successful  issue  ?     Tliey  were, 
he  believed,  the  very  persons  who  urged 
forward  the  present  Motion  by  their  mouth 
and  head  piece,  the  noble  Marquis.  Then,  if 
he  wanted  a  reason  against  such  a  practice, 
without  going  to  Belgium,  without  leaving 
that  hall — he  would  not  say,  look  to  the 
danger,  for  that  would  apply  only  to  the 
noble  Duke,  who  had  marched  in  to  save 
his  less  considerate  friend — he  would  only 
say,  look  to  the  absurdity  of  such  pro- 
ceedings.    For  could  any  thing  be  more 
absurd,  than  for  persons  to  rush  \\\X.o  dis- 
cussions with  a  firm  confidence  that  the 
information  on  which  they  raised  debates 
was  perfectly  accurate,  when  it  turned  out 
that  never  were  the  assertions  urged  in  a 
meeting,  public  or  private,  or  in  any  court 
of  law,  where  hired  advocates  are  engaged 
to  assert  what  they  find  in  the  instructions 
they  receive,  more  unfounded  ?     And  ne- 
ver did  he,  in  the  course  of  his  experi- 
ence, judicial,  forensic,  or  parliamentary, 
see  any  case  in  which  the  facts  relied  upon 
were  more  unfounded   than  those  which 
had  given  rise  to  this  discussion.     In  the 
whole  course  of  his  experience,  he  had 
never  heard  any  man  go  into  a  court  of  law, 
even  among  the  hired  advocates,  whose 
professional  duty  it  was  to  make  speeches 
up  to  the  mark  of  the  statements  and  in- 
structions in  their  brief,  with  a  more  ex- 
aggerated statement.     He  did   not  state 
this  out  of  any  disrespect  to  professional 
orators,  or  hired  advocates,  he  only  made 
the  observation  by  way  of  acknowledgment 
to  the  noble  Marquis's  discreet  zeal  and 
consummate  judgment.  But,  in  the  present 
case,  what  was  the  charge  which  the  noble 
Marquis  had  brought  against  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  with  such  an  apparent  satisfac- 
tion, and  with  such  an  evident  expecta- 
tion of  carrying  the  House  with  him,  in  his 
zeal  to  condemn  the  government  of  the 
country  ?  His  charge  was,  that  if  his  noble 
friend,  who  had  presided  over  the  nego- 
tiations, had  only  been  a  little  more  alert 
— if  he  had  only  evinced  a  little    more 
alacrity,  and  had  he  been  more  alive  to  his 
duty, he  would  not  have  carried  in  his  poc- 
ket, for  twenty-four  hours,  this  sealed  letter, 


without  opening  it — a  letter  which  notified 
the  termination  of  the  armistice ;  and,  add- 
ed the  noble  Marquis,  had  the  letter  been 
opened,  there  was  no  saying,  even  he  him- 
self (Lord  Londonderry)  could  not  tell. 
what  benefits  might  not  have  been  derived 
by  stopping  the  military  operations.  There 
were  two  answers,  however,  to  this  charge 
of  the  noble  Marquis,  but  of  which  the 
noble  Duke  was  in  utter  and  in  hopelesi 
ignorance ;  first,  that  all  those  who  read 
the  document,  the  giving  of  which  was  to 
relieve  the  sovereign  of  Holland  from  the 
charge  of  breach  of  faith,  did  not  under- 
stand it  in  the  manner  the  noble  Duke 
did.  That  this  was  peculiar  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  he  was  glad 
did  not  happen  to  be  the  case,  for  there 
were  present,  the  Russian,  the  Prussian, 
the  Austrian  Ambassadors,  as  also  the 
French  M  inister — not  deficient  in  acnteoeu 
amongst  his  brothers — and  not  one  of  them 
could  perceive  this.  Moreover,  there  were 
all  the  Ministers,  in  what  some  might  call 
the  Boeotian  air  of  the  place  where  this 
letter  was  written,  and  they,  too,  were 
!  equally  incapable  of  understanding  this 
letter  to  be  a  declaration  of  hostilities. 
So  much  for  the  distinctness  of  this  docu- 
ment— a  fit  origin  for  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Marquis.  But  how  could  the  very 
opening  of  this  letter  stop  operations  al- 
ready begun  ?  For  this  notice  was  brooj^ht 
by  a  person  who  well  knew,  while  he  was 
the  bearer  of  this  sealed  document,  that, 
before  he  left  the  Hague,  orders  had  been 
given  to  the  army  to  march.  So,  even 
supposing  this  letter  to  be  as  plain  as  the 
alphabet,  and  that  we  got  it  on  Wednes- 
day, and  that  he  had  himself  concurred  in 
taking  measures  in  half  an  hour  afterwards, 
what  good  effect  could  this  produce?  But 
the  fact  was,  that  so  little  did  the  Jaches 
of  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  im- 
pede the  decisions  of  Government,  that 
measures  were  taken  by  the  Government 
before  twelve  o'clock  that  night,  tliey 
being  in  possession  of  intelligence  of  the 
intention  of  the  Dutch  government  (from 
other  sources)  to  break  the  armistice 
[''Vfh^iV'  from  Lord  Loiidonderrtf.]  "1 
say,  proper  measures  were  taken ;  but  if 
the  noble  Lord  wishes  me  to  tell  him  what 
they  were,  I  can  only  say,  that  here,  as 
in  other  cases,  he  reckons  very  much 
without  his  host.  If  the  letter  had  been 
opened,  nothing  more  could  have  been 
done,  since  the  person  who  brought  the 
letter,  and  came  over  to  oegocitta^ 
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that  the  treops  were  ordered  to  march." 
Now,  one  word  as  to  the  good  faith — the 
uberrima  fides — he  used  the  word  of  the 
Dutch  jurists— of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands. If  Mr.  Zuylen,  and  that  good  and 
excellent  friend  of  his  (Lord  Brougham's), 
the  Minister  of  the  King,  wished  to  give 
notice  what  his  master  meant,  it  was  ex- 
traordinary that  this  gentleman  gave  no 
intimation  of  it  to  the  Conference, 
though  he  was  aware  that  orders  had 
been  given,  before  he  left,  to  the  army 
to  march.  It  was  still  more  extraor- 
dinary that  this  gentleman  had  not 
dropped  the  most  remote  hint  of  this  dur- 
ing his  conference  with  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Whether  this  notice  was  drawn  up 
in  terms,  the  object  of  which  vras  not  to  be 
plain,  he  could  not  say,  but  it  looked  as  if 
such  was  the  case !  He  would  not  enter 
further  into  the  subject,  but  he  believed 
that  enough  had  been  said  that  night  to 
prove,  that  the  charge  which  had  been 
brought  forward  against  his  noble  friend, 
did  very  much  add  to  the  great  inconve- 
nience felt  from  entering  into  these  partial 
and  useless  statements.  The  noble  Duke 
had  said,  that  England  no  longer  possessed 
that  influence  which  she  once  so  happily 
exercised  in  the  affairs  of  Europe. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  —  I  said  of 
Holland. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  continued :  he 
begged  the  noble  Duke's  pardon  for  the 
error.  What  had  been  the  influence  to 
which  the  noble  Duke  alluded — the  in- 
fluence acquired,  or,  to  use  other  language, 
the  influence  consolidated  and  rendered 
permanent  by  that  final  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  Europe  in  1815?  The  settlement 
of  the  affairs  of  1815  had  indeed  been 
final,  for  every  year  had  seen  it  approach 
to  its  end,  and  in  the  short  efflux  of  time 
since  1815,  it  had  finally  ceased.  But 
when  the  noble  Marquis  talked  of  the  in- 
fluence of  England  in  foreign  States,  he 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  tell  him,  that 
he  would  never  consent  to  embroil  the 
peace  of  this  country  every  time  a  gun 
was  fired  on  the  Continent.  That  the 
present  race  had  outlived  the  follies  of 
their  predecessors,  he  was  not  the  man  to 
regret.  He  was  not  the  only  one  that 
took  credit  for  seeing  things  in  a  sounder 
light  than  their  ancestors  Godolphin  and 
Marlborough.  If  this  great  predecessor 
of  the  noble  Duke  had  only  lived  to  the 
year  1823,  he  would  have  held  down  his 
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up  his  eyes  with  amazement,  to  see,  that 
after  he  had  made  war  so  long  and  so 
gloriously,  in  order  to  prevent  France 
having  any  influence  beyond  the  Pyrenees, 
this  country  could  suffer  France  aMohitdy 
to  overrun  Spain,  without  firing  onesiule 
shot  in  her  defence,  (he  said,  God  form 
that  she  should  have  done  so),  bat,  what 
was  extraordinary,  without  her  using  any 
of  those  spirited  remonstrances,  and  of 
that  very  strong  language,  which  diplo- 
macy keeps  bottled  up  for  the  use  of  cabi- 
nets. The  noble  Marquis  had  said,  that 
it  was  the  paramount  duty  of  England  to 
protect  and  support  the  king  of  Holland, 
or  rather,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands,  for 
he  was  still  the  king  of  the  Netherlands, 
and  he  had  then  charged  Ministers  with 
having  deserted  that  monarch ;  and  more- 
over, the  noble  Marquis  had  insinuated, 
that  this  desertion  had  been  perpetrated 
with  the  sinister  view  of  promoUng  the 
election  of  Prince  Leopold  to  the  throne 
of  Belgium.  He  utterly  denied  the  whole 
of  the  charge.  He  would  assert  openly, 
and  without  any  fear  of  contradictioa,  that 
Ministers  had  not  interfered,  directly  or 
indirectly  ;  that  they  had  not  encouraged, 
and  far  less  enforced,  the  arrangements  by 
which,  the  Belgian  people  had  chosen  a 
king  for  themselves.  It  vras  very  well 
known,  that  Prince  Leopold  had  not  been 
the  first  person  upon  whom  the  choice  of 
the  Belgians  had  fallen.  The  choice,  in 
the  first  instance,  had  fallen  where  there. 
were  family  connexions  and  old  associa- 
tions to  favour  it :  the  views  of  the  people 
had  been  directed  to  the  Bourbon  famuy, 
and  to  the  ex-sovereign  family  of  France 
(the  Napoleon  family) ;  and,  in  either  case, 
he  supposed  it  could  scarcely  be  necessary 
for  him  to  state,  that  the  choice  would 
have  been  in  the  highest  degree  exception- 
able in  the  eyes  of  every  man  in  Europe 
who  did  not  wish  to  see  Belgium  become 
a  province  of  the  French  kingdom.  When 
the  noble  Earl  said,  that  Ministers  had 
interfered  so  far  as  to  say  who  shoald  be 
chosen,  or  when  he  asserted  that  they  bad 
at  all  interfered  with  the  Belgians*  free 
choice  he,  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  mast 
peremptorily — he  must,  with  the  utmott 
degree  of  distinctness,  plainness  and  em- 
phasis— deny  the  charge.  He  perfectly 
agreed  with  the  noble  Duke,  that  Miois- 
ters  had  no  right  to  interfere  with  the 
Belgians,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  on 
good  terms  with  England  as  the  friend  of 
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spect,  ouglil  to  l>o  a  iicut  rul  power.  He  had 
the  greatest  possible  respect  for  the  emi- 
nent virtues,  i'or  tlic  many  and  high  ac- 
quirements, and  for  the  prudence,  moder- 
ation, and  discretion  of  that  most  distin- 
guished Prince,  wiio  had  been  raised  to 
the  throne  by  the  free  voice  of  the  Bel- 
gian people.  Tiiat  illustrious  person  had 
not  one  drawback,  or  at  most,  he  had  only 
he  could  have  wished  that  Prince 
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Leopold  had  been  less  connected  with  this 
country,  because  he  did  not  wish  that  this 
country  should  be  particularly  connected 
with  Belgium.  In  no  case  could  England 
have  any  business  to  make  herself  a  party 
with  Belgium.  Then  came  the  noble  Duke's 
assertion,  thut  we  had  failed  to  advance 
the  interest  of  somebody  else  to  that  throne. 
Did  the  noble  Duke  think  that  the  king 
of  Holland  ought  to  have  been  elected 
king  of  Belgium?  [The  Duke  of  Welling^ 
ton  here  signified  dissent,]  lie  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  noble  Duke  did  not  wish  such 
a  thing.  The  noble  Duke  '  had,  with  that 
candour  which  was  so  charactenstic,stated, 
as  on  oUier  occasions,  his  opinions,  whe- 
ther those  opinions  were  in  favour  or 
against  the  Government.  But  here  the 
noble  Duke  ought  to  bear  in  mind  what 
were  the  dominions  of  Holland  properly 
considered  as  such,  when  he  spoke  of 
the  duchy  of  Luxemburg.  When  their 
Lordships  were  told  to  make  a  stand  about 
Luxemburg,  and  were  reminded  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  adhering  to  the  ancient  ally  of 
England,  it  was  essential  to  consider  what 
were  the  dominions  of  the  king  of  Holland 
(juasi  Holland.  Luxemburg  had  nothing 
to  do  with  Holland — it  was  rather  a  pri- 
vate possession  of  the  Niissau  family.  If 
Luxemburg  had  been,  like  Amsterdam  or 
Flushing,  belonging  to  the  territory  of  the 
United  Provinces,  then,  indeed,  it  would 
have  been  a  different  matter.  He  hoped, 
that  the  family  on  the  throne  of  Holland 
would  long  continue  to  reign.  He  trusted, 
that  the  monarch  would  see  the  necessity 
of  acting  with  justice  and  liberal  policy, 
such  as  became  the  king  of  a  free  people. 
It  would  be  advisable  for  him  to  eschew 
taking  all  advantage  of  attacking  a  neigh- 
bouring monarch,  if  he  wished  to  secure 
the  confidence  of  other  countries ;  and 
above  all,  let  him  avoid  that  which,  whe- 
ther proceeding  from  king  or  people,  was 
equally  detestable,  which  might  possibly 
plunge  Europe  in  a  general  war.  If  there 
were  a  sovereign  so  lost  to  all  that  was  es- 
sential to  the  happiness  and  tranquillity  of 


his  people-^if  there  were  a  sovereign  smit« 
ten  with  so  unholy  a  desire — if  there  were 
a  sovereign  who  entertained   so  reckless 
and  bloodthirsty  a  selfishness  as  the  con- 
quest of  a  province   (even  supposing  it 
might  have  been  unjustly  lost) — if  there 
were  a  sovereign,  who  knowingly  and  wil- 
fully plunged  Europe  into  war  for  such  an 
object — he  would  say,  that  sovereign  no 
longer  deserved  the  respect  and  devotion 
of  his  people.     He  had  always  expressed 
his  admiration  of  a   limited   monarchy, 
believing  it  the  best  calculated   for  the 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  the   people; 
but  if  he  found,  at  the  present  day,  that 
a  sovereign,  even  in  a  limited  monarchy, 
could  so  sport  with  the  happiness  of  hit 
people,  sacrificing  that  to  his  own  selfish- 
ness, it  would  go  far  to  make  him  change 
his  opinion  of  that  form  of  governmenr. 
The  noble  Marquis  had  attacked  his  Mi- 
jesty's  Ministers,  and  the   noble  £ari  at 
the  head  of  the  Administration  had  come 
in  for  a  good  share  of  his  censures.     The 
noble  Earl  had,  however,  duly  answered 
the  charges.     The  noble  Marquis  liad  at- 
tacked him  for  having  made  tliis  and  that 
apiiointment  in  his  own  family.    Amongit 
other  complaints  of  the  noble  Lord,  be 
urged,  that  his  noble  friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  had  appointed  to  a  high 
diplomatic  situation  a  relative,  certainly 
not  unworthy  of  that  trust,  and  that  he 
made  matter  of  grave   accusation,  as  if 
no   head  of  any   government   had   ever, 
under  the  influence  of  fraternal  affection, 
appointed  to  a  high  diplomatic  situatioQ, 
one  relative  who  was  the  furthest  in  the 
world  from   being  fit  for  such    a  tmst. 
The   noble    Marquis    had    attacked  the 
noble   Earl   for   his  diplomatic   appoint* 
ments,  and  had  complained  of  bis  hav- 
ing bestowed  a  bishoprick  on   his  rela- 
tive.   Now,  there  was  not  the  shadow  of 
truth  in  this  story,  and  the  only  inform- 
ation on  that  ground  was  derived   from 
what  the  noble  Marquis  and  his  friends 
on  that  side  of  the  House   seemed  to 
make   their  chief  study — he   meant  the 
newsfxipers.       Before  he  concluded  fac 
could  not  refrain  from  saying  a  few  woids 
as  to  what    fell    from  the   noble   Mar* 
quis  who  had  taken  the  lead  in  the  present 
discussion.     The  noble  Marquis  had  done 
him  the  honour  to  anticipate   from  his 
mouth  what  he  was  pleased  to  tenn  sar- 
casm and  vituperation ;  and,  althongfa  ha 
might  be  very  fond  of  indolging  thenm. 
he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  tka 
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Marquis  wsbs  himself,  in  no  small  degpree, 
addicted  to  attempts  of  that  nature:  it  by 
DO  means  followed,  however,  that  because  a 
man  was  fond  ofa  thing,  that  he  was  there- 
fore good  at  it.  The  noble  Marquis  labour* 
ed  hard  at  vituperation  and  sarcasm,  but  he 
still,  perhaps,  meant  no  harm.  He  was 
perfectly  innoxious.  Sarcasm,  in  its  origi- 
nal meaning,  meant  stripping  off  the  skin, 
and  the  noble  Marquis,  in  his  laborious  at- 
tempts at  that  species  of  rhetoric,  might 
still  show  the  same  spirit  as  if  he  made  the 
most  successful  speech  that  ever  had  been 
delivered  in  that  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  certainly  never  heard, 
there  or  any  where  else,  more  personal  allu- 
sions, hardly  ever  more  frequent  references 
to  particular  individuals  or  families;  cer- 
tainly, never  more  direct  censure  attempt- 
ed to  be  cast  on  Ministers,  at  home  and 
abroad,  and  especially  upon  the  represent- 
atives of  foreign  Powers  in  this  country. 
In  the  course  of  the  noble  Marquis's  speech, 
he  frequently  adverted  to  the  information 
which  he  derived  from  newspapers,  and  in 
the  same  breath  denounced  those  vehicles 
of  information,  though  almost  Till  the 
knowledge  be  appeared  to  possess  ai'ose 
from  what  they  supplied  him  with.  He 
must  address  the  noble  Lord  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  woman  in  the  play  "  fond, 
ungrateful  man  !"  for  if  ever  there  was  a 
man  who  was  both  fond  and  ungrateful 
it  was  the  noble  Marquis.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  how  he  could  have  gone  on 
without  the  assistance  of  the  newspapers  ? 
He  did  that,  notwithstanding  all  his  cen- 
sure of  the  daily  press,  which  perhaps 
had  never  before  been  done  in  a  House  of 
Parliament — he  not  merely  read  a  news- 
paper, for  the  purpose  of  laying  before 
the  House  a  document  or  a  narrative,  but 
he  laboured  to  eke  out  his  argument 
with  the  speculations  of  a  Parisian  Jaco- 
bin Journal.  The  noble  Marquis  quoted 
largely  from  The  l^mes  of  this  country,  a 
newspaper  which  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  reading,  but  to 
which,  considering  how  much  he  was  in- 
debted to  its  columns,  the  noble  Lord  had 
behaved  most  unhandsomely.  He  bor- 
rowed its  knowledge,  even  its  expressions, 
and  then  abused  it.  On  the  subject,  how- 
ever, which  that  newspaper  supplied  him 
with,  as  well  as  with  respect  to  the  feeling 
which  he  entertained  relative  to  the  nepot- 
ism of  which  he  aecused  his  noble  friend 
at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Qoremment. 
it  would  be  in  vain  sheoid  any  attempt 


be  made  to  disabuse  his  mind.  If  that 
mind  were  brayed  in  a  mortar,  prejudices 
could  not  be  beaten  out  of  it.  The  noble 
Marquis  complained,  that  two  rtwhima 
dors  and  an  Irish  Bishop  had  baen  tp« 
pointed  from  amongst  the  relatives  of  Hm 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty^ 
Government.  Now,  though  that  state- 
ment was  not  true,  he  recommended  his 
noble  friend  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty'a 
Government  to  realise  it;  and  at  least 
some  good  would  then  arise  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquis.  He  should 
have  thought,  that  the  noble  Marquis  wouhl 
have  been  the  last  to  allude  to  nepotism 
in  appointments  to  foreign  missions ;  he 
could  scarcelv  have  forgotten,  that  frater- 
nal affection  had  appointed  to  sach  mis- 
sions persons  unfit — notoriously  unfit-— 
unfit  to  a  degree  the  world  never  witness- 
ed before.  DelicacY  prevented  him  going 
any  further,  he  had  no  doubt  the  allu- 
sion would  be  properly  appltedi  and  while 
he  could  not  sufficiently  wonder  at  the 
noble  Marquis,  for  making  such  assertions 
he  could  not  sufficiently  admire  the  cour^ 
tesy  of  his  noble  friend  in  making  no  per- 
sonal allusions  in  his  reply.  He  should 
next  proceed  to  another  subject  equally 
distasteful  to  him.  It  had  been  heretofore, 
and  justly,  the  boast  of  this  country,  that 
amidst  all  the  contentions  of  party  strife, 
her  Statesmen  had  never  forgotten  what 
was  due  to  the  feelings  of  foreigners ;  it 
had  heretofore  been  to  the  credit  of  Bri- 
tish Statesmen,  that  they  acted  as  if  they 
knew  that  the  foreign  Ministers  in  this 
country  were  defenceless,  and  therelbipe 
ought  not  to  be  attacked^diat  they  were 
strangers,  and  therefore  entitled  to  hospi- 
tality— that  they  were  the  Ministers  of 
Sovereign  Princes,  and  that  therefore  to 
them  was  due  courtesy  of  a  higher  order; 
that  though  they  had  the  feelings  of  m^, 
they  had  the  duties  of  Ministers  to  per* 
form — the  duties  were  cast  upon  tlmm, 
the  feelings  were  born  with  them,  and  it 
might  not  always  happen  that  it  waa  in 
their  power  to  control  those  fedin^ :  it, 
thererore,  had  ever  been  the  practice  of 
British  Statesmen  to  avoid  attackiDg  per* 
sons  so  circumstanced;  becanse,  apart 
from  the  feelings  of  generosity,  which  be 
trusted  would  animate  the  mind  of  every 
Briton  raised  to  high  station,  it  could  not 
but  be  felt,  that  peace  or  war  might  dq>^id 
upon  the  feelings  of  persons  hdUing 
such  situations.  He  did  not  aUude,  fSor 
obrious  fMtanfy  to  what  bad  been  ffttt  tfJP 
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Prince  Talleyrand,  but  he  aliiidod  ffene- 
rally  to  what  had  been  said  of  the  liepre- 
sentatives  oF  Kings,  Potentates,  and  Powers 
maintaining  intercourse  with  this  coun- 
uy.  He  regretted  much,  that  they  had 
been  attacked — for  the  first  time  in  his 
life  had  he  heard  them  attacked  in  that 
House,  whose  duty  it  was  to  treat  them 
with  respect — he  had  heard  them,  in  so 
many  plain  words,  described  us  good  at 
ecarlc.  He  did  not  say  there  was  any 
thing  sarcastic  in  the  observation,  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  it  was  a  very 
coarse  attack,  and  was  calculated  to 
rankle  in  their  minds,  unless  it  met  with 
the  disapprobation  of  their  Lordships,  as 
much  as  the  happiest  epigram  that  the 
most  skilful  poet  ever  penned.  There 
could  be  no  doubt,  that  the  language  held 
would  by  them  be  regarded  in  the  light  of 
a  marked  and  decided  insult,  if  it  were 
not  at  once  put  down  by  a  unanimous  ex- 
pression of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
Assembly  in  which  it  was  pronounced. 
In  thus  applying  a  salve  to  the  scratch  or 
irritation — he  would  not  call  it  wound — 
so  inflicted,  he  would  add,  there  were 
none  to  whom  censure  of  any  kind  could 
be  less  applicable  than  to  the  Represent- 
atives of  foreign  Powers  in  this  country; 
they  were  men  of  qualiflcations  of  the 
highest  order — of  singular  endowments — 
of  great  acuteness — of  large  information — 
of  sound  and  acute  judgment;  it  would  be 
well  if  their  talents  in  this  respect  could 
be  caught  by  some  of  their  Lordships  ;  but 
it  would  seem,  that  this  quality  of  the 
mind  was  like  some  others,  a  gift  bestowed 
by  nature  ;  and,  above  all,  they  were  mm 
eminent  for  their  courtier-like  manners; 
and  well  calculated  to  conciliate,  rather 
than  provoke  the  resentment  of  men  with 
whom  they  mixed.  The  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord,  after  apologizing  for  the  praise 
thus  drawn  from  him  towards  personages 
so  independent  of  it,  went  on  to  say,  that 
he  wished  to  make  a  single  observation  on 
a  subject  dear  to  his  heart,  he  meant  the 
preservation  of  peace.  Those,  indeed, 
were  not  really  the  most  averse  from  war 
who  took  every  opportunity  of  expressing 
superfluous  horror  of  it ;  but  he  felt  with 
the  noble  Duke,  a  proud  confidence  in 
the  power  of  Great  Britain,  and  was  sure, 
that  if  in  a  just  cause  it  became  necessary 
for  this  country  to  draw  the  sword,  her 
resources  were  ample,  fully  ade((uate  to 
any  struggle  in  which  necessity  might  en- 
gage her.    Did  he,  therefore,  desire  to  seek 


cause  for  any  public  quarrel  ?  Quite  the 
contrary  ;  but  he  would  not  be  driven  to 
advise  the  drawing  of  the  sword  by  sense- 
less ribaldry,  or  by  any  consideratioD  less 
than  absolute  necessity;  for  when  once 
drawn,  no  man  could  tell  what  tides  of 
blood  might  be  shed — what  months  and 
years  might  pass  before  the  sword  could 
be  returned  to  its  scabbard.  Unless,  there- 
fore, a  case  of  the  clearest  necessity  should 
arise,  regarding  the  honour  and  the  inter- 
est of  Great  Britain,  he  should  esteem  it  a 
crime  of  the  deepest  dye  to  draw  that 
sword,  which  might  not  he  sheathed  till 
the  whole  of  Europe  had  been  devastated, 
and  converted,  from  the  smiling  abode 
of  peaceful  men  into  tlie  blood-stained 
haunt  of  ferocious  murderers. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  Protocol  which  the  noble  Eari 
(Grey)  had  laid  on  the  Table  of  that 
House,  it  was  evident  that  no  reasonable 
objections  could  be  made  to  the  produc- 
tion of  the  papers  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quis had  asked  for.  He  thouo^ht  the  con- 
duct of  the  noble  Earl  and  of  his  friends 
marked  by  a  want  of  candour.  He  would 
characterize  it  as  un-English,  and  he 
might  even  use  more  significant  terms,  for 
the  papers  which  he  required  to  be  offi- 
cially laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  had 
betn  printed  and  circulated  throughout 
Europe.  From  the  insular  situation  of 
the  conn  try,  and  from  the  other  great  ad- 
vantages which  England  possessed,  she 
might  have  taken  the  lead,  instead  of  the 
position  she  now  occupied,  in  all  European 
transactions.  He  thought  Ministers  had 
acted  most  improperly,  unjustly,  and  with- 
out  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
in  the  proceedings  respecting  Portugal  awl 
Holland.  If  any  foreigner  were  to  ask  him 
what  was  the  foreign  policy  of  England,  he 
should  say,  that  parties  were  divided  on  the 
subject ;  but  there  was  one  point  on  which 
all  parties  were  agreed — namely,  to  main- 
tain a  strict  alliance  with  Portug:al  and 
Holland.  Notwithstanding  this,  Ministen 
had  sacrificed  Portugal  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  a  French  Admiral.  The  noble 
Earl  seemed  resolved  to  keep  blind  to 
what  was  passing  there  ;  but  at  leng^  hit 
eyes  had  been  opened  on  the  subject  by 
what  had  lately  occurred,  in  which  that 
Officer  was  the  principal  instrument.  The 
treatment  of  Holland  he  knew  not  in  what 
terms  to  describe  adequately.  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  not  oaly  treated 
that  country  with  neglect,  but  nid 
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guilty  of  an  abandonment  of  principle^  in 
violation  of  solemn  treaties  and  engage- 
ments.   Their   Lordships  would  do  him 
the  justice  to  recollect,  that  he  had  dis- 
claimed, in  what    he  had   advanced,  on 
former  occasions  respecting  Portugal,  all 
sympathy  with  that  government ;  but  he 
had  invariably. maintained,  that  we  were 
bound  to   preserve  the   interests  of  the 
people,  which  were  in  unison  with  the  in- 
terests of  this  country.     This  had  been 
the  line  of  argument  which  he  had  always 
taken.     He  could  not  but  deeply  lament 
the  course  pursued  by  Ministers  towards 
Holland.     Could   the  House  forget  the 
heroes  and  patriots  of   former  periods, 
connected  with  that  country  ?   Were  their 
Lordships  indifferent  spectators  to  what 
was  now  passing  ?     Could  they  see  a  free 
and  intelligent  people,  united  with  their 
Sovereign,  so   treated?      Ministers  had 
much  to  be  condemned  for,  in  the  course 
they  had  taken.    They  had  acted  ,  with 
great  injustice  towards  Holland.     He  was 
anxious  to  gain  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  few  minutes,  whilst  he  described  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  respecting 
Holland.     In  doing  so  he  would  not  enter 
into  a  history  of  the  origin  and  progress 
of  the  Belgian  Revolution — he  would  not 
proceed  to  inquire  how  far  that  Revolution 
owed  its  origin  to  fifteen  years  of  peace, 
increasing  wealth,  comforts,  and   happi- 
ness, under  the  beneficent  sway  of  the 
king  of  Holland,  or  how  far  it  was  owing 
to  those  free,  institutions  which   existed 
under  him,  and  to  which  that  people  had 
never  before  been  accustomed.     Without 
going  into  such  an  inquiry  as  that,  he 
would  sav,  that  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  the  Revolution  in  Belgium  was  the 
first  born  of  the  French  Revolution — that 
as  such  it  possessed  still  greater  claims  to 
pre-eminence,  and  that  to  it  they  might 
apply,  if   they  pleased,  the    expression 
matre   pulchrd  Jilia   pulchrior.     Imme- 
diately after  that  event,  a  separation  be- 
tween   Holland    and    Belgium    having 
become  inevitable^  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands called  upon  the  five  Powers,  who 
were  parties  to  the  creation  of  the  kingdom, 
to  render  their  advice  and  assistance,  in 
order  to  see  what  course,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  best  to  pursue.    Ac- 
cordingly, the  Ministers  of  the  five  Powers 
met,  pursuant  to   the  provision  of  the 
treaty  entered  into  in  the  year  1818,  at 
Aix-la-Chapelle,  and  their. nrst  step  was, 
to  procure  a  suspension  of. ariDS,.  in  order 


to  stay  the  effusion  of  blood*  /The  me- 
diation SO  undertaken  by  the.^ve  Powers, 
was  accepted  by  the  king  of  Holland  and 
the  Belgians,  and  the  armistice,  so  raopm- 
mended,   was  acceded  to  by   both    the 
parties  in  the  middle  of  November.    On 
the  20th  of  December,  the  Confexence^ 
without  any  communication  with  HoUand» 
decided,  that  Belgium  was  to  be  erected 
into  an  independent  State ;  a  decision 
perhaps  premature,   and   certainly   most 
ungracious  in  its  form  and  manner.     On 
the  20th  of  January,  the  Ministers  of  the 
five  Powers  agreed  to  lay  down  articles  of 
separation  between  the  two  countiies,  and 
which  were  proposed  to  both  parties  for 
their  acceptance.    After  some  aifficulties, 
natural  enough,  considering  the  sacrilices 
he  was  called  on  to  make,  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  acceded  to  all  the  concessions 
that  were  demanded ;  and  on  the  18th  of 
February  he  eave  in  his  fall  and  entire 
adherence  to  Siose  articles  of  separation. 
What,  however,  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Belgic  government?      Why,  it  returned 
a  most  insulting  answer,  and  refused  to 
accede  to  the  terms  which  had  been  su 
decided    upon.    The    Conference    again 
met  on  the  19th  of  February,  and  declared, 
'*  That  it  continues  to  be  understood,  as  it 
has  been  from  the  beginning,  that  the 
arrangements  fixed  by  the  Protocol  of  the 
20th  ^January,  are  fundamental  and  irre- 
vocable. 2ndly.  That  the  independence  of 
Belgium  shall  not  be  recognized  by  the 
five  Powers,  except  under  the  condition, 
and  within  the  limits,  which  result  from 
the  said  arrangements.*'    On  the  17th  of 
April,  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  still 
continuing  firm  in  his  adherence  to  the 
articles  of  separation,  they  were  again 
proposed  to  Belgium  for  their  acceptance, 
and  the  Commissioners  of  the  five  Powers 
were  directed  to  inform  the  Belgian  go- 
vernment, that  the  Conference  had  come 
to  a  decision  upon  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  the  nine  first  Articles,  which 
were  to  be  considered  as  irrevocable  and 
unalterable,  and  according  to  tliese  Pro- 
tocols the  Conference  again  decided,  that 
the  independence  of  Belgium  should  not 
be  recognized   but  on  those  principles. 
On  the  10th  of  May,  on  the  proposition 
of  the  French  Plenipotentiary,  the  Con- 
ference came  to  the  determination  to  limit 
the  time  to  which  the  uncertainty  of  ac- 
ceptance or  rejection  should  endure,  and 
the  1st  of  June  was  stated  to  be  the  utmost 
limit  .to  which  they  would  wait  for .  the 
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adherence  of  the  Belgian  government,  on 
which  day,  if  the  terms  were  not  agreed 
upon,  an  absolute  rupture  of  all  relations 
with  the  five  Powers  should  take  place, 
the  troops  of  the  German  Confederation 
were  to  enter  Luxemburg,  and  the  five 
Powers  were  to  consider  what  further  was 
necessary  to  be  done  hi  order  lo  enforce 
the  compliance  of  the  Belgian  government. 
He  ought  to  have  mentioned  that,  on  the 
21  St  of  May,  the  Dutch  Plenipotentiary 
gave  notice,  that  the  state  of  things  as 
then  existing  could  not  be  permitted  to 
endure,  and  that,  if  the  terms  were  not 
accepted  by  the  1st  of  June,  the  king  of 
Holland  would  consider  himself  at  liberty 
to  act  in  such  a  manner  as  he  should  con- 
sider best  for  the  interests  of  his  kingdom. 
The  1st  of  June  came  ;  but  no  information 
as  to  the  Belgians  having  accepted  the  Ar- 
ticles being  received,  on  the  5th  of  June 
the  Dutch  Plenipotentiary  inquired  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  five  Powers  what  it  was 
their  intention  to  do  ?  At  that  moment  a 
satisfactory  answer  was  given ;  the  Con- 
ference stating,  that  they  adhered  to  their 
original  determination,  and  that  they  were 
occupied  in  carrying  it  into  effect.  But 
at  that  time,  however,  some  new  transac- 
tions were  in  progress  at  Brussels,  the 
success  of  which  was  thought  by  the  noble 
Earl  to  be  of  more  importance  than  the 
fulfilment  of  his  engagements  to  the  king 
of  Holland;  namely,  the  election  of  Prince 
Leopold  to  the  Throne  of  Belgium.  After 
this,  the  Belgian  Deputation  arrived  in 
England ;  and  the  members  of  the  Con- 
ference having  determined  to  receive  them, 
they,  in  concert  with  these  Deputies,  and 
without  communication  with  the  Dutch 
Plenipotentiary,  drew  up  eighteen  Articles, 
for  the  acceptance  of  both  parties,  which 
they  sul>stitutcd  for  the  engagements  of 
the  former  Protocols.  In  answer  to  the 
remonstrances  of  the  Dutch  Ministry, 
whose  suspicions  had  been  excited,  these 
Articles  wore  sent— one  of  the  members 
of  the  Conference  being  the  bearer,  to  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  the  government  of  Brussels.  The 
king  of  the  Netherlands  refused  to  accept 
these  Articles ;  and  his  minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  gave  his  reasons  for  so  doing  in  a 
detailed  statement,  which  the  noble  Earl, 
as  a  man  of  honour  and  a  gentleman, 
could  not  have  read  without  burning 
blushes  ;  for  it  was  impossible  to  conceive 
a  more  triumphant  paper  than  that  put 
forth  by  M.  Verstolk,  as  to  the  merit  of 


the  claims  of  the  King,  hit  natter,  and  of 
the  justice  of  his  cauie,  and  the  complaints 
which  his  Majesty  the  king  of  Holland  wu 
called  upon  to  offer,  with  respect  to  the 
new  propositions  which  were  made  to  him. 
No  situation  of  embarrassment  could  have 
justified  the  Government  of  this  country 
in  so  gross  a  dereliction  of  all  former  en- 
gagements— the  favourable  consideration 
of   which   Holland   was    so    paitictilarij 
entitled  to,  in  consequence  of  her  accept- 
ance of   the  former   terms   which  wen 
offered,  and  which  had  been  so  arbitftriij 
drawn  up,  without  any  concert  with  the 
King,  and  which  he  had  no  power  of  mo- 
di fyuig.  Having  unconditionally  accepted 
them,  he  was  fully  entitled   to  the  sup- 
port and  protection   of  the  ConfieraBoe. 
But  the  sovereignty  of  King  Leopold  woaU 
not  have  been  popular  in  itself,  and  there- 
fore it  was  thought  necessary  to  have  a 
new  set    of    propositions^    which  might 
render  him  acceptable  to  the  people  of 
Belgium.    The  kmg  of  Holland,  he  eos- 
tended,  had  been  most  harshly  and  cmdly 
treated,  though  he  had  actedf  throagfaoot 
the  whole  of  these  transactions  with  tlie 
utmost  degree  of  faimeas,  candour,  sod 
good  faith.     The  Belgian  government  ac- 
cepted the  twenty-eight  Articles ;  but  with 
what  sort  of  faith  ?    Before  Prince  Leopold 
accepted  the  Throne  of  Belgium,  Luxen- 
burg  was  not  an  object  of   negotiatioo. 
By  the  28th  Article,  indeed,  after  it  wu 
decided  that  he  should  be  King,  it  wis 
made  a   matter  of  futnre  n^;otiatioii— 
most  unjustly,  no    doubt,   but   the  re- 
sult was  left  undecided.      But  what  wen 
the  words  of  M.  Lebeau,  the  now  Foreign 
Minister  of  the  king  of   Belgium,  ind 
who  then  enjoyed  his  confidence,  and  who 
was  his  principal  adviser  in  thia  country- 

when  he  alluded  to  Luxemburg what 

he  announced  to  the  Congress  the  oomiiig 
of  King  Leopold  ?  M.  Lebeau  said,  whh 
respect  to  Luxemburg — **  Yon  keep  Loi- 
emburg.  I  have  for  guarantee  yoor 
right,  the  valour  of  the  Belgians,  and  the 
word  of  the  Prince.  Yes,  Gentlemen,  the 
word  of  the  Prince ;  for  tho  momeat  u 
come  to  tell  all.  The  Prince  is  deter 
mined  to  keep  Luxemburg  by  every  pos- 
sible means  ;  he  makes  it  his  own  aflsir ; 
it  is  for  him  a  question  of  honour.  Besidef, 
does  not  he  well  know  that  Luxemburg  is 
necessary  to  him?  Without  this  pro- 
vince I  defy  any  Prince  to  reign  *ii 
months  in  Belgium.  Gentlemen,  the 
Prince  will,  and  shall  have   Liuumbaif. 
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He  has  declared  that  he  will  make  war 
to    have   Luxemburg    and    Maestricht/' 
When  the  king  of  Belgium  arri?ed  in 
Brussels,  it  was  well  known  that  he  re- 
ceived the  deputies  from  Luxemburg  and 
Limburg  with  particular  favour,  and  that, 
in  fact,  he  had  since  acted  up  to  what  M. 
Lebeau  had  announced.     But  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  talked  of  Luxemburg  as 
not  being  any  part  of  the  possessions  of 
Holland.     True;  it  was  the  property  of 
Holland,  as  a  member  of  the  Germanic 
Confederation.     But  was  Limburg  no  part 
of  Holland  ?    was  Maastricht  no  part  of 
Holland  ?  and  were  they  to  leave  Holland 
in  a  worse  condition  with  regard  to  terri- 
tory there,  than  she  was  left  at  the  Treaty 
of  Munster.     Much  had  been  said  of  the 
last  letter  which  had  been  addressed  to 
the  Conference,  by  the  Ambassador  of  the 
king  of  Holland  ;  but  he  would  say,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  king  of  Holland  should 
be  viewed  as  a  whole,  and  that  as  a  whole 
it  was  quite  free  from  the  imputations 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  thought  proper 
to  cast  upon  it.    The  king  of  Holland  had 
been  deserted,  when  he  ought  to  have  been 
upheld — censured  for  his  rashness,  when 
he    might  have  received  credit  for    his 
firmness  and  patriotism — it  was  not  to 
him  a  matter  of  surprise,  that  under  a 
sense  of  continued  injuries,  he  had  felt  it 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  arms.     A 
reference  to  the  whole  course  of  the  nego- 
tiations, from  their  commencement  up  to 
the   present  time,   afforded    a  complete 
proof  of  that  fact,  and  presented  a  full 
vindication  of  the  conduct  of  the  king  of 
Holland.     He  would  maintain,  that  the 
king  of  Holland  had  done  nothing  now,  of 
which  he  had  not  given  previous  notice  to 
the  five  Powers,  through  his  Ambassadors, 
and  more  especially  in  the  note  of  the 
22nd  of  June,  from  the  Dutch  Pleni- 
potentiary to  the  Conference,  in   which 
that  Ambassador  stated,  that  he  was  di. 
rected  by  his  Sovereign  to  inform  them, 
that  any  individual  who  should  accept  the 
Throne,  without  the  Belgians,  in  the  first 
instance,  accepting  the  Protocols,  must  be 
looked  upon  by  him  as  an  enemy.     On 
such  grounds,  and  *  after  such  previous 
notice,  it  could  not  be  denied,  that  the 
king  of  Holland  was  fairly  justified  in 
commencing  hostilities.    The  last  Ambas- 
sador that  the  king  of  Holland  had  sent 
to  the  Conference,  he  had  sent  at  the  in- 
vitation of  the  Conference  itself,  and  in 
the  letter  of  that  Minister^  to  which  so 


much  allusion  had  been  made,  he  directly 
stated,  that  such  was  the  case;  and  he 
further  mentioned,  that  his  Majesty  was 
at  the  same  time  determined  to  assert  his 
right  by  military  means.  The  language 
of  the  Minister  was : — ^*  His  Majesty  w 
determined  to  support  the  negotiation  by 
his  militaiy  meaus;  a  determination  be- 
come doubly  imperative,  since  the  late 
events  have  taken  place  in  Belgiimi,  where 
we  have  seen  a  Prince  possess  himself  of 
the  Sovereignty,  without  naving  previously 
fulfilled  the  conditions  fixed  by  the  Con- 
ference in  their  12th  and  19th  Protocols; 
and  who  has  sworn,  wiUiout  restriction, 
to  a  Constitution  derogatory  to  the  terri- 
torial rights  of  his  Majesty  and  of  Hol- 
land.'' Taking  this  last  notice^  in  com- 
pany with  the  previous  deelaratimis  of 
the  Dutch  govemment>  into  aoeoont^  he 
would  assert,  that  it  was  an  afaaiifd 
mockery  to  sajt  that  the  king  ef  Holland 
had  not  given  full  notice  of  his  inienflon 
to  enforce  his  rights  by  having  recouiie  to 
arms.  There  was  not,  in  ftiet,  a  shadow 
of  proof  of  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
king  of  Holland.  On  the  contrary,  be  had 
a  right  to  expect  that  the  five  Powers 
would  co-operate  with  him,  in  asserting 
and  maintaming  his  claim  to  the  poises- 
sion  of  Luxemburg.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  spoken 
in  terms  of  condemnation  of  attacking  a 
defenceless  neighbour  without  notice;  but 
that  condemnation  could  not  apply  to  the 
king  of  Holland,  for  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment had  given  full  notice  of  its  intentions 
to  Belgium.  He  maintained,  that  when 
they  took  the  whole  circamstancea  into 
consideration,  there  was  not  a  shadow  of 
foundation  for  a  breach  of  feith  on 
the  part  of  the  king  of  Holland  in  the 
whole  of  the  transaction.  In  point  of  fact, 
too,  there  was  no  general  armistice  between 
the  parties.  From  the  impracticable  con* 
duct  of  the  Belgian  Deputies,  it  wid  ibQnd 
impossible  to  conclude  any;  but  there 
was  a  suspension  of  arms  and  a  local  ar- 
mistice at  Antwerp.  He  repeated,  there* 
fore,  he  was  not  surprised  that  the  king  of 
Holland  had  aeain  recourse  to  anns  when 
he  found  himsdf  insulted  and  betray^  bv 
those  who  pretended  to  have  interfered 
for  his  protection,  and  when  he  found 
every  engagement  entered  into  with  him 
openly  violated.  He  confessed,  that  it 
did  the  heart  good,  in  the  midst  of  so 
much  inlnstice,  to  see  how  justly  the  recti- 
tude of  that  Sovereign's  conduct  was  ap- 
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predated  by  his  subjects — to  observe  with 
how  much  ardour  they  were  disposed  to 
support  him — because  they  felt  he  had 
proved  himself  deserving  of  their  loyalty 
and  love.  It  was,  therefore,  with  the 
hiirhest  satisfaction  that  he  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord  there  were  some  hopes,  that  the 
misunderstanding  would  be  adjusted,  and 
the  mischief,  which  had  already,  unfortu- 
nately, been  the  consequence  of  past 
events,  prevented  from  spreading  into  a 
much  wider  circle.  He  might  here  take 
leave  to  say,  that  he  regretted  much 
the  Prince  of  Coburg  had  been  persuaded 
from  any  quarter  to  accept  the  Throne  of 
Belgium.  When  the  Prince  drew  back 
from  the  fultilment  of  another  eugagement 
of  the  same  description,  he  recollected  well, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  held  an  opinion  different  from 
some  of  his  friends,  and  expressed  his 
satisfaction  that  the  Prince  had,  in  his 
peculiar  situation,  avoided  such  a  cause  of 
foreign  entanglement.  Even  theti,  al- 
though fully  sensible  of  the  difficulties  in 
which  the  course  adopted  by  the  Prince 
involved  the  government,  he  was  disposed 
to  agree  with  him ;  but  how  much  more 
must  he  be  of  that  opinion  now,  when  the 
Prince  had  been  persuaded  to  place  him- 
self in  a  situation  which  was  likely  to  prove 
the  most  injurious  to  the  interests  of  this 
country,  that  could  possibly  have  been 
devised  by  any  of  its  enemies  ?  The  sine 
qua  turn  of  all  arrangements  with  respect 
to  the  future  Sovereign  of  that  country 
should  have  been,  that  they  were  to  choose 
a  person  whose  elevation  would  not  be 
likely  to  embroil  England  with  its  ancient 
ally  of  Holland.  And  yet,  the  first  step 
taken  by  the  new  King  had  produced  that 
effect.  The  nomination  had,  in  truth, 
every  disadvantage  that  could  be  imagined. 
His  royal  highness  must  naturally  look  up 
to  France  as  his  ally  and  protector  ;  and 
although  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
expressed  a  fear  that  the  Prince  would  not 
sufficiently  separate  himself  from  England, 
he  apprehended,  that  the  Prince  had 
already  removed  all  alarms  on  that  ground, 
and  proved  how  closely  he  found  it  neces- 
sary to  connect  himself  with  France.  In 
his  humble  opinion,  the  new  King  should 
have  applied  to  all  the  Powers  of  the  Con- 
ference, and  left  to  them,  rather  than  to 
France,  the  decision  of  the  question  at 
issue  with  the  king  of  Holland ;  for  if 
there  was  any  point  of  more  iir^portance 
than  another,  it  was  the  preservation  of 


perfect  unanimity  among  all  the  partiei. 
Near,  however,  as  the  political  coDnectioD 
of  France  and  Belgiuoi  had  become,  ac- 
cording to  M.  Lebeau,  who  doubtless  was 
in  the  secret,  that  connection  was,  through 
the  means  of  a  family  tie,  to  become  much 
closer.  With  this,  however,  he  had 
nothing  to  do,  except  to  observe,  that  it 
must  still  further  affect  this  country  and 
its  connection  with  Holland  ;  for  Holland 
was  with  him  the  object  of  true  national 
importance — Belgium  lie  left  wholly  out 
of  the  account.  He  feared  much,  how- 
ever, that  the  confidence  and  affection  of 
the  people  of  Holland — the  firmest  and  the 
most  faithful  friends  of  this  country — was 
gone,  never  to  return.  At  no  one  period 
since  the  times  of  Charles  the  2na,  had 
Uiere  been  the  same  feelings  of  disgust 
and  hatred  engendered  in  the  minds  of  the 
Dutch  against  England  ;  and  to  such  a 
height  had  it  risen,  that  our  Ambassador 
at  the  Hague,  one  of  the  most  amiable 
and  respected  men  he  ever  met  with,  had 
been  actually  shunned  by  every  man,  in 
consequence  of  the  opinions  entertained 
of  the  conduct  of  England  by  the  people. 
The  impression  in  Holland  had  indeed 
become  general,  that  England  did  not 
desire  to  separate  Holland  from  Belgiam, 
but  to  annex  Holland  as  a  province  to 
Belgium.  He  was  one  of  the  last  menia 
that  House  who  would  attempt  to  throv 
any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  negoti- 
ations, or  do  anytliing  which  could  impede 
their  successful  progress;  but  if  that 
House  did  not  express  an  opinion  with 
respect  to  them  before  the  present  pro- 
ceedings were  consummated,  he  would  ask 
the  noble  Earl,  at  what  time  they  were  to 
express  such  opinions  ?  When  he  saw  all 
sympathy  withdrawn  from  one  of  the  most 
ancient  Allies  of  this  country,  and  every 
means  taken  to  promote  the  success  of  tbe 
unconstitutional  encroachments  of  a  Revo- 
lutionary State,  he  could  not,  however, 
avoid  expressing  his  opinion,  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  pursuing  a  course  unjwt. 
impolitic,  unstatesmanlike,  and  nn-fepg- 
lish. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  said,  that  be 
should  not  attempt- to  follow  the  nobic 
and  learned  Lord  on  theWool8aek,throu«4 
the  very  discursive  speech  which  he  had  ad- 
dressed to  their  Lordships — a  speech  which 
had  been  a  regular  Will'0*»the^  Wisp^  and 
in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
attempted  to  draw  off  their  Lmdshipa* 
attention,  and  the  attention  of  thoae  pcrr 


1025 


Selgic 


{Aug.  9} 


Negotiations. 


io^ 


sons  to  whom  it  might  be  hereafter  made 
public,  from  that  most  interesting  topic 
which  was  the  object  of  discussion  for 
that  evening — a  topic  which  had  been 
considered,  up  to  the  present  moment,  as 
one  most  essential,  and  even  vital,  to  the 
interests  of  this  country.  The  entry  of 
the  French  army  into  Belgium  was  a 
matter  of  the  gravest  importance  to  all 
Europe.  If  the  Ministers  should  allow 
the  French  army  to  take  possession  of  the 
Texel  and  Helvoetsluys,  their  doing  so 
would  be  almost  as  pregnant  with  danger 
to  this  country  as  if  they  were  permitted 
to  take  possession  of  Plymouth  and  Ports- 
mouth. There  was  no  part  of  our  foreign 
policy,  he  would  maintain,  which  was  so 
essentially  interwoven  with  the  interests 
of  this  country,  as  the  independence  of 
Holland.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  asked,  were  they  to  go  to  war  about 
every  petty  squabble  on  the  Continent  ? 
But  was  it  a  petty  squabble  which  carried 
50,000  French  troops  into  Belgium  at 
the  request  of  the  sovereign  ?  Was  that 
no  subject  for  alarm  ?  Was  it  with  the 
consent  of  the  Conference,  or  even  after 
a  consultation  with  the  other  Powers, 
that  the  French  government  had  taken 
such  a  step  as  that  ?  The  king  of  Bel- 
gium might,  perhaps,  have  waited  for  a 
few  days  longer  before  he  made  the  appli- 
cation which  he  had  made  to  France; 
but  his  fears  probably  urged  him  to  do  so 
at  once,  and  in  making  his  application  to 
France,  there  was  no  doubt  that  he  con- 
sulted his  own  safety.  At  all  events,  by 
applying  to  France  in  the  first  instance, 
the  king  of  Belgium  had  rendered  himself 
free  from  the  objection,which,in  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, might  have  previously  attached  to 
him — ^namely,  that  of  his  too  great  leaning 
towards,  or  too  great  a  connexion  with, 
this  country.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  spoken  of  the  inability  of  Prussia  and 
Austria  to  go  to  war,  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  their  dominions,  and  in  the  gene- 
ral condition  of  Europe ;  but  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  quite  mistaken  on  that 
subject.  The  armies  of  both  Austria  and 
Prussia,  if  unfortunately  they  should  be 
wanted  for  service,  were  never  in  a  more 
complete  or  efficient  state  than  at  pre- 
sent. It  was  not  by  thus  depreciating 
the  resources  of  the  other  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope that  war  could  be  avoided.  That 
vras  an  undignified  style  which  had  never 
been  used  by  former  Goveniments  of  this 
VOL.  V.  {SIC} 


country.  They  always  held  a  fimi  and 
manly  tone,  and  the  tone  of  despondency 
which  now  appeared  to  be  adopts,  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  calculated  to  uphold 
the  character  of  this  country  in  its  negOr 
tiations.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  Uie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  most  un- 
justly assailed  and  insulted  the  king  of 
Holland,  who  was  our  ancient  ally,  and 
whose  only  fault  had  been  a  little  too 
much  impatience — beyond  what  could  be 
characterised  as  prudent.  He  thought, 
that  such  an  attack,  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  in  very  bad  taste.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  exulted  in  the 
resources  of  this  country,  but  was  the  pos- 
session of  such  resources  any  reason  why 
we  should  insult,  injure,  and  go  to  war 
with  one  of  our  most  ancient  allies?  They 
had  been  told  on  a  former  evening,  by  a 
noble  Lord  connected  with  his  Majesty's 
Government,  that  Portugal  could  no 
longer  rely  on  the  assistance  of  England. 
Was  the  same  to  be  said  now  of  another 
ancient  ally  of  this  country  ?  Since  the 
accession  of  the  present  Miiilsters  to  power, 
what  was  the  feeling  of  Europe  with  re- 
gard to  us  ?  Why,  that  we  were  aban- 
doning all  our  allies — that  we  were  crouch- 
ing to  France — that  we  were  yielding  up 
our  allies  to  their  enemies,  and  that  we 
were  alone  occupied  at  home  in  attempt- 
ing to  revolutionize  our  own  country.  It 
was  somewhat  amusing,  to  hear  noble 
Lords  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  ridi- 
cule the  authority  of  newspapers.  It 
should  not  be  forgotten,  that  but  a  few 
weeks  ago,  the  same  noble  Lords  called 
the  newspapers,  not  the  authors  of  their 
measures,  which  they  might  have  done 
without  any  great  departure  from  the 
truth,  but  they  called  them  the  echoes  of 
the  public  feeling;  and  they  appealed  to 
them  for  a  vindication  of  their  own  actions. 
The  noble  and  learned  LorcT  on  the  Wool- 
sack, on  the  occasion  of  the  motion  which 
had  been  brought  forward  in  that  House 
some  weeks  ago,  with  regard  to  a  newspa- 
pers, had  designated  newspapers  the  echoes 
of  the  public  voice.  His  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters would  now  see  how  little  they  had 
got  by  following  such  echoes,  and  how 
little  they  had  gained  by  becoming  the 
echoes  of  such  echoes.  In  conclusion, 
the  noble  Lord  begged  to  say,  that  as  it 
was  stated,  that  the  negotiations  were  not 

St  concluded,  he  should  not  vote  for  the 
otion,  or  for  the  production  of  the  pa- 
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pers  in  question.  At  the  same  time  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  Ministers  the  ab- 
solute necessity  of  bringing  their  negotia- 
tions to  a  termination  as  speedily  as  possi- 
ble, for  he  must  say,  that  he  considered 
the  policy  pursued  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment as  most  mischievous — tending 
to  destroy  those  barriers  in  one  part  of 
Europe,  which,  at  the  expense  of  blood 
and  treasure,  former  Governments  had 
built  up — leaving  Portugal  despoiled  and 
helpless,  and  forbid  to  look  with  conB- 
dence  to  its  ancient  ally — and  tending  to 
compromise  the  peace  and  safety  of  this 
country,  and  of  all  the  countries  in  Eu- 
rope. They  were  about  to  depart  from 
that  line  of  policy  which  had  been  pur- 
sued towards  Holland  ever  since  the  time 
of  King  William,  and  which  had  been 
considered,  up  to  the  present  period  aft 
essential  to  the  interests  of  this  country, 
and  much  he  feared,  that  such  a  great 
change  from  the  best  established  maxims 
would  be  attended  by  the  most  dangerous 
consequence  to  the  national  welfare. 

Lord  Holland  would  not  follow  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  last  sat  down,  through 
all  the  topics  on  which  he  had  touched, 
but  he  could  not  help  remarking,  that  that 
noble  Earl,  after  having  complained  of 
what  he  called  "  the  discursive  speech" 
of  his  noble  and  learned  friend  on  the 
Woolsack, had  furnished  by  his  own  speech 
a  complete  example  of  such  a  species  of 
oration.  The  subject  of  debates  which  had 
been  more  particularly  noticed  by  noble 
Lords  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
related  to  points  of  discussion  in  which 
his  Majesty's  iMinisters  were  at  present 
precluded  from  indulging,  and  those  noble 
Lordi^  were  not  to  take  for  granted  all  that 
they  had  stated,  because  the  present  was 
not  the  proper  time  for  refuting  it.  He 
accordingly  could  not  follow  the  noble 
Earls  through  the  various  topics  advanced 
in  their  speeches.  He  admitted  the  clas- 
sical knowledge  of  the  one,  and  the  great 
power  of  sarcasm  and  invective  possessed 
by  the  other  ;  he  would  not  engage  in  any 
warfare  with  the  noble  Lords.  The  noble 
Earl  (Carnarvon)  might  indeed  have  dis- 
played extraordinary  ability,  and  without 
being  guilty,  at  least  in  his  own  opinion, 
of  making  a  discursive  speech,  he  might 
have  repelled  declamation  with  sarcasm ; 
but  those  who  would  attack  that  noble 
Lord,  would  find  that  they  waged  a  war, 
from  which  they  could  derive  neither  ad- 
vantage nor  fame.  The  noble  Earl  said,  the 


Ministers  threwthemedTBaiipon  tlwdiaomH 
tented;  they  did  not  throw  themtelvesupott 
the  noble  lord.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
they  were  endeavouring  to  maintain  thaes- 
selves  in  power  by  removing^  the  oanae  of 
discontent,  whenever  or  by  whomaoeTer  it 
might  be  expressed ;  the  noble  Lord  wonM 
find,  that  they  would  not  remove  it  as  hr 
as  it  related  to  him.  He  had  alio  eaid, 
that  the  removing  of  the  causes  of  ditcon- 
tent  was  the  way  to  create  excitement  ia 
favour  of  Ministers,  but  the  noble  Eail 
knew  well,  that  in  all  instances  hit  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  not  tried  to  get  the 
discontented  on  their  side*  The  nohle 
£ari  had  referred  to  something  whidt^  ea 
a  former  evening,  had  fallen  from  Im 
with  regard  to  Portugal.  Owing  to  the 
state  of  his  health,  he  had  not  been  ablc^ 
on  the  evening  of  the  discuasion  with  ic- 
gard  to  Portugal,  to  give  an  eaplanaliea 
of  the  passao:e  in  hii  speech,  which  be 
noticed  was  then  misunderstood.  He  kid 
been  subsequently  obliged^  theie(faie«  U 
resort  to  a  means  to  which  ho  seldom  hid 
recourse,  for  the  purpose  of  expiaioiiig  it 
He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  on  aoossst 
of  the  nervousness  which  somstiowi 
affected  him  while  speakings  he  was  not 
always  able  to  retain  exactly  what  he  had 
said  himself,  or  what  had  been  said  bf 
others.  Me  had  never  said,  howerer,  oe 
the  occasion  to  which  he  referred,  thit 
Portugal  could  not  rely  on  the  aid  of  this 
country.  What  he  said  was,  that  it  oosH 
not  rely  on  the  aid  of  this  conntrj  et- 
clusively.  He  stated  on  that  occasioa 
distinctly,  that  such  would  be  the  esse, 
and  what  he  meant  then  to  aay  was,  tint 
in  consequence  of  our  late  conduct  wilh 
regard  to  Portugal,  we  had  estranged  that 
party  there  which  was  attached  to  Eag- 
land  from  us,  and  that  now,  as  Portogal 
would  be  likely  to  lean  to  two  Poinn 
England  and  France — it  was  not  Ukfllf 
that  she  would  continue  to  lean  esclosift- 
ly  on  us.  With  regard  to  the  sntjid 
before  their  Lordships,  he  must  saiTi  iM 
the  speeches  of  the  two  noble  Lords  vImi 
had  preceded  him,  appeared  to  him  dia- 
metrically opposite  in  their  Tiews  and  at* 
guments,  and  he  and  his  noble  firieodi 
might  spare  themselves  the  trouble  of 
answering  cither,  for  one  of  them  had  il- 
swered  the  other.  The  noble  Lords  ii 
Opposition, instead  of  movinr  fbrpapefibf 
patches  and  piecemeal  aa  they  piupusia, 
should  at  once  ha?e  moted  iattmeti—i  ii 
I  Oovemment  as  to  the  wote  ta 
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these  negotiatioDS  ought  to  be  coDdocted, 
or  else  have  moved  a  vote  of  censure  oo 
his  Majesty's  Ministers.  Their  present 
course  he  could  not  forbear  designating  as 
very  foolish  or  very  mischievous.  He  did 
not  intend  to  impute  bad  motives  to  any 
noble  Lord,  but  he  would  say,  that  the 
^neeches  which  they  had  delivered  that 
evening,  meant  nothmg  but  war,  war,  war, 
from  the  verycommencementtotheconcluo 
sion.  They  absolutely  meant  nothingshort  of 
immediate  war — not  a  war  on  the  narrow 
grounds  which  they  had  ostensibly  sug- 
gested, but  a  desolating  and  revolutionary 
war,  of  which  no  man  could  foretell  the 
end.  And  was  there  an  honest  man — 
was  there  an  Englishman  who  considered 
the  consequences  of  such  a  war,  who  did 
not  feel,  that  everything  ought  to  be  done 
to  prevent  a  cannon  being  fired  in  Eu<- 
rope?  for,  doubt  there  could  be  nonis, 
that  the  war  which  ensued  would  be  on 
the  one  side  revolutionary,  and  destroying 
in  its  progress  all  who  now  conducted  it ; 
and  on  the  other  side,  anti-revolutionary, 
compromising  all  the  governments  of 
Europe,  and  commencing  a  struggle,  the 
end  of  which  no  eye  could  possibly  attain  ? 
In  moving  for  those  miserable  papers,  it 
was  quite  clear  the  object  of  the  noble 
Lords  was,  to  create  excitement  in  Courts, 
in  individuals,  and  throughout  the  coun- 
try. The  fact  was,  the  noble  Lords  were 
thirsting  for  war  [no,  no  !].  If  they  de- 
nied this,  it  must  be  said  at  the  expense  of 
their  understanding.  If  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lords  succeeded  in  occasioning  a 
change  of  Government,  the  inevitable 
consequences  would  be  war.  And  if  the 
noble  Lords  had  not  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment in  their  contemplation,  he  could 
only  say,  that  their  motion  was  exceed- 
ingly ill-managed.  With  respect  to  the  de« 
pendence  of  the  Low  Countries,  he  must 
remark,  that  military  authorities,  inferior 
only  to  the  noble  Duke  (Wellington),  and 
all  statesmen,  had  agreed,  that  the  Low 
Countries  were  not  capable  of  maintaining 
a  large  army,  but  had  a  means  of  de- 
fence in  their  peculiar  situation.  It  was 
clear,  that  they  must  always  lean  upon 
some  greater  Power ;  but  a  strong  antipa- 
thy had  always  existed  between  the  Dutch 
and  Belgian  provinces;  it  wasnot  possible  to 
amalgamate  them  intoone  state.  He,  there- 
fore, much  doubted  the  policy  of  nniting 
them  originally,  and  ke  maintained  they 
conld  not  be  raoonciltiL  In  conclusion, 
hi  saidy  the  motion  of  Iht  nobla  Lord  had 


no  parliamentary  or  practical  object.  The 
noble  Earls  had  talked  of  their  having 
used  strong  and  dangerous  language  at 
that  side  of  the  House ;  but  he  :  d 
whose  was  the  fault?  The  olject  oi  i 
noble  Lord's  Motion  was  three-fold— 
to  provoke  those  on  the  Ministerial  » 
of  the  House,  to  indulge  in  langu  t 
which  might  be  used  as  a  handle  agaiuvv 
them ;  secondly,  to  urge  Ministers  into  a 
premature  discussion  upon  points,  with 
which  it  was  inconvenient,  and  difficult, 
and  dangerous,  for  Ministers  to  expatiate ; 
and  thii^ly,  to  get  rid  of  the  Reform  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington,  in  explanation, 
declared,  that  he  had  not  entertained  the 
idea,  that  after  what  had  taken  place, 
Holland  and  Belgium  could  be  reconnect- 
ed. There  were,  however,  several  ways 
of  settling  the  separation,  and  one  was, 
that  of  placing  Belgium  under  the  govern- 
ment of  a  Prince  of  the  House  of  Nassau. 
He  would  not  now  enter  upon  the  subjecti 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  cJluded; 
many  opportunities  would  occur,  and  he 
would  be  at  all  times  happy  to  disease 
these  points  with  the  noble  Lord.  The 
only  observation  he  would  make  was,  that 
he  was  thoroughly  convinced  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  read  all  the  treaties. 

Lord  Holland  felt  indebted  to  the 
noble  Duke  for  his  candid  explanation ;  it 
was  no  more,  however,  than  was  to  have 
been  expected  from  him.  He  begged  to 
take  that  opportunity  of  saying,  that  by 
making  it  so  explicitly  and  distinctly,  he 
had  done  himself  great  credit,  and  render* 
ed  the  House  great  service. 

The  Earl  of  Ckamarvon  said,  that  after  the 
long  friendship  and  intimacy  which  had 
sabf  isted  between  him  and  the  noble  Lord, 
he  certainly  had  not  expected  to  be  attack- 
ed by  him  with  the  extraordinary  degree  of 
acerbit/the  noble  Lord  displayed  thatnight. 
He  would  not,  however,  sufier  himself  to 
be  led  away  by  that.  He  would  not  fbt* 
get  the  old  kindly  feelings  whkh  had 
subsisted  between  them — ^he  would  not 
forget  the  esteem  and  friendship  with  which, 
for  so  many  years  he  had  regaraed  the  noble 
Lord,  but  that  any  discontent  actuated  his 
conduct  upon  the  present  occasion,  or  had 
ever  done  so  daring  the  thirty-seven  years 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  Parliament,  he, 
in  as  strong  terms  as  he  might  possibly 
employ,  did  positively  deny.  Ana  if  any 
person  present  could  assert  it,  let  him 
stand  foritrard  and  prove  it  of  him.  As  to 
the  dieetiiif  yella  which  accompanied  Htm 
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unkind  remark  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  con- 
sidered them  ungenerous,  or  he  might  al- 
most sav,  ungentleman-like.  When  he 
said,  the'  Ministers  had  thrown  themselves 
upon  the  revolutionary  and  discontented 
of  this  conntry — and  when  the  retaliation 
upon  him,  that  he  was  one  of  the  discon- 
tented, was  cheered  after  a  manner  so  nn- 
parliamentary,  he  received  it  with  the 
contempt  and  scorn  it  merited.  He  had 
been  attacked  in  a  very  unfair  manner. 
During  the  thirty-seven  years  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  Parliament,  he  never  had  re- 
ceived any  thing  from  any  Minister,  for 
himself  or  any  relative,  nor  any  pledge  or 
promise.  The  noble  I^ords  with  whom  he 
had  long  acted,  in  support  of  the  cause  of 
religious  liberty,  would  do  him  the  justice 
to  bear  witness,  that  he  had  always  been 
opposed  to  extensive  Reform,  considering 
that  it  was  merely  another  name  for  revo- 
lution.  He  had  acted  conscientiously 
vhen  he  supported  the  great  principle  of 
religious  freedom  ;  and  he  acted  con- 
scientiously in  the  course  he  was  then 
pursuing.  What  he  felt  strongly  he  would 
always  strongly  express,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  unkind  tauirts  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  ungenerous  and  unparliamentary 
cheers  of  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  he 
would  not  be  driven  from  what  he  esteem- 
ed to  be  the  path  of  duty. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  begged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down, 
whether,  on  a  former  occasion,  at  the  dis- 
solution of  the  last  Parliament,  he  had 
not  himself  made  use  of  personal  expres- 
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now  held  the  same  opinion,  and  wished 
for  an  answer  to  his  question^  he  regretted 
that,  according  to  parliamentary  usage, 
and  consistently  with  the  forms  and  dig- 
nity of  their  Lordships'  House,  he  was 
prevented  from  giving  him  the  answer  it 
would  properly  deserve. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  replied, 
that  after  the  patient  hearings  which  their 
Lordships  had  already  accoxded  him,  he 
would  not,  at  that  late  hour,  add  much  to 
what  had  been  already  said  on  this  sabject. 
He  did  not  regret  having  brought  forward 
his  Motion,  because  it  would  give  the  pub- 
lic an  opportunity  of  knowing  their  Lord- 
ships' sentiments,  and  would  tend  more 
than  any  thing  else  to  open  the  eyes  of 
the  country  to  these  most  important  pro- 
ceedings. As  the  nohle  Earl  opposite 
had  stated,  that  be  felt  it  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  public  service  to  produce 
these  papers,  it  was,  of  course,  not  his  in- 
tention to  press  the  Motion.  He  mast, 
however,  be  permitted  to  make  one  or  tvo 
observations ;  and  first,  with  respect  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  \VooIssck, 
who  had  thought  fit  to  allude  to  his  brains, 
and  to  make  some  observations  upon  then, 
he  begged  to  assure  him,  without  putting 
himself  in  competition  with  him,  that  he 
should  never  be  deterred  by  such  obserrs- 
tions,  from  doing  what  he  considered  to  be 
his  duty,  as  long  as  he  had  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  their  Lordships'  House.  That 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  however,  shoaM 
be  made  to  know,  to  use  a  homely  phraie, 
that  there  were  very  many  noble  Lords  in 
sions   towards  his    Majesty's   Ministers  ?  j  that  House,  who  would  always  be  ready 


Believins  the  noble  Earl  did,  he  must  ob- 
serve,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  no  right, 


to  give  him  as  good  as  he  brought.    At 
least,  they  would  retort  to  the  best  of  thdr 


when  he  remembered  this,  to  complain  of    abilities,  when  he  indulged  in  satire  and 


vituperative  language,  or  object  to  cheer- 
ing. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  said,  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  no  right  to  complain  of  the 
expressions  he  alluded  to.  They  were 
used  hypothetically,  and  applied  to  no  in- 
dividual. On  its  being  hinted,  while  he 
was  speaking,  that  Parliament  was  to  be 
instantly  dissolved,  he  had  expressed  his 


sarcasm  -,  and  for  himself  be  would  ny. 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  in  vain  seek  to 
intimidate  him.  Although  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  lay  claim  to  the  stupendous  ta- 
lents, and  flourishing  powers  of  oratory, 
with  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
was  gifted,  he  would  not  sit  still  to  be  fired 
at,  but  would  return  shot  for  shot.  He 
considered  that  he  was  fully  justified  in 


disbelief  of  the  report,  because  the  person  |  making  the  remarks  he  had  ventured  to 
who  gave  such  advice  would  be  hung  '  address  to  their  Lordships,  on  the  Foreign 
upon  one  of  the  horns  of  a  dilemma,  nei-     Ministers  at  his  Majesty's  court,  of  whoa 

~  he  must  take  leave  to  declare,  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  speak  disrespectfully.  He 
had  no  doubt  they  were  competent  to  the 
performance  of  the  duties  imposed  upon 
them,  and  he   must  also  be^.  to  deoT 


ther  of  which  applied  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment. It  could  be  no  insult  to  any 
man  to  say,  he  did  not  believe  he  would 
commit  an  act  which  would  expose  him  to 
the  charge  of  folly  or  of  crime,  but  if  the 
noble  Duke  wished  to  ask  him,  whether  he 


and 
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tions  upon  tlie  relatioDS  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  or  any  person  cooDected  with 
him,  but  when  that  noble  Earl  referred  to 
a  lamented  relative  of  his,  he  had  the  right, 
at  least,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  pubUc 
to  certain  documents,  which  were  of  im- 
portance, considering  the  individual  from 
whom  they  proceeded.  .  With  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  the  individual  who 
had  been  alluded  to,  he  assured  the  House, 
and  he  assured  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  that  no  person  es- 
teemed the  private  character  of  that  indi- 
vidual more  highly  than  he  did,  and  he  re- 
joiced that  he  had  been  appointed  to  the 
situation  he  now  held,  but  he  had  had  a  fair 
right,  considering  the  previous  remarks,  to 
make  any  observations  be  pleased  with 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  two  of  the 
noble  Earl's  relatives.  With  the  permis- 
sion of  their  Lordships,  he  would  with- 
draw his  motion. 

Moiion  accordingly  withdrawn. 

HOUSE  OFCOMMOKS, 
Tveadai/,  August  9,  1831. 

MiMTU.]    Bill  ln)B|ht  1b.     By  Ur.  SniNS  Rich,  to 


■fiiiait  Pnpezty.  By  Lotd  Achuon, 
of  Riku.  md  KilwuightvT,  to  con 
■  KlUu*  Stnn  SodKy.    By  Mr.  S- 


Corn  Laws.]  Mr.  Hunt  presented  a 
Petition  from  the  Working  Classes  of 
Manchester,  praying  iii  very  earnest  terms 
for  the  entire  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
The  petition  contained  nothing  disrespect- 
ful, although  the  petitioners  spoke  in  their 
own  plain  language.  It  complained  of 
th«  btgli  price  of  ctfrn,  and  wo,  ths  peti- 


were,  in  consequence,  suffering 
great  privations.  It  was  signed  by  25,000 
or  30,000  persons.  It  had  been  stated, 
'  lat  petitions  should  not  be  printed, 
iless  they  conveyed  some  information  to 
the  House,  and  many  Members  were  ex- 
tremely fastidious  as  to  the  language  is 
which  they  were  couched,  requiring  them 
to  be  drawn  up  in  a  particular  manner; 
but  he  considered  these  were  minor  con- 
siderations, for  the  real  use  of  petitions 
was,  to  maite  known  the  feelings  and  opi- 
nions of  the  people. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table.  On  the 
question  that  it  be  printed, 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  saw  no  reason  why 
the  present  petition  should  not  be  printed, 
nor  was  he  aware  that  any  olgectiou  had 
been  expressed. 

Mr.  Hunt  had  entertained  doubts,  be-, 
cause  petitions  of  a  similar  nature,  pre- 
sented by  him,  had  been  considered  of- 
fensive, and  not  allowed  to  be  printed  on 
that  account. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Hunt  also  presented  a  Petition  firon 
the  Working  Classes,  belonging  to  the 
Westminster  Political  Union,  praying  for 
a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  pe- 
tition was  certainly  couched  in  stronger 
terms  than  the  last ;  and  having  charac- 
terized the  Corn-laws  as  oppressive  and 
injurious,  it  concluded  with  the  exclama- 
tions of  "  Bread,"  "  Bread,"  "  Bread!" 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  consider 
it  ofTensive  to  its  dignity  to  receive  it. 

The  petition  having  lieen  read, 

Lord  Althorp  thought  the  language  of 
the  petition  rather  too  strong  to  be  re- 
ceived by  the  House. 

Mr.  Hunt  admitted  it  was  strong  lan- 
guage, but  it  was  true  ;  and  he  must 
observe,  that  it  was  too  much  to  expect 
from  human  nature,  that  men  who  saw 
their  families  and  little  ones  expiring  for 
want  of  food,  should  express  thenuelvei 
with  cautious  propriety  of  phrase. 

Mr.  Hume  submitted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  language  of  tlits  petition  waa 
too  strong.  Nothing  could  be  so  pre- 
judicial to  the  right  of  petitioning,  as  the 
presentation  of  petitions  hke  this,  because 
ihe  violence  and  absurdity  of  many  of  the 
expressions  contained  in  it,  were  such  as 
must  create  any  other  feeling  but  sym- 
pathy, for  the  alleged  distresses  of  the 
petitioners.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  withdraw  the  petition. 

Mr.  O'CmiuU  uid,  though  he  wgoU 
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not  vote  against  the  reception  of  the  peti- 
tion, he  wished  it  to  be  withdrawn.  Pe- 
titioners were  not  to  be  allowed  to  make 
an  experiment  as  to  how  far  they  might 
trespass  on  the  dignity  or  the  patience  of 
the  House,  by  the  violent  and  intemperate 
tone  of  their  petitions,  though  stating 
facts  which  could  not  be  denied. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had  so  often  ex- 
pressed himself  out  of  doors  in  the  same 
terms  as  the  petitioners,  of  the  iniquities  of 
the  Legislature,  that  he  could  do  no  less 
than  be  the  bearer  of  a  petition  of  this 
sort  to  the  House.  He  should,  however, 
in  compliance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
House,  now  withdraw  the  petition. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Highways  Bill.]  Mr.  John  Wood 
took  the  opportunity  of  asking  the  hon. 
member  for  Dorsetshire  (Mr.  Portman), 
whether  it  was  his  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  Highways  Bill.  The  subject  to 
which  it  referred  was  one  of  very  con- 
siderable importance,  and  it  was  very  de- 
sirable, that  the  course  to  be  taken  with 
respect  to  it  should  be  known. 

Mr.  Portman  was  glad  of  the  opportu- 
nity given  by  the  hon.  Member,  for  stating 
what  it  was  he  intended  on  the  subject  of 
the  Bill.  The  Bill  had  been  in  the  House 
since  November  last,  so  it  could  not  be 
said,  that  there  was  any  hurry  with  respect 
to  it.  His  object  in  introducing  it  was, 
to  correct  some  of  the  monstrous  evils 
which  had  grown  up  with  respect  to  the 
management  of  highways,  but  some  hon. 
Members  seemed  to  be  of  opinion,  that  it 
would  not  have,  in  its  present  form,  the 
intended  effect.  Indeed,  some  of  those 
evils  to  which  he  referred,  were  so  mon- 
strous, that  he  despaired  of  their  being 
effectually  remedied,  unless  the  matter 
was  taken  up  by  Government.  He  did 
hope,  therefore,  that  some  measure  would 
be  introduced  by  the  Home  Department. 
One  of  the  evils  of  the  present  system  to 
which  he  referred  was,  the  faotlity  with 
which  public  and  most  useful  highways 
might  be  stopped  up  by  the  order  of  two 
Magistrates,  and  the  great  difficulty  of 
getting  such  order  quashed  by  appeal  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  Another  evil  which 
he  wished  to  correct  was,  the  system  of  ex- 
penditure on  highways,  by  which,  at  pre- 
sent, a  surveyor  might  go  to  a  favourite 
Magistrate,  and  get  his  accounts  passed, 
without  almost  a  possibility  of  appeal. 
He  despaired,  however,  of  being  able  to 


carry  the  Bill  through  in  the  preMnt 
Session  ;  and  if  he  should  understand, 
that  his  Majesty's  Goremment  would  an* 
dertake  to  introduce  some  meaBure  on  the 
subject  in  the  ensuing  Session,  he  would, 
on  the  proper  occasion,  move  that  his  Bill 
be  postponed  for  six  months. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  that  before  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament,  this  subject  would 
receive  the  most  mature  consideration  of 
Government,  and  he  had  no  doubt  duit 
he  would  be  able  to  prepare  a  Bill  oa 
the  subject,  between  this  and  the  aeit 
Session. 

Mr.  Briscoe  concurred  in  thinking,  Alt 
the  present  system  called  loudly  ibr  a  re- 
medy. Under  the  existing  laws,  no  ap- 
peal could  be  had  against  the  decision  for 
stopping  up  of  a  public  highway^  witboot 
an  enormous  expense.  He  was,  therefiMt, 
glad  to  hear  the  subject  was  to  be  taken  ip 
by  Government. 

s 

Outrages  ix  Irelakd.}  Sir  John 
Newport  moved  for  Copies  of  the  Case, 
and  the  opinion  of  the  liiw  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  on  the  subject  of  the  re-valuatum 
of  the  benefices  to  the  First  Fruits  Fond, 
as  taken  on  an  Address  to  his  MajestTi  of 
the  14tii  March  last. 

Mr.  O' Council  wished  to  draw  the  st- 
tention  of  the  only  Law  Officer  of  die 
Irish  Government  then  present,  to  seven! 
statements  of  occurrences  in  Ireland  iMdi 
had  come  to  his  car,  and  seemed  to  re- 
quire explanation.  He  wished,  thst  the 
ri;^ht  hon.  Gentlemau,  the  Secretaiy  tor 
Ireland,  had  been  in  his  place,  sa  he 
meant  to  ask,  if  he  would  allow  the 
papers  concerning  these  ontrages  lo  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  In  his  absence  he 
would  only  say,  that  a  party  of  Orange- 
men, on  the  19th  and  22nd  of  December. 
paraded  the  town  of  Maghera,  in  die 
north  of  Ireland,  with  symbols,  flags,  snd 
Orange  music  playing,  and  had  smg 
songs  to  provoke  a  breach  of  the  pMce. 
They  afterwards  came  into  the  town  witb 
guns  and  bayonets,  and  committed  gien 
outrages ;  wounding  and  stabbing  sone 
of  the  harmless  women  and  raiMien. 
They  set  fire  to  and  destroyed  the  riUsge. 
They  took  the  furniture  out  of  the  hooseSi 
and  set  fire  to  it;  they  abused  the  old 
women,  all  the  males  having  fled,  wi& 
the  exception  of  one,  who  had  VffHne  sa 
idiot,  in  consequence  of  haringyHpoB  a 

Srevious  occasion,  seen  his  After  mar* 
ered  by  the  Orange  party.  The 
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doM  (0  the  poor  i»|aibiti»tiy  fiod^iUAd  at 
Ifast  to  400/.P  fodd  G9T»nm«iit  hfid  ijaat 
down  a  Commission  to  try  Um  ^Ifeiukn. 
Verdicts,  it  appeared,  were  giyeB^  all 
against  the  Roinan  Catholic^,  while  n^ 
one  Orangeman  bad  been  found  guilty 
or  punished.  He  should  wish  {o  have 
SQwe  information  on  this  subject,  and 
abQuld  have  been  glad  to  have  been  al- 
lowed to  see  the  report  of  Mr.  Perrin, 
who  was  aent  down  on  the  opcanion  by 
Government ;  but  as  the  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary was  not  in  his  place,  he  mu«t  post- 
pone his  questions  tiU  a  fitter  opportunity 
arrived. 

Mr.  Cramptou  said,  that  the  Secretary 
of  Ireland  was  very  much  occupied  in  the 
performance  of  the  official  duties  of  his 
situation ;  but  he  was  sure  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  been  in  his  place, 
bad  he  been  aware  that  any  inteution  ex- 
isted to  ask  for  information.  He  (Mr. 
Crampton)  was  not  able  to  anawer  the 
question  put  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  but  he  informed  tbe  House,  that 
teveral  verdicts  had  h^en  given,  acquitting 
the  parties  accused  of  participating  in  the 
outrages  described  by  the  bon.  and  learn- 
ed Member ;  and  be  did  not  thii^k  it  fair 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  en- 
deavour to  imp^gn,  by  vague  aaaertions, 
the  verdicts  of  juries. 

Mr.  0' Connell  &SL\dy  that  he  had  received 
his  information  respecting  the  outrages 
committed  by  the  Oraogemen  from  tbe 
very  highest  authority.  He  had  also  been 
informed,  that  the  Crown  prosecutor  of 
Kilkenny  had  received  instructions  to 
challenge,  previous  to  the  swearing  of  the 
jury,  every  Roman  Catholic. 

Mr.  Crampton  begged  leave  to  state,  iu 
the  strongest  possible  terms,  that  no  in- 
structions of  such  a  nature  had  been  given 
by  the  Irish  government,  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  Their  zealous  en- 
deavour was,  to  do  justice  impartially,  dia- 
legarding  all  party  feelings. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  that  he  would  be  the 
last  man  to  impugn  the  verdicts  of  Juries, 
but  he  kuew  that  if  unfair  means  were 
taken  to  compose  Juries,  suspicion  would 
attach  to  their  proceedings,  and  their 
decision  would  be  looked  upon  with  con- 
tempt and  aversbn.  As  a  Protestant  gen- 
tleman, residiug  ia  Ireland,  he  felt  great 
anxiety  on  ^is  point,  lor  be  was  satisfied 
that  much  of  the  peace  and  tranquillity,  or 
the    turbulence  and  ditconteot,   of  the 

jpeopki  depended  ob  itt    Umg  in  a  Iwrge 


Qatliolic  province,   with  a  population  of 
50,000  Roman    Catholics  cloae  ground 
him,  he  must  say,  that  nothing  could  be 
more  iojurious  to  the  Protestant,  than  ta 
insult  the  Catholics.     If  it  were  true,  tb%t 
the  Crown    Prosecutor  in  Kilkenny  1 
passed-by  Roman  Catholics  in  the  i 
ation  of    Juries,   the   conduct    of    u 
officer  had  been  most  disgraceful,  ai 
must  have  been,  he  was  sure,  in  violation 
of  the  orders  of  Government. 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon  did  not  think 
that  much  reliance  was  to  be  placed  on 
loose  reports  of  occurrences  which  took 
place  in  Ireland ;  and  he  would  give  the 
House  a  specimen  of  their  inaccuracy.  It 
had  been  stated  in  that  House,  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  the  Grand 
Jury  of  Cariow  had  drunk  the  following 
toast : — "  Our  heels  on  the  necks  of  tbe 
Papists.'*  When  he  heard  that  statement 
made,  he  lost  no  time  in  writing  to  Ire- 
land, to  inquire  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  report,  and  he  received  in 
answer  a  direct  contradiction.  A  letter 
had  also  appeared  in  the  newspapers, 
signed  by  Colonel  Rochford,  the  Cnair- 
man  of  the  Grand  Jury,  and  another 
gentleman,  who  had  formerly  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  distinctly  denying  the 
truth  of  the  statement.  This  was  a  speci- 
men of  the  general  inaccuracy  of  the 
statements  made  in  that  House  respecting 
transactions  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  he  w^s  ready  to 
substantiate  every  word  which  he  had  said, 
and  a  great  deal  more,  by  sworn  testimony 
at  the  bar  of  the  House.  Colonel  Roch- 
ford did  not  deny  in  bis  letter  that  the 
toast  bad  been  given,  but  only  said,  that 
it  was  not  drunk  while  he  was  in  the  chair. 
He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  accused  him  of  inaccuracy,  ought 
himself  to  have  been  more  correct  in 
stating  the  contents  of  Colonel  Rochford'a 
letter.  He  was  ready  to  prove,  at  tbe 
bar  of  the  House,  that  the  four  followtn|^ 
toasts  were  drunk  in  the  Grand  Jury  Room 
at  Cariow,  in  the  presence  of  three  or 
four  Magistrates  who  were  members  of 
the  Jury.  They  took  little  pains,  indeed^ 
to  conceal  their  opinions  or  the  course 
they  were  pursuing,  for  the  doors  were 
thrown  open,  so  that  every  body  in  the 
town  might  hear  and  see.  The  toasts  were 
*^  Captain  Graham^  and  the  brave  Yeo- 
manry of  Newtonbarry,'' — ^*  Our  heels  on 
the  nedka  of  the  Papists*'—*'  The  Pope  in 
th#  pillory  id  bell^  and  the  devil  pdUof 
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him  with  Priests'*  and  "  the  glorious  and 
immortal  memory  of  King  William."  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  lamented  the 
prejudices  and  bigotry  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  peasantry  of  Ireland  as  much  as 
any  man,  yet  he  could  not  think  they 
were  so  ignorant  and  superstitious  as  to 
believe,  what  an  hon.  Gentleman  had 
sworn,  in  evidence  presented  to  that 
House,  viz.  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Priests  could  turn  them  into  hares  and 
goats. 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon  said,  that  he 
had  only  sworn,  that  it  was  reported  in 
Ireland  that  the  peasantry  held  such  a  be- 
lief; but  he  had  not  sworn  that  he  believed 
that  report.  In  the  letter  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  it  was  stated,  that  no  toast  of  the 
nature  described  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  drunk  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Carlow. 

Mr.  O'ConneZ/ admitted,  that  the  Grand 
Jury,  as  a  body,  did  not  drink  the  toast, 
because  the  foreman  had  previously  left 
the  chair ;  but  he  still  asserted  that  it  was 
drunk  in  the  room. 

Mr.  Kennedy  expressed  his  regret,  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundalk  should  have 
been  betrayed  into  the  use  of  observations 
ivhich  were  likely  to  fan  the  flame  of  re- 
ligious and  party  animosity  in  Ireland, 
and  he  also  lamented  thjit  attempts  were 
made  to  excite  religious  animosities 
Scotland,    where   there    were    many 
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thousand  Roman  Catholics.  The  Com- 
mittee who  drew  up  the  petition  against 
the  grant  to  Maynooth  College,  were  also 
recommended  to  present  a  petition  praying 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Catholic  Relief  JBill, 
but  they  refused.  When  he  heard  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  must 
say,  that  however  much  he  respected  his 
zeal,  he  doubted  his  discretion. 

Mr.  Blackney  said,  he  felt  confident 
that  the  statement  of  the  member  for 
Kerry,  with  respect  to  the  Carlow  Grand 
Jury,  was  correct.  He  firmly  believed 
these  toasts  were  given  and  drunk  by 
many  of  those  who  composed  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  some  opportunity  ought  to  be 
afforded  for  proving  the  statement.  The 
Commandant  of  a  Corps  of  Yeomen  was 
present  at  the  time  and  was  actually  a 
member  of  the  Grand  Jury  impannelled 
to  try  five  or  six  of  his  own  corps,  who 
■were  indicted  for  firing  on  an  inoffensive 
people.  Was  such  a  state  of  things  to  be 
endured?  The  same  Gentleman  also 
acted  as  croupier  upon  this  occasioni  and 


{COMMONS} 

he  was  the  person  who  gave  the  toait  of 
<*  Captain  Graham  and  the  brave  Newton- 
barry  Yeomen." 

Mr.  Stanley  regretted,  that  he  was  not 
in  the  House  at  the  commencemeDt  of  the 
present  conversation,  bat  he   hoped  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  would  be  extend* 
ed  to  him,  when  they  heard  that  he  wu 
daily  engaged  in  the  performance  of  the 
official  duties  of  his  situation  from  nine  to 
four  o'clock.     Had  he  been  aware  that 
any  hon.    Member  intended  to  ask  any 
questions   with    respect    to    Ireland,   be 
would  certainly  have  been  in  his  place. 
He  said,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  papers  desired  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.     With  xespeet 
to  the  transaction  stated  to    have  takes 
place  in  the  Grand  Jury-room  at  Caiiow, 
he  had  to  inform  the  House,  that  inqniriei 
had  been  made,  whether  the  offensiTetoaiti 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  been  drunk  at  all,  and  if  they  had, 
whether  they  had   been   drunk  by  per- 
sons holding  any   situations  under  the 
Government.     He  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  Foreman  of  the  Grand    Jury, 
in   which    that    gentleman    stated,    that 
he  remained  in  the  chair  until  haif-past 
nine   o'clock,  and  up  to  that   time  no 
such  toasts  had  been  drank.     The  ges- 
tleman  added,  that  he   would    not  bafe 
allowed  them  to  be  proposed  in  his  pre- 
sence.    He  (Mr.  Stanley)  thought,  that  as 
the  company  continued  together  till  late  in 
the  evening,  it  was  not  improbable  that 
toasts  of  a  violent  character  were  proposed 
by  persons  who  ought    to  have  knows 
better ;   but  from  the  information  which 
he  had  received,  he  believed  that  those 
toasts  were  not  proposed  by  Grand  Jurymen 
or  Magistrates,  but  by  some  persons  pre- 
sent in  the  character  of  guests.     A  very 
large  portion  of  the  party  refused  to  drink 
the  toasts,  and  expressed  their  abliorrence 
at  the  introduction  of  such  toasts  in  a 
public  assembly.     It  was  true,    however* 
that  these  toasts  were  drank  by  a  part  of 
the  Grand  Jury,  but  he  believed  that  aJI 
the  persons  concerned  in  tlie  matter  were 
heartily  ashamed  of  their  conduct  next 
morning.     He  did  not  think,  that  the  case 
called  for  any  further  investigation  on  the 
part  of  Government,  and   still  less   lor 
official  inquiry  at  the  Bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Blackney  said,  that  the  governor 
of  the  county  was  a  priiicipal  actor  in 
those  obnoxious  proceedings. 
Mr.  Shell  was  aware,  that  tfiQ  i%lit  Im^ 
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Secretary  for  Ireland  was  much  occupied 
in  attending  to  the  £Dglish  Reform  Bill, 
but  he  begged  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Secretary,  that  it  was  his  duty  to  make 
the  atFairs  of  Ireland  his  principal  con- 
sideration ;  and  he  considered,  that  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  country  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  always 
be  present  in  the  House  when  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  were  discussed.  It  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  peace  of  Ireland 
that  official  information  should  be  given 
with  respect  to  all  transactions  in  that 
country.  It  appeared,  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  that  there 
was  some  foundation  for  the  charge,  which 
had  been  denied,  in  a  tone  of  imperious 
contradiction,  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Dundalk. 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon  observed,  that 
what  he  had  denied  was,  that  the  toast 
was  drunk  by  the  grand  jury. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  that  at  all  events  it  was 
drank  in  the  Grand  Jury  room,  if  not  by 
the  Grand  Jury  themselves,  at  least  by  their 
compotators.  This  affair  had  justly  been 
a  source  of  regret  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  who  had  expressed  his 
conviction,  that  the  parties  would  be 
ashamed  of  their  conduct  on  reflection, 
and  that  their  blushes  would  be  mingled 
with  those  of  the  succeeding  morning. 
But  he  wanted  to  know,  whether  the  men 
who  had  so  conducted  themselves  were 
Magistrates,  and  how  long  they  were  to 
be  allowed  to  continue  in  such  a  situation  ? 
He  entirely  concurred  with  the  observa- 
tions made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Dun- 
dalk, that  assertion  and  the  fact  very 
often  widely  differed,  and  he  found  a 
complete  verification  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's remark,  when  he  went  to  the  library 
and  looked  to  the  evidence  which  had 
been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  O'Connell).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  charged 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundalk  with  being 
peculiarly  addicted  to  credulity,  and  with 
believing,  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland  were  firmly  con- 
vinced, that  a  sort  of  sacerdotal  meta- 
morphosis could  be  performed,  and  that 
they  could  be  all  converted  into  goats 
and  hares  by  the  power  and  magic  of 
Priests.  The  hon.  Member  had  denied 
this  charge ;  but  he  begged  leave  to  re- 
fresh the  hon.  Member's  memory  by  read- 
ing an  extract  from  his  own  evidence. 
In  .answer  to  aqueiUoaput  tothQ  boo. 


Member,  whether  he  had  heard  that  any 
portion  of  the  people  believed  that  their 
Priests  could  turn  them  into  goata  and 
hares,  the  hon.  Member  answered,  Aat 
he  had  no  personal  acquaintance  widi 
such  instances ;  but  that  he  had  no  doubt 
whatever  of  their  existence.  Now  he 
begged  to  be  permitted  to  entreat  the 
gallant  Member,  not  to  avail  himself  of 
the  seat  which  he  possessed  in  that  House, 
as  Representative  for  Dundalk,  a  town 
containing  15,000  Roman  Catholics,  for 
the  purpose  of  persevering  in  that  course 
of  theological  controversy  which  he  had, 
no  doubt  honestly  and  zealously,  pursued 
in  Ireland.  That  House  was  not  an  arena 
for  theological  controversies  and  scholastic 
discussions. 

Mr.  Stanley  assured  the  hon.  Member, 
that  he  felt  no  want  of  interest  for  the 
affairs  of  Ireland.  He  said,  that  the  toast 
*'  Captain  Graham,  and  the  brave  Yeo- 
manry of  Newtownbarry"  was  not  denied 
to  have  been  drunk,  but  those  more  violent 
toasts  were  disclaimed;  and  the  persons 
sent  down  to  investigate  the  affair  had 
doubts  whether  they  were  drunk  or  not. 
Certainly  they  were  not  drunk,  if  at  all, 
till  very  late  m  the  evening. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  sorry,  for  the  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  that  thn  de- 
bate had  arisen.  It  was  inconvenient, 
that  statements  made  in  the  House,  and 
tending  to  produce  animosity  abroad, 
should  remain  for  many  days  without 
receiving  any  answer.  One  of  the  state* 
ments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  was,  that  a  village  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  had  been  set  on  fire,  the 
furniture  of  the  inhabitants  burned,  and 
theaged  women  who  were  there,  inhumanly 
used,  no  male  remaining  in  the  place, 
except  one  who  had  lost  his  intellects. 
Now  this  was  a  charge  of  a  most  serious 
nature.  The  second  statement  was,  that, 
on  a  late  trial  in  Kilkenny,  the  Crown 
Solicitor  directed  every  liberal  Protestant 
to  be  set  aside,  and  every  Roman  Catholic 
on  the  panel  to  be  objected  to.  The  thud 
statement  related  to  certain  toasts,  one  of 
which  was,  as  stated,  '*  Our  feet  on  the 
necks  of  the  Papists.*'  Every  person 
must  see,  that  things  of  this  kind,  remain* 
ing  without  an  atiswer  for  any  length  of 
time,  were  calculated  to  produce  serioas 
mischief.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  O'Connell)  was  perfectly  jus* 
tifiable  in  making  those  statements,  Imt 
it  would  be  moie  conyepieati  anS  far 
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better  for  the  real  iDleiests  of  Ireland,  if 
lie  gave  some  previous  nptice  of  his 
iDtention. 

Lord  Tulhutioie  said,  as  member  for 
the  town  of  Garlow,  be,  of  course,  felt 
some  interest  in  this  subject.  He  had 
many  commtmications  upon  it  from  Ire- 
land. '^  The  Glorious  Memory  of  King 
William,''  and  "  Captain  Graham,  and 
the  Newtonbarry  Yeomanry,''  were  drunk, 
but  not  the  other  objectionable  toasts. 
If  they  were  drunk,  it  was  at  a  late  hour, 
when  the  majority  of  the  Grand  Jury  had 
gone  away. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  said,  that  it  had 
been  attempted  to  fix  a  contradiction  upon 
him  by  a  reference  to  his  published  evi- 
dence. He  could  ussert,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  he  had  never  sworn 
that  he  believed  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Priests  could  turn  people  into  hares  and 
goats.  He  had  only  sworn,  that  the 
people  believed  that  the  Priests  possessed 
such  power.  Were  there  no  Irish  Mem- 
bers present  who  were  acquainted  with 
that  local  feeling,  or  were  there  any  that 
would  say  that  it  did  not  exist  ?  It  had 
been  observed,  that  he  had  come  into  that 
House  by  some  fortuitous  circumstances. 
He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
made  that  observation,  that  it  was  one 
unbecoming  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
stood  in  that  House  with  as  clean  hands 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
would  discharge  his  duty  honestly  and 
conscientiously,  in  spite  of  any  taunts  or 
innuendoes  which  might  be  indulged  in  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  or  any 
other  person.  Whilst  he  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  the  House,  he  would  exercise 
his  unquestionable  right  as  a  Christian  and 
a  gentleman.  He  claimed  the  respect 
which  the  House  owed  to  each  of  its 
Members,  without  bcinp;  taunted  in  a 
manner  which  was  unparliamentary,  and 
which  he  might  designate  in  another  man- 
ner, but  that  he  disdained  to  do  so. 

JUr.  Sheil  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  totally  mistaken  what  had  fallen  from 
him.  He  had  not  insinuated  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  come  into  the  House 
by  improper  means.  He  merely  said,  that 
be  could  not  conjecture  how  the  gallant 
Member  became  the  Representative  of  a 
town  containing  14,000  Catholics.  He 
could  not  avoid  expressing  his  astonish- 
ment, that  the  hon.  Member,  who  talked 
■o  much  about  Christianity,  should  allow 
\m  Christian  spirit  to  be  so  soon  soured,^ 


'*  Tantene  aninuB  caslcsUbw  ins.** 
The  Motion  to  which  Mr.  O'Connd 
referred  in  his  speech,  having  been  ac* 
ceded  to  by  Mr.  Stanley,  wae  screed  to. 

Belgic  Negotiationb.]  The  Speaker 
having  called  upon  Sir  Richard  Vyvyan, 

Viscount    PalmerstOH    saidp    diat    he 
begged  to  submit  to  the  coiuideratioa  of 
his  hon.  friend,  whether,  under  the  peca- 
liar  circumstances  of  the  present  momentf 
it  would  not  be  expedient  to  postpone  cht 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice.   The 
grounds  on  which  he  ventured  to  propoie 
that  his  hon.   friend   should    take   thii 
course  were,  first,  a  circumstance  which 
was  known  to  all  the  world — the  extraor- 
dinary and  critical  state  of  those  afiiun  to 
which  the  intended  motion   referred.    Ic 
was  well  known,  that  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands had  decided,  without  any  pic- 
vious  notice,  to  commence  hostilities.   Ai 
soon  as  information  of  this  circumstSDce 
was  received  in  London,  a  communicatioB 
was  made  to  the  king  of  the  Netbo'Iand^ 
to  which,  as  yet,  no  answer  had  been  re- 
ceived.   The  Government  would,  there- 
fore, be  placed  in  a  most  difficult  positios 
by  the  discussion  to  which  the  motioo  of 
his  hon.  friend  would  lead.     He  did  not 
at  the  present  moment,  know  whether  the 
king  of  the   Netherlands    would  recoB- 
mencc  negotiations  which  would  lead  t» 
peace,  or  continue  his  warlike  demonstia* 
tions.     If  the  negotiations  should  be  con- 
tinued, as  he  could  not  but  hope  thej 
would,  the  five  Powers  concerned  in  them 
would  naturally  act  as  mediators  between 
the  hostile  parties.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  submitted  to  his  hon.  frieod 
whether  it  would  be  convenient,  with  re- 
spect to  the  course  of  these  negotiations, 
to  drag  him,  as  the  organ  of  one  of  the 
five  Powers  in  that  House,  into  discui- 
sions  involving  opinions  as  to  which  of  the 
parties  might  have  been  right,  and  which 
wrong?    Such  a  course  must  be  attended 
with  inconveniences,  which  his  hon.  friend 
would  be  the  first  man  to  regret.     He, 
therefore,  submitted  to  the  considexmtica 
of  his  hon.  friend,  whether  it  would  notk 
advisable  to  postpone  his  Motion,  on  Che 
grounds  which  he  had  stated,  naniely,  the 
critical  state  of  affairs  generally ;  and  next, 
that  until    tlie  Government  ^ew  what 
course  the  kiug  of  the  Netherkmds  wovM 
pursue,  the  Motion  would  place  MyisHwt 
in  circumstances  of  difficulty  which  he 
really  thought  bard.    As  far  wJiia 
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sonal  convenience  was  conceraed,  he  could 
assure  his  hon.  friend,  that  he  was  just  as 
ready  to  enter  into  the  discussion  then  at 
he  would  he  at  any  other  period.  He 
wished  the  Motion  to  be  postponed  on  pub- 
lic grounds  alone. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  he  would  nol 
conceal  that  his  intention  was  to  have  at- 
tempted to  lead  his  noble  friend  into  dis- 
cussion, which  would  tend  to  explain  the 
conduct  of  the  British  Government,  but  he 
admitted,  that  the  fact  stated  by  his  noble 
friend,  namely,  that  he  had  not  as  yet  re- 
ceived an  answer  to  the  communication 
he  had  made  to  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands, was  of  sufficient  importance  to  in- 
duce him  to  postpone  his  Motion,  though 
it  would  be  for  only  a  very  short  period. 
Nevertheless,  he  could  not  conceal  from 
his  noble  friend,  that  he  thought  that  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  had  been  most 
unfairly  used,  as  he  would  attempt  to 
prove,  when  the  conduct  of  the  Confer- 
ence should  come  fully  before  the  House. 
Hitherto  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
had  not  been  defended  in  that  House. 
That  monarch  had  been  attacked  and 
calumniated,  and  he  wished,  therefore, 
that  an  opportunity  should  at  length 
come,  when  the  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  him  might  be  investigat- 
ed, so  that  it  might  appear  whether 
he  was  the  tyrant  which  he  had  been 
described  to  be,  or  whether,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  not  acted  as  an  enlightened 
monarch,  anxious  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  his  people.  In  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  friend,  and  ex- 
pecting that  a  communication  would  take 
place  almost  immediately,  between  the  go- 
vernment of  the  Hague  and  the  Confer- 
ence, he  would  consent  to  postpone  his 
motion  to  Thursday. 

Lord  Stormont  said,  he  had  heard  that 
the  French  had  laid  an  embargo  on  the 
Dutch  vessels  in  Dunkirk.  As  that  act 
was  an  act  of  war,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  had  received  any 
information  on  the  subject. 

Viscount  Pahnerston  replied,  that  he 
had  received  no  official  information  on  the 
subject. 

Captain  Boldero  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  of  England  had  been 
so  short-sighted  as  to  overlook  the  possi- 
bility of  the  Dutch  commencing  hostilities  ? 
It  was  evident,  that  both  the  Netherlands 
and  France  hadbeen  prepared  for  the  event,  \ 
for  they  bad  each  inatdued  fheir  armies. 


Lord  MUtom  bigged  tha  ban.  Member 
to  consider  the  ineoovenianca  wehich  must 
result  from  provoking  a  diicuiiiDn  on  a 
subject  of  such  magnttud«y  and  iomMoi^ 
questions  of  the  moat  delicata  natera. 

Captain  Boldero  said,  that  the  magww 
tnde  of  the  subject  was  his  best  excuse  fcs 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
He  wished  to  know,  whether  there  was  nat 
a  distinct  understanding  between  Fsanoa 
and  England,  that,  in  case  of  tba  Outck 
entering  Belgium,  those  two  Powers  should 
unite  to  drive  them  out. 

Lord  Milton  rose,  to  implore  the  no* 
ble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  not  to 
give  an  answer  to  tfaa  question  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member.  Ha  knew  it  waa 
the  right  of  the  House  to  judge  of  the  by- 
gone conduct  of  an  Admintstiatioii  on  any 
subject,  but  he  could  hot  go  the  length  of 
thinking  that  the  House  of  CommqnM 
ought  to  become  a  part  of  his  Majesly's 
Privy  Council  with  respect  to  Xw&  ittk* 
portent  matters  which  had  been  referred 
to. 

Protection  of  the  Baitisr  iv  ms 
Brazils.]  Mr.  Discon  wishad  to  faa  in- 
formed, whether  any  conaonicaftioii  had 
reached  his  Majesty's  GovemmeKt  rehtiva 
to  the  situation  of  British  mercbanls  in  the 
Brazils,  since  the  recent  changes  in  that 
country,  and  whether  any  steps  had  beea 
taken  for  their  protection  and  security  f 
He  understood  the  quantity  of  Britvh 
merchandize  at  Rio  was  very  great,  and 
when  the  last  accounts  came  away,  there 
was  only  one  English  ship  of  war  there. 

Viscount  Paimeraion  said,  tet  his  Bia* 
jesty*8  Government  had,  undoubtedly,  re- 
ceived communications  that  the  revolu- 
tion in  Brazil  had  been  attended  with  cir^ 
cumstances  which  led  the  British  mefw 
chants  at  Rio  and  Bahia  to  apprehend 
some  danger  to  themselves,  and  Mr*  Alton, 
the  Britnh  Consul,  had  been  applied  ^ 
and  had  detained  a  ship  of  war  at  Bia^ 
which  had  been  intended  for  another 4ei^ 
nation. 

Mr.  Dixon  begged  to  ai 
aHayanyapprel  i  n 

whether  the  Gover       ni      a 
any  other  m  lo       are 

residents  in  h        : 

Viscount    i-a  n   ai  ,  * 

another  ship  of  V         are  n        so 

proceed  to  Rio,  ana  woaki  9fe^        i 
there.    Witiir     isct         ^c 
tioD|thebon.  C  i 


1047      Parliamentary  Reform—     {COMMONS}         BiU for  England—  1048 


that  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  all  steps  which  were  due  and  pro- 
per tor  the  protection  of  his  Majesty's 
suljjects,  in  whatever  quarter  of  the  world. 

(;aptain  Boldero  again  rose  to  repeat 
his  former  question,  namely,  whether,  in 
the  negotiations  which  had  taken  place 
between  France  and  England,  preliminary 
to  placing  Prince  Leopold  on  the  throne 
of  Belgium,  those  Powers  had  overlooked 
the  possibility  of  hostilities  being  com- 
menced by  the  Dutch  ?  and  whether  they 
were  prepared,  by  force,  to  maintain  the 
rights  of  Belgium  ? 

Viscount  Palmersion  said,  that  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  first  question  he  was 
quite  ready  to  give  an  answer.  By  France 
and  England,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  of 
course,  meant  the  five  Powers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked,  whether  the  five  Powers 
— [Captain  Boldero:  "The  two  Powers.'*] 
Well,  he  would  answer  for  the  five.  The 
^y&  Powers,  including  France  and  Eng- 
land, had  not  overlooked  the  possibility 
that  the  armistice  which  had  been  con- 
cluded might  be  broken,  either  by  the 
Dutch  or  the  Belgians. 

Mr.  Wrangham  wished  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord,  whether  the  representative 
of  the  king  of  Holland  had  not,  when  in 
this  country,  made  some  communication 
to  his  Majesty's  Government,  either  in 
writing  or  verbally,  that  the  king  of  Hol- 
land would  feel  it  his  duty  to  prosecute, 
by  hostile  measures,  his  claims  upon  Bel- 
gium ? 

Viscount  Pabnerston  said,  that  the 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands had  not  made  to  him,  nor  to  the  Con- 
ference, any  communication,  verbally  or 
in  writing,  which  led  them  to  suppose  that 
the  King,  his  master,  had  any  intention  of 
marching  his  troops  beyond  the  frontiers. 

Pakliamextary  RF^form — Bill  kor 
EnG la N D — Com MITTE E —  N i  n  eteentii 

Day.]  On  the  motion  of  Lord  Althorp, 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  whole  House,  on  the  Reform  of 
Parliament  (England)  Bill. 

llie  Chairman  put  the  (juestion,  that 
the  clause  that  "  Each  of  the  towns  of 
Portsmouth,  Rochester,  and  Kingston- 
upon-Hull  shall,  after  the  end  of  this  pre- 
sent Parliament,  return  two  Members  to 
Bervc  in  Parliament,  jointly  with  the  other 
places  respectively,  as  described  in  sche- 
dnle  E  to  this  Act  annexed,"  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.— Agreed  to. 


The  Chairman  then  read  Schedule  E. 
On  coming  to  the  words,  that  Kiagston- 
upon- Hull,  including  Sculcoates,  York- 
shire, should  stand  part  of  schedule  E, 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  had  no  connex- 
ion with  the  place,  but,  in  consequence  of 
what  he  had  said  on  a  former  occasion, 
he  had  received  a  communication  from 
Sculcoates,  which  had  furnished  him  with 
some  valuable  information.  He  confessed 
he  was  so  ignorant  of  that  part  of  the 
country,  that  he  had  never  even  heard  of 
the  name  of  the  place,  until  the  discussion 
arose  on  this  Bill.  He  had  then  thought  that 
Sculcoates  was  sufficiently  separated  from 
Hull  to  entitle  it  to  return  a  Member  for 
itself,  as  Gateshead  had  been  permitted  to 
do.  He  did  not  see  any  reason  for  mak- 
ing the  distinction, or  to  prevent  that  place 
being  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
favoured  town  of  Gateshead.  It  appeared 
to  him,  that  the  arguments  urged  againtt 
uniting  Gateshead  to  Newcastle,  applied, 
in  a  much  stronger  degree,  to  the  case  of 
Sculcoates  with  Hull.  Sculcoates  was  un- 
der a  separate  jurisdiction  from  Hull,  and 
was  situated  in  a  different  county — the  one 
being  in  the  county  of  Kingston-upoo- 
Hull,  the  other  in  the  East  Riding  of^the 
county  of  York.  The  two  places  were 
separated  also  by  docks,  making  the  towns 
quite  distinct  from  each  other.  If  Minis- 
ters were,  therefore,  prepared  to  grant  i 
separate  Member  to  a  town  situated  in  a 
peculiarly  favoured  county,  they  could  not, 
in  accordance  with  the  principles  the* 
professed  to  act  upon,  refuse  a  M ember tu 
one  placed  in  nearly  the  same  circum- 
stances. Sculcoates  contained  a  largi-r 
and  more  respectable  population  tlian 
Gateshead,  and  was  a  place  of  nion*  im- 
portance, if  Ministers,  therefore,  reall) 
desired  to  give  protection  to  the  shipping 
interest,  they  could  not  choose  a  lietter 
place  than  Sculcoates,  which  was  inhabit- 
ed chiefly  by  merchants  and  ship-owntn. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  Ministers  would  re- 
consider this  case. 

Lord  Milton  said,  he  was  not  'well  ac- 
quainted with  Newcastle,  therefore  be 
would  not  speak  with  certainty  as  to  the 
localities  of  that  place,  but  he  understood 
Gateshead  was  separated  from  it  by  the 
Tyne.  That  case  was  different  from  HdU 
and  Sculcoates.  It  was  very  difficult  to 
determine  the  boundary-line  between  them; 
and  most  assuredly,  a  stranger  wonld  con- 
sider them  one  and  the  same  place. 
They  ran  into  one  anotheri  like  Loiid<m  and 
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Westminster.  He  could  not  conceive, 
therefore,  there  was  any  necessity  for  an 
additional  Member  for  Sculcoates,  for 
there  was  only  a  nominal  line  of  separa- 
tion between  ihe  two  places,  and  a  com- 
plete identity  of  interest. 

Mr.  Wrightson  said,  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  local  circumstances 
of  the  two  places.  He  was  ready  to 
admit,  there  was  a  material  difference 
between  the  cases  of  Sculcoates  and 
Gateshead.  The  great  body  of  the  mer- 
chants of  Hull  lived  in  Sculcoates,  and 
it  was  hardly  possible,  that  any  circum- 
stances should  arise  which  could  tend  to 
a  clashing  of  interests  between  them.  It 
would  be  as  difficult  to  discover  their 
physical  as  their  moral  boundaries.  This 
was  not  the  case  with  regard  to  Newcastle 
and  Gateshead.  The  House  was  probably 
aware,  that  a  considerable  portion  of  Hull 
was  occupied  by  docks ;  and  he  believed, 
the  boundary  line  passed  through  the 
middle  of  them.  Tlie  population  and 
wealth  of  Sculcoates  had  of  late  very 
rapidly  increased.  In  1821  it  was  10,000 ; 
and,  according  to  the  recent  returns,  it 
was  14,000.  There  was  no  particular 
desire  that  the  places  should  be  separated 
for  the  purposes  of  Representation ;  and, 
if  a  third  Member  was  to  be  granted,  the 
^neral  feeling,  he  believed,  would  be 
in  favour  of  three  Members  for  the  two 
places  jointly.  This,  however,  he  was 
quite  sure,  that  such  was  the  feeling  in 
favour  of  Reform  in  the  town  of  Scul- 
coates, that  the  inhabitants  would  be  pre- 
pared to  make  this,  or  any  other  sacrifice, 
rather  than  the  success  of  the  Reform  Bill 
should  be  rendered  doubtful. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  the  letter  he  had 
received  from  Sculcoates  contained  very 
different  sentiments  from  those  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member;  for,  according  to 
that,  a  very  strong  feeling  existed  in  the 
place  in  favour  of  having  a  separate  Mem- 
ber. He  was  told,  the  boundary  line  was 
formed  by  the  docks  which  had  been  con- 
structed on  what  were  formerly  the  walls  of 
Hull ;  so  that  no  doubt  or  dispute  could 
arise  on  that  point.  Sculcoates  was  go- 
verned by  its  own  Magistrates,  which  were 
those  of  the  East  Riding  of  York.  The 
Magistrates  of  Hull  exercised  no  power 
whatever  in  the  town  of  Sculcoates,  which 
was  increasing  in  importance  every  day. 
In  his  opinion,  this  was  a  very  strong  case, 
aud  they  were  bound  in  justice  to  give 
a  separate  Member  to  Uie  town. 


Mr.  Hodgson  differed  entirely  from  the 
views  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  circumstances  of  Sculcoates  and  Gates- 
head were  very  different;  still  all  the  facts 
of  the  case  had  not  been  stated.  It  was  ob- 
vious that,  although  Sculcoates  was  not 
within  the  county  of  the  town  of  Hull, 
yet  it  was  an  offset  of  the  latter  place  sHII 
closely  connected  with  it,  and  had  the 
same  iuterests.  Gateshead  was  separated 
from  Newcastle  by  a  wide  river,  and  they 
were  in  separate  counties.  It  should  be 
remembered  also,  that  Hull,  although  it 
was  a  town  and  county  in  itself,  yet  was 
virtually  a  portion  of  the  East  Riding  of 
Yorkshire. 

Mr.  Wrangham  would  not  put  his  local 
knowledge  of  the  towns  in  question  in 
competition  with  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represented  Hull,  and  who  spoke 
last  but  two ;  but  he  had,  notwithstanding^ 
some  knowledge  of  the  two  places.  He 
had  presented  a  petition  on  this  subject 
some  days  ago,  and  had  then  stated,  that 
this  was  a  case  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  Hull  was  built  upon  a 
point  of  land  at  the  confluence  of  the  rivers 
Hull  and  Humber :  at  a  certain  distance 
from  the  point  of  meeting  of  these  two 
rivers  was  the  boundary  of  Hull.  Beyond 
that  line  stored  Sculcoates ;  and  it  was  ob- 
vious, that  all  further  increase  must  take 
place  on  the  side  of  this  town.  When, 
therefore,  he  considered  the  importance 
and  situation  of  the  place,  and  remembered 
that  a  Representative  had  been  granted  to 
Gateshead,  he  saw  abundant  reason  to 
give  to  Sculcoates  the  same  privilege. 
Every  argument  urged  in  favour  of  the 
former  applied  equally  to  the  latter.  It 
had  been  said,  that  Gateshead  was  in  a 
different  county  from  Newcastle ;  that  it 
had  a  separate  jurisdiction ;  that  it  was 
daily  increasing — all  these  circumstances 
were  precisely  similar  at  Sculcoates.  With 
regard  to  population,  it  was  triiunphantly 
said,  Gateshead  had  12,000  people.  To 
this  he  should  only .  answer — Scalcottes 
had  14,000.  Independent,  however,  of 
all  these  favourable  considerations,  there 
was  one,  which  had  been  relied  upon  as 
unanswerable,  to  prove,  in  the  case  of 
Sudbury,  that  the  borough  of  that  name, 
and  the  hamlet,  were  separate ;  and  that 
was,  the  existence  of  two  separate  paving 
Acts  for  the  two  places.  That  was  also 
the  case  with  the  borough  of  Hull,  and  the 
town  of  Sculcoates.  lliis  was,  however,  i^ 
stronger  case  altogether  than  that  of  Smir 
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bary.  He  had  turned  over  the  Statutes, 
and  found  two  distinct  Acts,  passed  within 
a  short  period  of  eacli  other,  one  relative 
to  the  paving  and  lighting  of  the  town 
of  Kingston-upon-Huli,  in  the  county  of 
Hull ;  the  other,  for  paving  and  lighting 
the  town  of  Sculcoates,  in  the  county  of 
York.  When  the  noble  Lord  was  inform- 
ed of  this  case,  it  would,  no  doubt, 
change  his  opinion,  for  here  they  had  the 
fact  of  difference  of  county  assigned  as  a 
reason  for  the  different  Acts. 

Lord  A  Ithorp  said,  the  argument  of  the 
hoD.  Member  would  not  produce  the  effect 
upon  him  which  he  seemed  to  anticipate. 
There  was  no  parallel  between  this  case 
and  that  of  Sudbury  ;  and  the  opinion  he 
had  delivered  when  that  case  was  under 
conBideration,  had  been  confirmed  by  all 
that  he  had  since  heard.  He  had  received 
a  letter  from  a  professional  gentleman,  who 
had  been  engaged  in  a  suit  respecting  some 
property  which  was  situated  both  in  Sud- 
bury and  the  hamlet  of  Ballingdon  ;  and 
he  stated,  there  was  a  legal  decision  which 
determined  that  the  hamlet  was  entirely 
distinct  from  the  borough.  With  regard 
to  the  question  before  the  Committee,  it 
had  been  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member, 
that  Sculcoates  and  Hull  were  so  united, 
that  the  latter  could  not  further  increase 
from  the  position  of  the  former.  This  argu- 
ment, if  it  proved  any  thing,  could  only 
prove  the  intimate  connexion  between  the 
two  places.  The  situation  of  Gateshead, 
as  had  been  before  observed,  was  entirely 
different,  for  a  large  river  flowed  between 
that  place  and  Newcastle.  Again,  there 
was  no  diflicultv,  from  the  situation  of 
Gateshead,  to  prevent  Newcastle  from  in- 
creasing greatly.  There  was  a  complete 
separation  in  one  case,  and  only  an  imagi- 
nary line  in  the  other.  Hull  and  Scul- 
coates could  only  in  reality  be  considered 
as  one  town,  although  there  might  be  a 
partial  separation,  from  the  position  of  the 
docks;  and,  for  the  purpose  of  Repre- 
sentation, they  should  be  perfectly  justified 
in  considering  them  as  one.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  the  merchants  and  shipowners 
of  Hull  resided  generally  in  Sculcoates, 
and  that  Hull  was  for  the  most  part  occu- 
pied by  persons  engaged  in  the  business  of 
the  port ;  and  it  had  been  said,  that  the 
same  was  also  the  case  with  Gateshead. 
This  was  met  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Durham  declaring,  that  no  one  would  live 
in  Gateshead,  who  could  possibly  live  in 
th«  bfautiftil  town  of  Newcastle.     He  | 


must  confess,  he  had  heard  no  reaaoni 
urged  that  would  induce  him  to  adopt  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  wished  further  to  observe,  that  Minis* 
ters  had  considered,  under  very  different 
aspects,  the  questions  of  disfranchiienie&t 
and  enfranchisement.  Id  the  latter  case, 
they  had  looked  out  for  interests  which 
did  not  appear  adequately  represented, 
and  where  a  competent  constitueiicy  oodd 
be  obtained ;  while,  in  the  former  cast, 
their  object  had  been,  to  get  rid  of  inanisi- 
derable  places,  which  at  present  returned 
Members.  After  the  decisions  with  regard 
to  Dorchester  and  Guildford,  it  would  not 
have  been  just  or  expedient  to  pve  wij 
in  the  case  of  Sudbury,  as  that  town  wsi 
evidently  not  better  entitled  to  Represeot- 
ation  than  they  were.  He  had  certaislj, 
at  first,  entertained  some  doubts  with  in- 
spect to  Sudbury,  but  afterwards,  on  in- 
vestigating the  evidence,  these  doohb 
were  wholly  removed. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  no  reason  why  Newcastle  and  iti 
suburb  should  have  three  Members,  while 
Hull  was  only  to  have  two.  He  continued 
to  think,  and  would  declare,  that  the  rslei 
laid  down  as  applicable  to  Gateshead  were 
wholly  departed  from  in  the  case  of  Scsl- 
coates.  The  fact  that  the  latter  piece 
must  evidently  increase  in  size  and  in- 
portance,  with  the  increase  of  the  trade  of 
the  port  of  Hull,  was  an  additional  am- 
ment  in  its  favour,  particularly  wMS 
coupled  with  the  circumstance,  that  tbe 
place  was  principally  occupied  by  thenoR 
respectable  classes,  and  which  wasdiiectl; 
at  variance  with  Gateshead,  and  veiymnch 
to  the  advantage  of  Sculcoates.  It  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  forDor- 
ham,and  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  no 
person  would  stay  at  that  place,  who  cosld 
live  in  the  neighbouring  town  of  Newcastk 

Lord  Althorp  would  ^gain  state,  in  reply 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  Nev- 
castle  and  Gateshead  were  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  each  other,  while  Hall  and 
Sculcoates  must  necessarily  be  united  frasi 
their  situation. 

An  Hon,  Member  said,  he  had  some  lo- 
cal knowledge  of  all  the  places  in  qotf- 
tion,  and  he  should  say,  that  Hull  and 
Sculcoates  were  situated,  in  lelatioB  te 
each  other,  as  London  and  WestminsUr, 
while  Gateshead  and  Newcastle  misfat  bt 
compared  to  Southwark  and  Londoo. 

Mr.  Goulburn  was  happy  lo  hear  iha 
distinctions  drawn  by  the  Mn»  I 
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Newcastle  and  Gateshead,  being  like  Lon- 
don and  Southwark,  were  to  have  separate 
Members,  and  as  Hull  and  Sculcoates 
were  similar  to  London  and  Westminster, 
they  ought,  by  the  same  rule,  also  to  ha?e 
separate  Members.  He  therefore  looked 
for  the  support  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that  Sculcoates  and 
Hull  were,  practically  speaking,  the  same 
place,  although  situated  in  different  coun- 
ties nominally,  for  the  county  of  Hull  was 
within  the  county  of  York.  If  the  paving 
Acts  were  relied  on  on  one  side,  he  must, 
as  a  set-off,  plead  the  Dispensary  which 
was  common  to  both,  on  the  other. 

Lord  Morpeth  would  not  have  opposed 
Sculcoates  having  a  separate  Member,  had 
it  been  originally  proposed  in  the  Bill,  but 
he  thought  that  place  would  be  adequately 
represented  by  being  united  with  Hull. 
As  a  Yorkshireman,  he  thotild  certainly 
agree  to  any  proposed  increase  of  Members 
for  that  county  ;  but,  if  his  opinion  on  the 
question  before  them  was  asked,  he  should 
say,  there  was  not  a  sufficient  distinction 
and  separation  between  the  two  places  to 
entitle  Sculcoates  to  a  Member.  He  had 
reason  to  believe,  there  was  not  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  place  on  this  subject, 
for  he  had  addressed  a  large  assembly 
there,  who  were  generally  in  favour  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  he  had  heard  not  a  word 
on  the  subject  of  a  separate  Representa- 
tive. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
himself  furnished  the  strongest  argument 
against  his  own  proposition,  wJhen  he  de- 
clared he  had  never  heard  of  the  name  of 
Sculcoates,  until  this  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  Wrangham  said,  that  Gateshead 
was  situated  in  Durham,  which  had  been 
highly  favoured  by  this  measure,  while  the 
county  of  York  had  received  a  very  small 
addition  to  the  number  of  its  Represent- 
atives. As  a  matter  of  grace,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  might  yield  in  the  case  of 
Sculcoates. 

Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  proposition  was,  "  That  Pen- 
ryn  and  Falmouth  stand  part  of  schedule 
E." 

Mr.  Freshfield  said,  that  Ministers  pro- 
posed to  add  Falmouth  to  Penryn,  an 
arrangement  which  was  by  no  means  be- 
neficial to  his  constituents.  His  object, 
therefore,  in  rising,  was,  to  have  Penryn 
separated  from  Falmouth.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  proposins  this  union^  assigned 
as  a  r«ason  for  it,  that  the  two  towns  were 


prosperous  and  flourishing.  Such  cer- 
tainly was  the  fact ;  but  he  thought,  that 
that  circumstance,  instead  of  oAliing  for 
the  union  of  the  two  places,  rather  de« 
manded  that  each  should  have  the  rig^t 
of  returning  Representatives.  Within  th6 
last  century,  the  number  of  voters  for 
Penryn  had  risen  from  fifty  or  sixty  to 
near  500 ;  they  were  mostly  freeholders, 
and  he  believed,  that  no  body  of  men  ex- 
ercised the  elective  franchise  more  ho* 
nestly.  The  object  of  the  noble  Lord  was, 
to  procure  a  good  and  efificient  constitu- 
ency, and,  therefore,  he  proposed  granting 
the  franchise  to  all  10/.  householders. 
He,  however,  was  inclined  to  think,  that 
the  noble  Lord  never  would,  by  any  plan, 
create  a  better  constituency  than  that 
which  now  existed  in  Penryn,  and  which 
consisted  chiefly  of  scot  and  lot  voters. 
It  should  be  observed,  that  them  was  « 
very  considerable  rivalry  betwi^n  Pa&ryu 
and  Falmouth,  and  the  union  of  the  tHrtf 
places  would,  of  necessity,  give  th6  pft«* 
ponderance  to  Falmouth,  and  the  who1« 
would  be  under  the  influence  of  Govern- 
ment.— A  very  great  hardship  was  alsd 
likely  to  be  inflicted  on  Penryn,  under  the 
24th  section  of  the  Bill.  By  that  section, 
the  Commissioners  appointeid  to  mark  out 
the  electoral  boundaries,  were  imperative-* 
ly  directed  to  annex  adjoining  townships, 
&:c.,  to  cities  or  boroughs  containing 
fewer  than  300  houses,  &c.,  rated  at  10/; 
Now,  he  doubted  very  much  whether 
Penryn  and  Falmouth  contained  so 
many ;  and,  if  such  were  the  fact,  the 
Commissioners  would  be  obliged  to  have 
recourse  to  the  adjoining  district.  In  the 
column  opposite  to  Penryn,  he  found  Fal- 
mouth simply  mentioned.  Now  that,  he 
conceived,  was  not  a  definition  sufit-- 
ciently  clear  and  explicit.  In  fact,  it 
might  let  in  the  whole  rural  population  of 
the  district  of  Falmouth.  As  they  wfcie 
both  flourishing  towns,  he  thought  that 
they  ought  respectively  to  return  Mem* 
hers.  He  should,  therefore,  move,  ''That 
the  borough  of  Penryn  do  continue  to 
send  two  Members  to  Pariiament,  to  be 
elected  by  resident  freeholders,  and  in- 
habitant householders  paying  scot  and 
lot  ;'*  and,  at  the  proper  time,  he  should 
propose,  that  Falmouth  should  also  enjoy 
the  right  of  sending  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment. 
The  amendment  having  been  put, 
Lord  Alihorp  said,  the  question  to  M 
considered  was^  whether  it  Was  adtfaAbk 
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to  give  Parliamentary  Representatives  to  I  houses  of  that  denoininstion.  As  the 
both  these  places.  Ministers  had  not  noble  Ix)rd  opposite  had  made  some  re- 
deemed it  necessary  to  do  so,  and  had 
taken  the  present  course,  in  obedience  to 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case. 
If  they  had  acted  otherwise,  and  adhered 
to  the  rule  of  population,  which  they  had 
laid  down,  Penryn  could  have  sent  but 
one  Member  to  Parliament,  but  by  uniting 
it  with  Falmouth,  two  Members  would 
be  returned.  The  Hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  the  great  respectability  and 
purity  of  the  electors  of  Penryn,  but  he 
must  recollect  a  case  relative  to  that  bo- 
rough, where  the  hon.  Member  was  agent, 
before  a  Committee  of  that  House,  which 
disclosed  facts  that  did  not  bear  out  the 
hon.  Member's  statement.  With  respect 
to  what  the  hon.  Member  had  said  on  the 
subject  of  seeking  for  a  constituency  in 
the  neighbouring  districts,  the  fear  which 
he  had  expressed  on  that  point  was 
groundless,  because  he  was  quite  certain, 
that  more  than  300  houses  of  10/.  rent 
would  be  found  in  the  two  places. 

Mr.  Charles  Stewart  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  motion  before  the  Committee, 
because  he  confessed,  according  to  the 
line  of  population  laid  down  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  that  the  borough  of  Pen- 
ryn would  not  be  entitled  to  return,  ex- 
clusively, two  Members  to  this  House ; 
still  he  must  protest,  in  the  name  of  his 
constituents,  against  any  measure  that 
would  deprive  them  of  that  share  in  the 
Representation  of  the  country,  which  they 
had  possessed  for  so  many  centuries. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  that  the  town  of 
Falmouth,  which  was  to  be  joined  to  Pen- 
ryn, was  a  most  important  sea-port — that 
it  contained  a  large,  intelligent,  and 
highly  respectable  inhabitancy  ;  and,  from 
its  being  our  most  western  port,  and  pos- 
sessing a  capacious  harbour,  and  being:  an 
important  packet-station,  it  was  as  fully 
entitled  as  any  place  in  this  country,  to 
be  directly  represented  in  this  House ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Stewart)  could  only  regret, 
that  that  Representation  should  be  created 
at  the  expense  of  his  constituents;  for, 
although  Penryn,  for  some  years  to  come, 
would  be  enabled  to  assert  its  share  in  the 
joint  Representation  of  the  towns,  yet  the 
right  of  returning  Members  would  be 
eventually  merged  (after  the  extinction  of 
the  present  scot  and  lot  voters)  in  Fal- 
mouth, which  would  contain  upwards  of 
500  electoral  houses ;  whereas  the  borough 
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marks  on  the  voters  of  Penryn,  he  should 
be  doing  injustice  to  his   own    feelings, 
were  he  not  to  state,  that,  having  con- 
tested the  borough  on  two  occasions,  the 
last  election  being  one  of  the  roost  severe 
that  had  taken  place  in  this  kingdom,  and 
having  at  these  periods  had  an  opportn- 
nity  of  judging  minutely  of  the  conduct 
of  the  voters,  he  felt  himself  justified  in 
stating,  that  the  electors  of  Penryn  were 
as  pure  and  incorrupt  as  the  voters  in  any 
other  open  town  in  this  country.     As  h«d 
been  justly  stated  by  his  hon.  coHeagoe, 
Penryn  was  neither  a  decayed  nor  a  df- 
caying  place — its  population,    indndior 
the  parish,  was  nearly  5,000 — it  contained 
a  number  of  resident  gentry — ^many  it- 
spectable    professional    oien,    and    mer- 
chants,  carrying  on   considerable  tnde, 
and  the  generality  of  the  voters  were  si 
intelligent  and  as  well-informed  as  asr 
class  of  voters  in  this  country  ;  and  lb» 
led  him  to  remark,  that  he  hoped  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  would  reduce  the  right  of 
voting  in  the  towns  of  the  West  of  Eng- 
land, for  he  could  assure  them,  that  tbe 
3/.  and  4/.  householders  in  those  districts, 
were  of  the  same  rank  of  life,  equally  in- 
telligent, and  as  fully  qualified   to  eier- 
cise  the  elective   franchise,  as  the  10/. 
householders  in  the    North   of  Eaglnd. 
He  (Mr.  Stewart)  was  inclined   to  thiok, 
that  it  would  be  a  measure  of  less  dtngfr 
to  grant  the  elective  franchise  to  all  is- 
habitant  householders,    paying   scot  as' 
lot,  than  to  the  10/.  householders,  for  be 
believed,  that  the  influence  of  propcftr 
would  be  felt  much  more  by  the  lowHt 
classes  of  voters,  than  by  the  10/.  boDie- 
holders  ;  and  in  this  he  was  borne  out  bf 
what  had  occurred  in  Ireland,  where  tk 
landlords  had  found,  that  the  extioctioB 
of  the  40s.  freeholders  had  not  increaied, 
but  much  diminished,  their  influence,  b 
conclusion,  he  would  only  remark,  ttnl 
his  lot  had  been  much  happier  than  thii 
of  many  hon.  Members,  who  had  bea 
obliged  to  deplore  the  extinction  of  tbrir 
boroughs.     He  had  to  celebrate  the  nnioB 
of  two  important  towns,  and  although  he 
had  forbidden  the  banns,  and  had  done  sll 
in  his  power  to  prevent  the  marriage,  sdU 
if  it  must  take  place,  he  trusted  it  woaU 
prove  for  the  mutual  advantage  of  both 
parties,  and  that  the  6rst   fruits  of  dis 
union  would  be,  their  retumingphimtothe 


1067 


Committee-^ 


{Aug.  9} 


Nineteenth  Day. 


I05B 


Sir  Charles  Lemon  resided  within  two  or 
three  miles  of  both  places,  and,  therefore, 
could  pretend  to  some  local  knowledge  bf 
them.  The  borough  of  Penryn,  including 
the  whole  of  the  parish  in  which  it  stands, 
had  a  population  of  upwards  of  4,000.  The 
population  of  Falmouth  was  rather  greater 
than  that  of  Penryn,  so  that  probably  the 
joint  amount  would  be  nearly  10,000. 
The  number  of  houses  rated  at  lOZ.  in  the 
borough  of  Penryn  was  374,  and  the 
number  of  the  same  rate  in  the  important 
town  of  Falmouth,  and  the  parish  of 
Budock,  was  upwards  of  600.  Part  of 
both  the  towns  of  Falmouth  and  Penryn, 
stood  in  the  parish  of  Budock.  He  was, 
therefore,  of  opinion,  from  all  these  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  union  of  these  towns 
for  the  purpose  of  Representation,  was  a 
most  desirable  arrangement.  These  were 
both  thriving  towns  and  ports,  increasing 
in  importance,  and  he  had  no  doubt  their 
union  would  be  attended  with  beneficial 
results. 

Mr.  Robert  Gordon  complained,  that 
Ministers,  in  this  instance,  as  in  some 
others,  had  departed  from  their  own  rule ; 
for,  as  Penryn  had  a  population  of  more 
than  2,000,  it  ought  to  have  been  placed 
in  schedule  B,  and  be  entitled  to  one 
Member  only.  He  had  heard  no  satis- 
factory reason  assigned  for  departing  from 
the  rule  in  this  case.  He  had  voted 
against  Ministers,  whenever  he  found  them 
abandoning  the  course  they  had  chalked 
out  for  themselves,  particularly  with  re- 
gard to  Downton  and  Saltashj  which  were 
decided  directly  contrary  to  their  own 
principles.  When  places  were  thus  ca- 
priciously disposed  of,  he  considered  he 
had  a  right,  as  a  firm  supporter  of  Reform, 
to  demand  what  were  the  grounds  of  ex- 
ception. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  was  very  true, {that 
the  population  of  Penryn  amounted  only 
to  2,933  persons,  and,  therefore,  was  only 
entitled  to  send  one  Member  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  cause  of  the  exception  in 
this  case  was,  that  the  large  town  of  Fal- 
mouth was  in  its  immediate  neighbour- 
hood. Ministers  thought,  that  Falmouth 
and  Deal  had  a  fair  right  to  send  Repre- 
sentatives to  that  House..  Falmouth  was 
near  Penryn,  and  Deal  was  near  Sand- 
wich; and,  in  each  case,. it  was  deemed 
proper  to  unite  the  two  places,  and  to  give 
them  Representatives. 

Mr.  Freshfield  was  aware,,  that  Penryn 
had  a  bad  name,  and  as  that  circumstance 
VOL.  V.  {JSS} 


had  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
he  trusted  he  might  be  indulged  with  a 
few  words  in  reply.  Penryn  had  formerly 
been  a  close  borough :  by  the  perseverance 
and  independence  of  the  electors,  how« 
ever,  the  place  had  been  opened,  and  the 
influence  which  had  prevailed  had  been  de- 
stroyed. The  struggle  was  of  some  con- 
^tinuance,  and  during  its  existence,  much 
local  party  feeling  was  excited,  and  mea- 
sures of  attack  and  defence  were  resorted 
to,  or  at  least  imputed.  Charges  were  met 
by  recrimination,  and  the  disputes  were 
frequently  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House;  so  that  much  prejudice  was 
generally  entertained  against  the  borough. 
The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  in- 
vestigation after  the  general  election  of 
1826;  he  would,  therefore,  beg  to  remind 
him,  that  the  person  whose  conduct  caused 
that  inquiry,  was  a  stranger  in  Penryn, 
a  regular  electioneering  agent,  who  might, 
with  equal  propriety,  have  practised  his 
mischievous  schemes  upon  any  other  town 
in  the  kingdom.  It  must  not,  however, 
be  forgotten,  that  when  the  House  of 
Commons  sent  up  a  bill  of  disfranchise- 
ment to  the  other  House,  the  Peers  found 
not  the  slightest  reason  for  the  imputa- 
tion sought  to  be  fixed  upon  the  great 
body  of  electors.  He  had  asserted  nothing, 
which,  upon  his  honour,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve, respecting  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  electors,  and  he  must,  there- 
fore, conclude  by  repeating,  that  no  trans- 
actions had  ever  been  proved  against 
Penryn,  which  might  not,  with  equal  pro- 
priety, be  charged  against  every  open  bo- 
rough in  the  kingdom. 

Amendment  negatived,  and  the  original 
question  carried. 

The  next  question  was,  "  that  Ports- 
mouth and  Portsea  stand  part  of  schedule 
E." 

Mr.  Croker  said,  if  he  could  have  seen 
that  the  Government  acted  upon  their 
oyfti  principles,  he^  would  not  have  now 
made  a  single  observation.  But  in  that 
he  was  disappointed.  The  borough  of 
Portsmouth  had  originally  Members  to 
represent  it,  and  he  did  not  see  why  it 
was  now  to  be  united  with  Portsea.  The 
Arsenals  of  Portsmouth,  and  Plymouth, 
were  places  of  great  importance ;  but  they 
were  also  worthy  of  special  consideration 
as  constituent  bodies  from  other  circum- 
stances. It  was  obvious,  that  these  places 
must  have  increased  in  size,  and  extended 
themselves,  as  the  public  establishments 
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bad  incroasod,  and  the  inhabitants  bad 
multiplied  beyond  the  capabilities  of  the 
ancient  towns  to  contain  them.  This  was 
the  case  in  both  of  these  p^reat  naval  Arse- 
nals; biU  the  borouojh  of  Plymouth  was  to 
retain  its  own  Members,  and  the  place 
which  had  recently  received  the  name  of 
Devonport,  where  the  dock-yard  was  situ- 
ated, and  the  adjacent  parish  of  Stoke 
Damerel,  and  the  neighbouring  district 
called  Stonehouse,  where  also  a  town  had 
grown  up,  were  to  be  united  into  a  new 
borough,  and  to  have  two  1\1  embers.  With 
respect  to  Portsmouth,  that  town  had  ex- 
tended itself  into  the  parish  of  Portsea, 
where  a  large  town  of  the  same  name  had 
also  grown  up,  but  Ministers  declined  to 
grant  additional  Members  to  Portsea,  as 
they  had  given  to  Devonport.  They  proposed 
to  unite  the  two  Portsmouth  towns,  and  give 
them  only  two  Members  between  them. 
The  population  of  Plymouth,  including 
Stoke  Damerel, Stonehouse  and  Devonport, 
amounted  to  61,000,  for  which  four  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  returned.  Now  Portsmouth, 
including  Portsea,  Alverstoke, and  Gosport, 
had  a  population  of  57,000,  and  were  only 
to  return  two  Members.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand why  this  distinction  was  made. 
He  believed,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment suspected,  that  its  influence  might 
not  be  so  powerful  at  Plymouth  as  at 
Portsmouth,  and  therefore  to  counter- 
balance any  opposition  from  independent 
Plymouth,  they  provided  themselves  with 
tw6  Members  from  Devonport,  where  the 
Government  interest  must  be  predominant. 
No  doubt  the  power  of  the  Government 
would  be  great  in  the  naval  arsenals;  he 
did  not  believe  its  influence  could  be  era- 
dicated, nor  was  he  quixotic  enough  to 
attempt  to  do  so  :  he  knew  it  would 
necessarily  exist,  so  long  as  the  arsenals 
were  kept  up.  He  did  not,  therefore, 
complain  of  the  two  additional  Members 
given  to  the  arsenal  at  Plymouth,  but  he 
said  they  ought  to  give  the  same  privi- 
leges to  Portsmouth.  The  Bill,  however, 
included  Portsea  with  Portsmouth,  and  thus 
threw  into  the  latter  a  large  increase  of 
voters,  but  gave  it  no  additional  Repre- 
sentatives. He  would  propose  to  leave 
Portsmouth  two  Members  to  be  elected  by 
the  new  constituency  of  that  large  and 
important  town,  to  include  with  Portsea, 
the  parishes  of  Alverstoke  and  Gosport, 
situated  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  har- 
bour, and  which  places  contained  a  por- 
tion of  the  naval  establishments,  and  gite 


these  places,  which  vrftrfe  iniiAvId  on  the 
same  harbour,  cloie  to  each  oth^,  And 
possessing  common  interests,  t^o  addi- 
tional Representatives.     By  thie  proiXMed 
arrangement  under  the  Bill,  Portsntoatii 
would  be  completely  sluiced  by  Portsea.  It 
was  true,  the  latter  wias  under  the  itaagbte- 
rial  jurisdiction  of  the  foirmer,  but,  if  their 
interests  ever  became  diflTerent^  thb  inciteifc 
of  Portsea  would  wholly  ecli^e  this  infln- 
ence  of  Portsmouth,  and  this,  the  paieiit 
town,  would  be  infinitely   worse  tfepR- 
sented  than  at  piisslsnt.  He  D^biitd  conehdfc 
by  saying,  that  ihis  Bill  w&«  bbth  anmba- 
lousandunjtist.  theibf.franbhilelii09i|- 
wall  dnd  Middle^et  cbbid  nfat  bft  flirt^ 
assimilatttd.    Ih  the  latter  it  wbtild  it&atL 
aknoiint  td  Universal   Sittthkge,  White  m 
remote  distri'cti,  thb  qUalittalUbh  wodb 
be  verv  high.    tWo  rbnihrkabte  ilrnKA- 
tiotis  6r  the  abstiiiiiity   6t  tke  bHMWa 
franchise  migrht  b^  fBhitH  in  CbFimD  W 
WilUhir^,  which  cDUlti  hardly,  dh  M  IK 
principle,  muster,  in  the  entire  cdimUfck, 
a  sufficilitit  cdtistitiienby  tb  bbliltlktfc  iUir 
boroughs,  thoiigh  bbth  posalsMlSd  A  ^ 
number  of  respectable  Ihllabittatt  In  tk 
towns.    Sbtne  tegiilatfott  of  the  (VafltUifc 
ought  to  take  place,  by  l^hich  ^pietoTl 
similar  rank  of  life,  both  in  CdHiMJI  ind 
Middlesex,  should  enjoy  the  same  (triri- 
leges.  He  did  not  mean  to  a^tert,  thttdii 
argument  applied  particularly  to  the  cut 
before  them.    But  it;  was  suggested  to  him, 
by  information  whibh   he  had   RceifCd, 
that  the  10/.  franchise  woiild  derate  vm 
differently  in  Portsmouth  and  Plymoatli» 
and  that  the  constituency,  which  ifti|h 
be  thus  created  for  Pbrtsttiouth,  WoaHbe, 
on  the  10/.  principle,  mord  humerbotUni 
that  afforded  by  the  riiore  tutmerotil  pdpi- 
lation  of  Plymouth  ;  and  he  Wili  sablU 
that  a  constituency  could   be  obtaiMd  U 
Portsmouth,  Portsea,  and  Qospbrl,  in  mj 
respect  equal  to  that  at  Plynibitth,  tfevol- 
port,  and  Stonehouse,  which  latter  «4R 
to  return  twicb  as  many  Members  Hi  W 
former. 

Lord  Alihorp  begged  to  rtplV  fai  a  HA 
words  to  the  remarks  of  the  ii^i  Ui. 
Gentleman,  relating  tb  i\\t  fVancUfei 
which  he  had  asserted  n^vld  bli  Mtj 
very  unequal,  although  n6miiiUl¥  6f  ik 
same  money  value ;  he  adinitttfl  rais.  Hit 
thought  that  ^to  no  diapilhMr6ftKAl:ti 
the  contrary,  he  cdniidihsd  ii  M  iil  M- 
vantage,  that  a  line  6hdHlH  hf  I  tflUU 
rule,  nominally  eduU  all  &m  IM  &• 

doffl,  did,  in  t^  ar  neii  gm  mti. 
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When  they  came  to  the  clause  respecting 
the  franchise,  he  should  be  ready  to  de- 
fend it  because  it  had  those  effects  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleiiian  imputed  to  it  as 
a  fault.  With  Aspect  to  the  case  before 
them,  the  naraVer  of  voters  at  Portsmouth 
at  present^  diA  not,  he  believiBd,  exceed 
thirty^^tfd,  therefore,  admitting  they  were 
doing  wrong  by  extending  the  franchise, 
the  inhabitants  of  Portsmouth  did  not 
suffer,  the  great  majority  of  whom  had  no 
votes  at  rill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ittust  be  well  acquainted  With  all  these 
places,  sd  that  he  felt  no  surprise  at  his 
atixiety  to  give  Gosporl  a  share  of  the 
Representation.  He  should  have  made 
no  objectibn  to  that,  had  Gosport  come  In 
their  way,  but  he  shoUld  certalhly  not  go 
across  the  hatboiir  df  PbKsmouth  tb  find 
it.  Gosport  was  separated  fVotn  the  othei' 
towns  of  Portsmouth  and  PdHsea,  f^hich 
were  mdst  intimately  United  irid  cbnriect- 
ed  by  the  harbour.  If  the  i^fhole  of  the 
case  of  these  twd  great  riaval  arsetlals 
were  consideried,  the  Ministers  could  not 
be  accused  of  partiality,  for  Portsmbtith 
had  oftener  returned  Menibfers  connected 
with  the  party  to  which  he  was  attached 
than  Plymouth.  On  the  whole,  therefore, 
he  continued  to  hiaintain  the  propriety  of 
the  arratigement,  which  he  was  determined 
to  support. 

Mr.  Crokcr  meant  to  assert,  that  it  was 
improper  and  absurd,  not  to  say  fraudu- 
lent, to  profess  to  establish  an  equal  scale 
of  qualification,  but  to  apply  the  apparently 
equal  scale  in  such  a  way  ias  to  create  the 
most  unequal  results.  A  town  mip;ht  be 
considerable  in  the  west  of  England,  with 
a  small  number  of  houses  rated  at  10/., 
whilst  a  place  tiear  London  would  be 
insignificant,  though  it  had  many  such 
houses.  Thus  Dorchester,  Guildford,  and 
other  towns,  would  bfe  deprived  of  a  part 
of  their  franbhise,  whilst  it  would  be  given 
to  other  places,  retllly  less  ittiportant, 
merely  becatise  they  iVcre  more  densely 
peopled,  and  hou^-retit  wits,  of  coursfe, 
high.  As  to  Gosport,  his  only  object 
in  wishing  to  includii  that  place  was,  be- 
cause Stohbhouse  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Plymouth  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  wished,  that  equal  justice  might  be 
dealt  to  all ;  but  the  noble  Lot^  had  not 
used  the  stron^eftt  argument  in  his  oWn 
favour :  he  might  hkte  atortce  overthrown 
i\\  the  argumehis  ih  fa^ur  of  OoSjfJort,  b^ 
asserting  in  ohd  ^ord^  thAt  Oosj^rt  was 
t&«  Oieiteliheaa  of  PorUllibttth. 


Question  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was  '^  that  Roches- 
ter, with  Chatham  and  Stroud,  in  the 
county  of  Kent,  stand  part  of  schedule 
E." 

Mr.  Mills  said,  he  must  enter  his  ihdlt 
serious  protest  against  this  combination  of 
places.  Subscribing  as  he  did  to  the 
principles  that  had  been  generally  pursued 
in  the  conduct  of  this  fiill,  he  thought  the 
facts  df  the  present  case  were  not  correct- 
ly understood.  There  was  no  necessity 
whatever  for  joining  Chatham  and  Stroud 
with  Rochester.  The  returns  of  the  popu- 
lation of  that  place,  and  of  the  number  of 
houses,  was  most  incorrect.  Rochester 
was  set  down  as  containing  156  houses  of 
10^  a-year  rent ;  whereas  it  actually  con- 
taitied  1,069  houses  of  that  value.  Its 
pot)iilation  in  1821,  was  9,309,  and  itiiow 
contained  9,890,  and  the  total  number  of 
hotiSes  was  1,862.  The  quei!(tion  was^ 
whether  this  Was  a  sufficient  number  to 
furnish  an  effective  constituency,  without 
the  addition  of  the  neighbouring  places  of 
Chatham  and  Stroud.  Of  the  latter,  he 
Woiiid  say  nothing,  because  it  was  a  small 
place,  and  not  liable  to  the  same  objections 
as  Chatham.  The  population  of  Chatham 
alone  amounted  to  16,000,  and  it  contain- 
ed 1,506  lot.  houses.  He  must  protest 
against  deluging  the  1,000  voters  of  Ro- 
chester with  such  a  constituency  as  this  ; 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  disfran- 
chising Rochester  altogether.  There  was, 
moreover,  much  jealousy  between  Chatham 
and  Rochester;  as  had  been  proved  at  a 
late  public  meeting.  They  might  be  joined, 
but  could  never  form  a  happy  couple, 
even  with  the  addition  of  a  "  friend  to  the 
family"  named  Stroud.  The  noble  Lord 
had  just  stated,  that  he  had  connected 
Pbrtsmouth  with  Portsea,  partly  because 
it  had  a  small  constituency,  and  was  a 
close  bdroueh,  and  that  the  ^ame  measure 
was  not  de£ut  to  Plymouth,  because  that 
place  and  Devonport  were  separate,  and 
could  bach  furnish  a  respectable  constitu- 
ency. He  only  asked  him  to  apply  the 
same  principles  to  Chatham  and  Roches- 
ter. Surely  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
say,  this  place  was  added  because  a  por- 
tion of  the  High  Street  of  the  former  was 
within  the  limits  of  Uie  liberty  of  the  lat- 
ter ?  Upon  the  same  rule,  uuildford  and 
Oorchester  would  have  b^n  saved ;  but 
having  refused  to  admit  those  instances,  he 
would  surely  not  avail  himself  of  a  similar 
\ihbm  tb  support  a  precisely  rererse  ckse. 
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He  must  further  inquire,  if  Chatham  was 
to  be  added  to  Rochester,  because  they 
were  a  little  connected  at  one  end,  why 
Gilhngham,  which  intersected  Chatham 
in  all  manner  of  ways  at  the  other,  aYid 
contained  6,000  inhabitants,  was  not  to  be 
joined  to  it  ?  He  could  not  suffer  injustice 
to  be  committed  to  the  ancient  city  which 
had  returned  him  free  and  independent, 
without  exclaiming  against  it.  He  should 
certainly  oppose  the  proposition  now  be- 
fore them,  and  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 

Lord  Althorp  confessed,  that  this  was  a 
case  which  had  struck  him  as  one  of  great 
difficulty,  but  that,  when  he  came  to  con- 
sider the  situation  of  the  two  towns,  he 
had  not  been  able  to  see  how  they  could 
be  separated.  The  city  of  Rochester, 
properly  so  called,  was  not  very  extensive ; 
but  if  they  took  the  city  and  the  liberties 
of  Rochester  together,  they  made  up  a 
very  respectable  constituency.  A  part  of 
the  liberties  of  Rochester,  however,  ran 
into  Chatham,  so  that,  if  it  had  been  re- 
solved that  both  Chatham  aivd  Rochester 
should  send  Members,  there  would  have 
been  great  difficulty  in  distinguishing,  for 
the  purpose  of  elections,  the  limits  of  the 
liberties  of  Rochester.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  that  the  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent arrangement  would  be,  to  take  away 
the  Representation  of  Rochester  altoge- 
ther. He  could  not  see  how  such  an 
effect  could  be  produced  by  the  arrangement. 
He  believed  that  there  were  about  1,100 
10/.  houses  in  Stroud  and  Rochester,  and 
about  1,500  in  Chatham;  and  he  could 
not  see  how  those  who  had  more  than  two- 
fifths  of  the  votes  would  be  deprived  of  all 
weight  in  the  election  of  Members.  From 
what  he  knew  of  Rochester,  it  was  one  of 
the  last  towns  he  should  wish  to  deprive 
of  its  rights,  but  on  the  other  hand,  Chat- 
ham was  a  place  fully  entitled  to  Repre- 
sentation. But  in  arguing  questions  like 
the  present.  Gentlemen  always  assumed, 
that  the  inhabitants  of  towns  would  act. 
together  in  a  body.  This,  however,  was 
very  improbable,  for  the  same  causes  which 
led  at  present  to  differences  of  opinion 
amonk*  ^^^  electors  of  one  town,  roust  ne- 
cessarily produce  the  same  difference 
among  the  ^^lectors  of  any  two  towns  that 
anight  happfc.*^  ^o  be  joined  for  the  pur- 
pose of  retumiL^?  Members.  Under  such 
^Wumstances  he  ^^^  "^  objection  to  the 

i//?/bii  0/ these  placeb-  V 
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was  robbing  Rochester  to  give  to  Chatham. 
He  protested  against  the  noble  Lord 
treatmg  Rochester  as  a  new  borough,  lu 
ancient  privilege  was,  to  return  two  Mem- 
bers, and  it  in  no  wise  derived  this  from 
the  bounty  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
Chatham  was  the  creation  of  the  Dock 
Yard,  and  long  before  a  house  stood 
there,  Rochester  had  returned  Members 
to  Parliament.  He  was,  convinced,  that 
if  this  arrangement  were  carried  into  ef- 
fect, the  electors  of  Chatham  would  act  in 
a  body,  and  return  their  own  Menvber  in 
spite  of  Rochester.  If  Chatham  was  ad- 
mitted, they  must  also  admit  Gillingham, 
for  a  part  of  Chatham  was  situated  in  that 
parish.  Even  the  dock-yard  was  in  it. 
The  liberties  of  Rochester  had  been 
clearly  distinguished  for  many  years  past, 
for  all  purposes  which  regarded  the  free- 
men of  Rochester,  and  he  thought  that 
there  could  be  no  difficulty  in  preserving 
the  distinction  when  they  came  to  deal 
with  10/.  houses.  There  was  also  no  com- 
munity of  interest  b^ween  the  two  places, 
and  they  would  return  a  very  different  de- 
scription of  Representatives.  No  one  ob- 
jected to  Chatham  returning  Members, 
and  the  noble  Lord  might  give  Members 
to  it  if  he  pleased,  but  he  had  no  right  to 
rob  Rochester  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
Representation  to  Chatham.  The  noble 
Lord  had  a  bank  of  his  own,  of  thirty  Mem- 
bers, which  he  might  draw  upon  for  this 
purpose.  It  had  been  said  by  the  Gentle- 
men opposite,  that  it  was  wrong  to  swamp 
Gateshead  in  Newcastle.  Then  let  him  ask 
them,  if  it  was  not  equally  improper  to 
swamp  Rochester  in  Chatham  and  Stroud  T 
The  electors  of  Rochester  were  at  present 
independent,  whereas  the  interest  of  Go- 
vernment in  Chatham  was  very  great.  If, 
therefore,  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  get 
rid  of  improper  influence,  and  not  to  cre- 
ate nomination  boroughs,  let  the  noble 
Lord  abandon  his  proposition  for  adding 
Chatham  to  Rochester.  He  should,  there- 
fore, most  cordially  join  in  supporting  the 
proposition  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  endea- 
vour to  preserve  for  Rochester  those  rights 
which  it  had  enjoyed  for  so  many  centu- 
ries, and  had  never  made  an  improper  use 
of. 

Lord  Altkorp  had  never  said  that  there 
was  any  difficulty  in  defining  the  liberties 
of  Rochester,  as  Rochester  was  at  present 
situated.  What  he  had  said  was  this— 
iitnsid^ ,  lU^l  vC  Chatham  and  Rochester 
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then,  as  the  liberties  of  Rochester  ran  into 
Chatham,  there  would  be  a  difficulty  in 
deciding,  whether  a  particular  house  was 
in  Chatham  or  in  Rochester.  As  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  had  said  about  the  interest 
of  GoYeniment  in  Chatham — surely,  if 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  was  correct, 
they  ought  not  to  give  separate  Members 
to  Chatham.  On  the  contrary,  the  best 
way  of  getting  rid  of  that  influence  would 
be,  to  add  Chatham  to  Rochester,  which 
was  admitted  to  be  independent  of  all 
such  controL  He  confessed,  that  this  ar- 
rangement was  not  according  to  his  wish, 
but  that  it  was  the  best  which  he  and  his 
colleagues  had  been  able  to  devise  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Lord  Villiers  repeated,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  a  bank  of  his  own  of  thirty 
Members,  and  that  it  was  very  unfair  for 
him  to  make  a  run  upon  the  banks  of 
others.  The  part  of  Chatham  which  ran 
into  the  liberties  of  Rochester,  did  not  ex- 
ceed sixty  yards. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  was  surprised  to 
hear  it  asserted,  that  there  coula  be  any 
difficulty  in  separating  Chatham  from  Ro- 
chester. The  noble  Lord  had  never  found 
any  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  limits  of 
flourishing  and  respectable  towns,  and 
which  could  by  no  means  be  considered 
as  nomination  boroughs,  when  he  had  re- 
solved to  disfranchise  them.  In  such 
cases,  a  little  ditch  or  a  stream,  which  a 
child  could  step  over,  was  quite  a  sufficient 
boundary.  But  now  the  noble  Lord  saw 
great  difficulty  in  separating  places  that 
had  always  been  distinct  from  each  other. 
He  had  heard  charges  of  special  pleading 
made  against  the  opposers  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill,  but  he  was  sure  that  argument, 
about  the  difficulty  of  separating  those 
places,  was  no  more  than  special  pleading 
— there  was  no  sense  in  it.  He  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  give  the 
Committee  some  reason  for  the  distinction 
which  he  made,  between  the  difficulty  of 
separating  places  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
franchisementy  and  the  difficulty  of  separ- 
ation in  cases  of  enfranchisement.  When 
ancient  rights  were  to  be  destroyed,  if  se- 
paration suited  the  object  of  the  noble 
Lord,  there  was  then  no  difficulty;  he 
could  always  draw  a  notional  line  across  a 
town,  and  cut  off  a  portion  of  its  popula- 
tion. But  when  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
bring  in  a  plan  for  enfranchisement,  diffi- 
culties of  separation  which  bad  never  beea 
kaown  before,  were  raddenly 


and  pronounced  to  be  insuperable.  Most 
liberal  was  the  noble  Lord  in  giving  in 
such  cases,  and  'was  he  dealing  with  his 
own  property,  his  generosity  could  not  be 
too  much  extolled.  But  as,  unfortunately, 
they  were  dealing  with  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  England,  and  were  disposing  of 
the  privileges  of  the  most  ancient  and 
flourishing  towns,  which  had  always  exer- 
cised them  most  constitutionally,  they 
ought  to  be  rather  more  cautious  than  the 
noble  Lord  wished  them  to  be.  He  be- 
lieved no  place  had  returned  its  Members 
more  honourably  than  Rochester,  although 
he  had  not  agreed  with  the  politics  of  its 
Representatives.  Although  the  liberty  of 
Rochester  did  certainly  run  into  Chatham, 
yet  the  town  of  Rochester  was  in  no  way 
to  be  confounded  with  Chatham,  and  no 
difficulty  in  distinguishing  them  had  ever 
been  found  on  the  spot. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Bill  proceeded  with  re- 
spect to  disfranchisement,  was  to  take  the 
Representation  from  those  boroughs  in 
which  the  number  of  voters  were  so  few  as 
to  render  them  either  corrupt  or  subject  to 
nomination,  or  which  were  so  inconsider- 
able as  to  be  sufficiently  represented  by  one 
Member.  He  denied  that  he  had  resorted 
to  special  pleading ;  but  he  thought  that 
term  might  not  inaptly  be  applied,  when 
everv  sort  of  contrivance  was  resorted  to, 
to  get  this  corner  of  one  parish,  and  that 
corner  of  another  into  a  borough,  which, 
according  to  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Bill,  could  not  justly  be  allowed  to  return 
the  same  number  of  Members  as  formerly. 
In  the  cases  of  such  boroughs,  the  Com- 
mittee had  agreed  to  a  strict  rule,  by 
which  they  were  to  be  decided.  But  the 
same  rule  did  not  apply  to  cases  of  en- 
franchisement, nor  was  there  any  reason 
that  it  should  be  applied  to  them.  The 
object  of  the  enfranchising  part  of  the  Bill 
was,  to  give  Members  to  important  towns, 
which  had  the  most  just  claims  to  be  re- 
presented. With  respect  to  Rochester, 
he  admitted,  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty, if  it  were  not  intended  to  %\\e  Chat- 
ham a  share  in  the  Representation ;  but, 
as  Chatham  was  to  be  represented,  then  it 
became  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  to  se- 
parate the  constituency  of  that  place  from 
that  of  Rochester. 

Mr.  Milh  said,  the  liberties  of  RqcV^i^- 
ter  extended  ovi^  ?\wi%W!kfc  i\^^  ^  ^'^ 
street  \ti  C\i^\5ci«ai\  ^«^  ^w^sV  vR\.\ifc;^ 
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one  constituency  ended ,  and  the  other  be- 

g^n. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp),  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  different  rule  in  disfranchis- 
ing and  enfranchising ;  but  then  he  totally 
differed  from  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
nature  of  that  rule.  He  thought,  that  in 
disfranchising  places  of  a  right  which  they 
had  long  enjoyed,  the  rule  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied most  liberally,  and  that  any  place 
that  could  be  added  to  them — any  comer 
or  portion  of  a  district,  if  the  noble  Lord 
pleased — ought  to  be  added  to  them,  to 
save  them  from  disfranchisement.  The 
contrary  plan,  however,  had  been  adopted 
by  the  Ministers.  The  most  trifling,  the 
most  contemptible,  the  most  insignificant, 
the  most  imaginary  distinctions  had  been 
laid  down  in  order  to  compass  the  work  of 
disfranchisement.  One  side  of  a  street 
had  been  taken,  and  tlie  road-way  be- 
tween it,  and  the  other  side  had  been 
considered  a  boundary  sufficient  to  pre- 
vent the  unhappy  borough  from  being 
saved  by  the  population  on  the  other  side. 
This  was  what  his  side  of  the  House  com- 
plained of.  As  to  Dorchester,  Guildford, 
Clitheroc,  and  other  towns,  with  respect 
to  them  a  rule  was  laid  down,  which  was 
strictly  to  be  adhered  to ;  but  when  a  town 
was  to  be  enfranchised,  at  the  expense  of  a 
neighbouring  ancient,  large  and  populous 
city,  more  considerable  than  many  bo- 
roughs which  had  been  left  untouched, 
and  not  supposed  to  be  under  any  impro- 
per influence,  the  electors  of  which  had 
the  strongest  right  to  retain  their  fran- 
chise— when  such  an  object  was  to  be  com- 
passed, all  ancient  and  well-known  bound- 
aries were  broken  through.  Even  if  the 
line  of  separation  was  not  distinct,  what 
was  to  prevent  the  roving  Commission 
which  was  contemplated,  from  separating 
these  two  towns  ?  How  were  the  limits  of 
Westminster  and  Marylebonc,  and  all  the 
new  constituencies  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
metropolis/ to  be  ascertained  ?  in  what- 
ever manner  these  were  to  be  settled,  the 
same  rule  could  be  applied  to  ascertain 
the  exact  boundaries  of  Rochester  and 
Chatham.  But  it  appeared  to  him,  the 
authors  of  this  clause  acted  upon  the  re- 
verse of  what  was  right.  Where  they  were 
strict,  they  ought  to  be  lax,  and  where 
they  were  lax,  they  ought  to  be  strict. 
In  ancient  walled  towns,  the  i^p\i\^\\oxv 
bad  diminished  generally,  for  IradeTOYv^'^L 
erected  their  dwellings  ouUide  iVie  v?^\« 


when  there  was  no  necessity  to  retpit  to 
them  for  a  security,  for  the  convenience 
of  greater  space,  and  thus  had  manv  an- 
cient borouehs  overflowed  their  original 
limits;  yet  m  such  cases,  they  had  deter- 
mined the  new  erections  should  not  save 
the  old  borough  from  being  disfranchised. 
Now,  however,  when  an  ancient  citv  had 
kept  up  its  population  and  wealth,  it  was 
to  be  deprived  also  of  its  franchise,  by  the 
abandonment  of  the  principle  they  had 
hitherto  acted  upon.  He  could  by  no  means 
conceive  why  Chatham  should  not  have  a 
separate  Representative. 

Mr.  Stanley  would  concede  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  rules  of  enfran- 
chisement and  of  disfranchisement  ought 
to  be  of  the  character,  and  ought  to  be 
applied,  in  the  manner  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down,  if  the 
places  which  had  been  selected  for  dis- 
franchisement and  for  enfranchisement 
were,  cateris  paribus,  similarly  circom- 
stanced .  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, was  sufficiently  acute  to  perceive 
that  the  difference  between  the  two 
classes  of  places  was  very  great.  The 
rule  which  had  been  laid  down  was,  that 
all  places  which  had  only  4,000  inhabit- 
ants should  not  exercise  a  greater  right 
than  their  amount  of  population  fairly 
entitled  them  to  exercise;  and  this  rale 
had  been  strictly  enforced,  in  order  to 
guard  against  the  admission  of  any  ex- 
traneous population,  which  might  nomi- 
nally, though  it  would  not  r^ly,  swell 
the  constituency  of  such  places.  The 
object  of  the  Government  had  been,  to 
prevent  inconsiderable  places  enjoying  the 
same  share  of  Representation  as  large  and 
populous  towns ;  and  further,  having  thos 
placed  at  their  disposal  a  certain  num- 
ber of  seats,  to  give  them  to  as  extensive 
populations  as,  consistent  with  their  duty, 
they  could  select.  In  pursuance  of  this 
object,  the  Government  had  not  taken 
two  small  places,  which,  added  together, 
might  make  up  a  respectable  eonatitoency ; 
but  they  had  selected  such  lai^ge  and 
populous  places,  that  it  was  not  necetsaiy 
for  them  to  proceed  upon  so  nice  a  mle  u 
they  had  thought  it  necessary  to  eofefce 
in  the  case  of  places  of  4,000  inhahitants. 
This,  he  said,  was  not  necessary ;  beeaase, 
in  the  places  they  had  selected,  a  difierence 
of  1,000  or  2,000  was  not  a  matter  of  anv 
co\i«^\ieuce,  those  places  betngy  by  tlus 


loei 


IA04.  d} 


Tfr'T^ff^^^  ^^Mjf* 


im 


to  the  rule^  of  dtsfranchiMmeiit.  There 
wat  oonsidereble  diffiouUy  in  sayiag  which 
was  Rocheiter,  and  which  wat  Chatham. 
That  difficulty  did  not  exist  in  ascertaio- 
ing  who  was  entitled  to  vote  for  Rochester, 
but  in  actually  separating  the  two  places, 
fiy  joining  Chatham  to  it,  which  was 
justified  by  their  contiguity,  the  identity 
of  their  interests,  and  th^  difficulty  of  dis- 
tinguishing their  limits,  a  sufficiently  inde- 
pendent, and  certainly  not  over  numerous, 
constituency  would  be  obtained.  But 
hon.  Gentlemen  said,  Government  would 
have  great  influence  in  Chatham;  and, 
in  the  same  breath,  say,  give  Chatham  a 
Member  to  itself.  If  Government  would 
have  an  undue  influence  over  the  voters  of 
that  place,  this  was  an  additional  reason 
for  joining  that  place  to  Rochester,  instead 
of  giving  it  a  separate  Representation. 

Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  that  if  he  had 
known  that  this  case  was  coming  on  to- 
night, he  should  have  moved,  that  the 
Chairman,  pro  hac  vice,  do  leave  the 
Chair.  He  need  hardly  say,  that  he 
should  not  have  moved  this  out  of  any 
disrespect  to  the  Chairman — he  should 
have  made  this  preliminary  motion  be- 
cause, by  the  Chairman  remaining  in  the 
Chair,  Rochester  lost  a  most  able  advo- 
cate. However,  on  the  report  being 
brought  up,  the  Chairman  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  moving — as  he  was  sure 
the  Chairman  would  move  — that  Roches- 
ter be  left  as  Rochester  now  was.  Now, 
this  case  of  Rochester  and  Chatham  was 
one  of  those  cases  which,  the  more  he  had 
studied  it,  the  more  confused  he  became. 
Yes  ;  but  it  was  the  Government  that  had 
confused  him.  It  was  true,  that  when 
they  were  creating  a  new  borough,  they 
might  act  on  a  diflPerent  principle  from  that 
on  which  they  were  acting  when  they  were 
avowedly  disfranchising,  but  still  there 
ought  to  be  some  common  sense  in  the 
pew  principle.  When  they  had  the  case 
of  Fowey  before  them,  one  part  of  which 
was  separated  from  the  other  by  a  river,  it 
being  a  place  with  a  Custom  House  col- 
lecting duties  to  the  amount  of  15,000/. 
a  year,  they  were  told,  the  contiguou9  port 
of  Fowey  could  not  be  added  to  it,  to  save 
it  from  disfranchisement.  In  like  manner, 
in  the  ccises  of  Durham,  Bridport,  Guild- 
ford, and  Dorchester,  it  was  resolved  not  to 
take  advantage  of  the  nearest  contiguity ; 
but  now  they  were  to  strain  every  nerve  to 
unite  places  which  aatarally  ought  to  be 
separated.    If  the  pditical  craaium  of  the 


framers  of  this  Bill  were  diisfcled  by  a 
skilful  phrenologist,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  phrenologist  would  say,  that  the  organ 
of  destructiveness  was  not  only  fully  de- 
veloped, but  that  it  protruded  manreU 
lously.  The  organ  of  destructiveness 
would  only  be  second  in  size  to  the  org^a 
of  inconsistency.  The  Ministers,  for  the 
sake  of  Republicanism  and  the  democratic 
right  of  voting,  could  make  their  arms 
grow  fifteen  miles  long,  in  order  to  lay 
bold  upon  a  parish;  but  the  organic  and 
systematic  destructiveness  which  gave  them 
this  length  of  arm  in  such  cases,  crippled 
them  so  much  that  they  could  not  reach 
to  the  end  of  the  space  which  really  con- 
stituted a  town,  when,  by  so  reaching,  they 
could  save  that  town  from  disfranchisement. 
No;  the  principle  of  destruction  and  of 
spoliation  was  the  only  principle  in  which 
the  Ministers  were  consistent.  This  case 
had  been  so  fully  discussed,  that  he  would 
trouble  the  Committee  with  no  observ- 
ations upon  it.  He  could  only  say,  that 
the  conduct  of  that  House  had  given  great 
disgust  to  the  people  of  Kent,  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  House  had  dealt 
with  the  Kentish  boroughs.  The  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  told  them, 
that  the  Government  had  not  been  so 
nice  in  their  rules  of  enfranchisement  as 
in  their  rules  of  disfranchisement.  This 
was  quite  true ;  but  what  was  the  object 
of  it?  The  object  of  it  was,  to  get  seats 
for  the  purpose  of  handing  them  over  to 
their  democratic  population.  The  object 
of  Ministers  was,  to  violate  rights  which 
had  existed  for  centuries ;  rights  commu- 
nicated by  Charter,  and  enjoyed  by  places, 
the  conduct  of  which  had,  forages,  been 
wholly  unimpeached.  But  the  eyes  of 
the  people  of  England  were  opening,  and 
they  were  ridiculing  the  absurdities  of 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  an  observ- 
ation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said,  that  there  was  great  disgust  in  the 
county  of  Kent  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  House  had  dealt  with  this  Bill. 

Sir  Charles  WetherelL—^oi  with  the 
Bill,  but  with  the  Kentish  boroughs. 

Mr.  //bc^fs  continued. — Well,  the  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  quite  right, 
He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  in  the  county  of 
Kent  considerable  disgust  had  arisen  in 
consequence  of  the  proceedings  on  this 
Bill.    Yes — considerable  disgu8t**but  it 
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was  disgust  at  the  delay  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  The 
people  would  never  change  their  mind  on 
the  subject  of  Reform,  or  if  they  did,  it 
would  be  replaced  by  a  desire  for  a  Re- 
public, and  then  adieu  to  the  Constitu- 
tional Reform,  which  there  was  now  a 
hope  of  effecting.  With  regard  to  the 
subject  now  under  consideration,  he 
begged  to  state,  that  he  had  a  petition 
from  the  people  of  Chatham,  which  he 
was  sorry  not  to  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  presenting,  stating,  that  they  had  no 
desire  for  separate  Representation,  and 
deprecating  all  alterations  in  the  Bill. 
•  Lord  Eliot  observed,  that  the  difficulty 
of  dividing  Chatham  and  Rochester  might 
be  overcome  by  a  little  of  that  ingenuity 
which  had  been  displayed  by  the  other 
aide  in  the  discussion  of  the  different  cases 
in  schedule  B.  If  the  territorial  limits  of 
Rochester  had  been  ascertained,  as  was 
stated,  where  could  be  the  difficulty?  Nor 
could  there  be  any  difficulty  as  to  Chatham. 
If  Rochester  was  to  have  two  Representa- 
tives on  account  of  its  wealth  and  property, 
and  they  were  told  it  contained  1,000  10/. 
householders,  which  was  700  more  than 
had  preserved  the  rights  of  other  places, 
why  should  not  Chatham  have  one  ?  The 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  it  would  be  a 
nomination  borough,  under  the  influence 
of  Grovernment.  But  if  that  was  the  ob- 
jection, surely  it  would  be  much  more  so 
to  return  two  Members,  as  it  would,  in 
fact,  under  this  Bill.  He  knew  nothing 
of  the  jealousies  prevailing  between  the 
two  towns,  but  thought  the  inhabitants  of 
Rochester  the  best  judges  of  the  matter, 
and  they  heard  from  them,  that  animosities 
and  rivalry  did  exist  between  them. 

Mr.  Burnett  said,  that  the  people  of 
Rochester  and  Chatham  were  so  anxious 
for  the  success  of  the  Bill,  that  he  would 
undertake  to  say,  they  would  rather  give 
up  any  wishes  of  their  own  than  see  its 
course  impeded,  but  the  interests  of 
Rochester  were  so  different  from  those 
of  Chatham  as  to  make  a  separate  Mem- 
ber essential. 

Lord  Villiers  begged  to  observe,  that  he 
had  not  proposed  to  give  a  separate  Mem- 
ber to  Chatham,  as  seemed  to  be  implied 
by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  he  had 
only  suggested  a  way  of  doing  so  without 
committing  an  injustice  on  Rochester. 

Mr,  Hunt  said,  that,  disguise  it  how 
they  /n/ght,   the  common  sense  ot  \Jcve 
question   before  the  House  \«aa  tloaa 
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whether  they  should  not  only  g^FB  two 
nomination  Members  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  also,  whether  they  should  take 
away  two  independent  Members  from 
Rochester?  He  had  no  objecticm  to 
giving  Chatham  two  Members,  but  he 
had  the  strongest  objections  to  swamping 
Rochester  by  means  of  Chatham,  and  as 
the  first  had  only  1,000  voters,  and  [the 
last  1,500,  that  would  be  the  ineritable 
result  of  uniting  them.  During  the  whole 
progress  of  the  measure,  he  had  not 
noticed  anything  so  unjust  as  depriving 
Rochester  of  its  Members.  No  one  could 
dispute,  that  the  Government  possessed 
great  influence  in  Chatham,  and  perhaps 
some  future  Ministry  might  use  it  im- 
properly ;  but  of  that  he  did  not  complain 
so  much  as  taking  away  two  independent 
Members  from  Rochester.  He  had  fre- 
quently heard  the  noble  Lord,  the  mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  (Lord  Miltoo), 
boast  of  his  independence,  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  him  exert  it  now.  Nothing  could  be 
easier  than  to  ascertain  the  boundaries  of 
the  two  places ;  the  Commissioners  woaU 
have  nothing  further  to  do  than  to  inqaire 
from  the  parish  Officers  of  the  two  towns. 
The  Ministers  could  not  conceal  from  the 
people  of  England,  that  they  were  making 
this  measure  a  means  of  g^ross  partiality 
and  injustice.  After  seeing  what  had 
been  done  with  Gateshead  and  other 
places,  he  could  not  as  an  independmt 
Member  of  that  House,  avoid  giving  his 
vote  against  the  Government,  should  it 
persist  in  uniting  Chatham  to  Rochester. 
Mr.  Croker  said,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Maidstone  had  stated  a  fact  which 
was  decisive  of  the  question.  He  hid 
said,  that  the  people  of  Chatham,  so  far 
from  wishing  to  be  erected  into  a  separate 
borough,  and  to  have  one  Representatifs 
of  their  own,  were  so  much  attached  to 
the  Bill,  that  they  would  rather  remain  as 
it  left  them,  than  impede  its  progress  by 
any  alteration.  To  be  sure  they  would; 
and  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  why 
— ^because  they  knew  full  well,  that  the 
Bill,  as  it  stood,  would  leave  them  with 
the  power  of  sending  the  two  Members 
into  Parliament  instead  of  one.  The  two 
nominal  representatives  of  Rochester  would 
be  really  elected  by  Chatham.  This  was 
the  secret  of  the  self-denial  of.  Chatham. 
Chatham  knew,  that  with  its  1,500  voters, 
it  could  beat  down  the  1,000  voters  of 
'^oc^<^\.^x  ^^^Ti  Tv^NR^^Tid^that  while  Ro- 
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Chatham,  Stroud,  and  Brompton,  would 
be  daily  advancing  their  majority.  Now 
he  was  not  prepared  to  accept  the  inter- 
ested generosity  and  affected  forbearance 
of  the  people  of  Chatham.  They  knew 
their  own  interests  best,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  much  hurt  by  their  mag- 
nanimity upon  this  occasion.  But  it 
was  because  he  would  not  give  them 
two  Members  at  the  expense  of  their 
neighbours,  that  he  declined  their  volun- 
tary sacrifice.  He  was  willing  to  give 
them  one  honest  Member  of  their  own, 
but  he  would  not  assist  them  in  gaining 
fraudulent  possession  of  the  two  Members 
for  Rochester. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  questioned  the  disinterested- 
ness of  Chatham,  what  did  he  say  to  the 
statement  of  the  same  hon.  Member,^  that 
Rochester  was  also  desirous  that  the  Bill 
should  not  be  altered  ? 

Mr.  Crokcr  said,  that,  if  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  had  been  earlier  in  his  place,  he 
would  have  heard  a  distinct  statement  from 
one  of  the  hon.  members  for  Rochester,  and 
a  supporter  of  the  Bill,  that  the  people  of 
Rochester,  considering  their  rights  de- 
stroyed by  this  part  of  it,  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  union  with  Chatham. 

xVIr.  Mills  said,  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
member  for  Maidstone  had  spoken  of  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Rochester  without 
any  recent  communication  with  them. 
He  could  satisfy  the  hoic  Member  by 
documents  in  his  possession,  that  the  par- 
tics  to  whom  he  alluded,  almost  to  a  man, 
now  thought  their  rights  would  be  gone 
the  moment  the  Bill  as  it  stood  should  be 
caiTied.  He  had  been  a  supporter  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  from  the  first,  and  it 
would  have  been  his  interest  to  have  re- 
mained silent  now.  But  he  declared, 
that  he  should  be  sacrificing  his  conscience 
and  disobeying  the  dictates  of  his  sense  of 
justice,  if  he  did  not  openly  declare,  that 
he  had  never  witnessed  a  more  violent 
example  of  injustice  than  that  now  pro- 
posed. The  claims  of  Rochester  were  so 
clear,  and  its  destruction  as  a  represented 
City  was  so  manifest,  that  nothing  should 
deter  him  from  expressing  his  opinion  of 
this  part  of  the  measure.  In  support  of 
so  violent  and  unjust  a  course  he  must  say, 
that  he  had  heard  not  a  shadow  of  argu- 
ment or  reason  adduced,  excepting  upon 
the  single  point  of  the  difficulty  of  decid- 
ing where  the  line  should  be  drawn  that 
was  to  divide  Chatham  from  Rochester, 


Now  if  this  were  the  real  difficulty,  and 
the  only  motive  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
should  like  to  be  told  what  was  to  be  the 
use  of  that  commission,  appointed  by  the 
Bill  for  the  especial  purpose  of  settling  such 
questions.  If  this  part  of  the  measure 
were  adopted,  he  would  say  to  the  last, 
that  the  case  of  Rochester  was  a  case  of 
gcoss  and  glaring  injustice. 

Lord  Milton  observed,  that  the  whole 
debate  had  been  conducted,  and  par- 
ticularly by  the  hon.  member  for  Rochester 
(Mr.  Mills),  as  if  the  question  in  discus- 
sion was  as  to  the  right  of  individual  bodies 
to  Representation.  He  conceived  that  the 
only  question  with  which  the  Committee 
had  to  do  was,  to  decide  what  was  best,  not 
for  particular  places,  but  for  the  people  of 
England.  With  respect  to  the  rights  of 
Chatham  and  Rochester,  he  could  not  but 
express  his  astonishment  at  the  observa- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Montgomery  (Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn),  when  he 
said,  that  the  Bill  appeared  [to  him  more 
a  Bill  of  disfranchisement  than  of  enfran- 
chisement. If  this  were  the  case,  then 
the  rights  of  the  electors  of  England  were 
not  held  as  a  trust  for  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, but  for  their  own  special  and  pe- 
culiar benefit.  They  were  for  the  peculiar 
community  of  Rochester,  and  not  for  the 
great  community  of  England.  He  (Lord 
Milton)  was  of  opinion,  that  it  was  not 
private  rights,  but  general  rights,  they  were 
to  regard  ;  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side,  if  on  the  banks  of  the 
Med  way  there  were  to  be  two  boroughs, 
one  of  an  ancient,  the  other  of  a  new  Con- 
stitution, both  being  close  together,  each 
being  moderate-sized  towns,  and  therefore 
of  a  description  liable  to  be  influenced  im- 
properly, or  whether  they  would  form  one 
borough  out  of  them,  answering  to  that 
extent  of  population  which  was  entitled  to 
the  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise? 
He  should  vote  for  the  schedule  as  it 
stood. 

Mr.  Goulburn  called  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  show  how  the  disfranchisement  of 
Rochester  could  bene6t  the  people  of 
England.  If  the  people  of  England  were 
to  be  served  by  a  change  in  die  Repre- 
sentation of  that  town,  it  surely  was  not 
by  taking  away  the  Representation  alto- 
gether, as  the  Bill  was  calculated  to  do, 
by  comprehending  the  population  of  the 
neighbouring  town  in  the  constituency. 
It  would  be  more  advisable,  in  this  case, 
to  have  three  Representatives  than  two^ 
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Ibr  the  whole  of  the  independent  interest  of 
Rochesterwould  otherwise  be  overwhelmed 
by  the  _population  of  Chatham.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Milton)  had  said,  that  upon 
the  question  before  the  House,  private 
rights  were  of  no  consideration  ;  that  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  moment  whether  or 
not  the  franchise  was  to  be  given  to  one 
body  or  to  another.  What,  he  begged  to 
know,  were  they,  night  after  night,  dis- 
cussing, but  the  propriety  of  giving  the 
elective  franchise  to  one  body  and  taking 
it  from  another 'if  But  the  noble  Lord 
had  said,  that  he  would  rather  have  one 
borough  than  two  on  the  banks  of  the 
Medway.  Had  the  noble  Lord  forgotten 
the  banks  of  the  Tyne  ?  Had  he  forgotten 
what  had  taken  place  but  a  few  nights 
ago  with  respect  to  Newcastle  and  Gates- 
head ?  Could  the  noble  Lord  act  upon 
the  principle  of  separation  in  the  one  in- 
stance, which  was  certainly  the  weaker, 
and  deny  it  to  that  of  Chatham  and 
Rochester  ?  When  an  additional  weight 
was  to  be  thrown  into  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham, it  was  easy  to  reconcile  the  incon- 
sistency, and  a  new  borough  was  at  once 
established,  but  the  principle  was  not  to 
operate  beyond  that  point.  In  the  county 
or  Kent  no  such  interest  was  to  be  sus- 
tained, and  accordingly,  the  principle  lost 
its  operation. 

Lord  Milton  said,  he  had  not  forgotten 
the  decision  upon  Gateshead  and  New- 
castle. He  remembered  that  the  popu- 
lation of  Gateshead  and  Newcastle  was 
double  the  population  of  Chatham  and 
Rochester,  and  that  the  claim  of  Gates- 
head was  in  proportion  to  that  numerical 
superiority.  He  considered  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  exercised  a  sound 
judgment  in  deciding  upon  the  claims  of 
the  towns  alluded  to,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  proposition. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wyrm  said,  that  they  were 
certainly  bound  in  their  deliberations  to 
consider  what  was  best  for  the  people  of 
England,  but  they  were  also  bound  to  ac- 
complish the  good  with  as  little  as  pos- 
sible injury  to  the  rights  of  individuals. 
Were  they  not  constantly  discussing  pri- 
vate rights?  The  noble  l^rd  might  as 
well  question  the  right  of  his  father  to  sit 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  as  to 
deny  the  right  of  towns  to  privileges  which 
^ey  had  long  possessed. 

Lord  Milton  said,  that,  in  this  case,  no 
rights  were  intended  to  be  taken  away. 
If  the  elective  franchise  was  to  be  ex- 


tended for  the  benefit  of  tht  public,  it 
could  ^  be  exercised  as  well  jointly  faj 
Chatham  and  Rochester  as  by  either  se- 
parately. 

Mr.  Croker  begged  to  know  what  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  argued  for  the  sepen- 
tion  in  one  case,  and  for  combining  the 
constituency  in  another,  when  the  cuei 
exactly  corresponded,  meant  by  sluicing  i 
borough  ? 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  that  Rochester 
would  sustain  certain  injury  from  letting 
the  population  of  the  neighbouring  towni 
into  it.  He  begged  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee, that  a  borough  had  recently  bees 
thrown  open  to  the  hundred  on  account 
of  bribery,  and  that  was  considered  i 
proper  punishment  for  the  offence.  Tbe 
Committee,  therefore,  were  about  to  ap- 
ply a  penalty  to  Rochester  which  htd 
committed  no  oflence. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  could  not  refftis 
from  saying  a  few  words  after  hearing  im- 
putations cast  upon  a  noble  friend  of  hit 
He  understood  what  was  meant  by  theble 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gwl- 
burn)  when  that  right  non.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  the  banks  of  the  Tyne.  It  wu 
meant,  that  a  noble  friend  of  his,  Lori 
Durham,  had  used  his  influence  in  the 
Cabinet  to  obtain  an  additional  Member 
for  Durham,  to  serve  his  own  parpoKi* 
He  would  not  sit  there  and  hear  nis  nobk 
friend  traduced  [laughter].  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  laugh,  but  the  interpreCatioB 
he  had  given  to  the  insinuation,  was  the 
plain  English  of  it.  He  would  meet  that 
representation  with  the  most  compfek 
contradiction  [**  hear,  hear**].  He  wooU 
tell  those  hon.  Members  who  cheeiei 
that  if  they  would  get  up  and  make  such 
an  imputation,  he  would  meet  it  with  the 
most  unqualiBed  contradiction.  If  by  ihiK 
cheer  it  was  intended  to  support  the  tMe^ 
tion  made  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ei- 
chequer,  and  by  a  side-wind  to  coofina 
the  imputation  cast  upon  his  noble  frkod, 
he  would  meet  it  as  it  deserved  to  be 
and  pronounce  it  to  be  a  base  and 
calumny  [  loud  cries  of  **  onier^  wd 
"  Chair,  Chair."] 

The  Chairman  said,  that  he  was  sort  it 
was  not  necessary  to  impress  upon  ik 
hon.  Member  that,  in  the  heat  of  sfgs- 
ment,  he  had  used  expressions  wlueh  tk 
hon.  Member  would  not,  in  a  cshaar 
mood,  and  in  the  exercise  of  a  sober  di^ 
cretion,  have  uttered. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duneomhe  sakl,lkm«M  k 
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his  discreet  and  sober  moments  when  he 
uttered  the  words,  and  he  assured  the 
Committee  that  he  sincerely  intended 
what  he  had  said  [cries  of  "  order**  and 
"  Chair."] 

Mr.  Jonathan  Peel  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  used  the  words  *'  base 
and  wicked  calumny,"  in  allusion  to  his 
right  hon.  friend ;  and,  instead  of  retract- 
ing, the  hon.  Gentleman  used  an  aggra- 
vation of  his  harsh  language. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  observed,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  in  his  place  on 
the  night  to  which  he  referred,  he  would 
have  heard  that  no  imputation  was  cast 
upon  the  noble  Lord  who  had  been  al- 
luded to,but  it  had  been  stated  that  the  Bill 
gaveadvantages,which  were  notjustifiable, 
to  the  county  of  Durham.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  look  to  the  comparative 
circumstances  of  Gateshead,  which  was  to 
have  a  Representative,  independent  of 
Newcastle,  and  to  the  cases  of  Rochester 
and  Chatham,  he  would  see  a  stronger 
reason  why  Gateshead  should  be  annexed 
to  Newcastle,  than  have  a  Member  of  its 
own.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
proceeding,  when  he  was  called  to  order  by 

The  Chairman,  who  said,  that  there 
was  another  Gentleman  in  possession  of 
the  House,  when  he  was  called  to  order. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  he  had  risen 
in  an  amicable  spirit,  to  state  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  if  he  had  been  in  his  place 
the  other  evening,  he  would  have  been 
sensible  that  no  imputation  had  been  cast 
upon  the  noble  Lord  who  was  alluded  to, 
and  he  thought,  if  he  proceeded  to  show 
that  Gateshead  was  not  a  defensible  case, 
he  might  have  succeeded  in  his  object. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  spoke  to  order.  The 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  had  used  the 
words  "  base  calumny ;"  upon  which  the 
Chairman  told  the  hon.  Member,  that  he 
was  sure,  that  if  he  exercised  his  sober  dis- 
cretion, he  would  not  pursue  such  a  line 
of  remark ;  but  the  hon.  member  for  Hert- 
ford declared,  that  he  was  in  the  exercise 
of  his  sober  discretion;  and  thereby, 
instead  of  apologizing  to  the  Committee, 
or  to  the  right  hon.  JVfember  against  whom 
the  observation  was  dnrected,  virtually  re- 
peated his  statement.  He  (Sir  R.  Inglis) 
begged  to  know  from  the  Chairman,  what 
was  the  law  of  the  House  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. 

The  Chairman  said,  that  during  the 
little  experience  which  hebadhad  in  his  pre-* 
sent  office;  he  had  frequentfy  fisteiMd  with 
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pain  to  expressions  which  were  certainly 
not  justifiable.  It  was  not  only  of  late, 
but  it  was  for  years,  that  he  had  observed 
the  difficult  situation  of  the  Member  who 
filled  the  Chair,  when  called  upon  to  in- 
terfere. It  was  a  very  unpleasant  task 
He  was  sure,  however,  that  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Hertford,  had  escaped  from  him  in  the 
heat  and  hurry  of  argument ;  and  as  tliey 
all  knew  his  hon.  friend  could  not  mean 
to  violate  the  rules  and  orders  of  the 
House,  he  was  sure  that  his  hon.  friend 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  explaining. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncotnbe  declared,  that 
nothing  should  induce  him  to  retract  the 
sentiment  which  he  had  uttered,  until  that 
which  had  produced  it  bad  been  with- 
drawn. When  he  put  into  plain  English 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
when  he  said  that  it  meant  that  Lord 
Durham  used  his  influence  in  the  Cabinet 
to  add  aj^ Representative  to  the  county  of 
Durham,  to  the  prejudice  of  other  places 
in  England — he  appealed  to  the  Chairman 
whether  that  statement  had  not  been 
cheered  by  the  other  side  of  the  House  ? 
When  he  heard  it  so  cheered,  he  went  qn 
to  say,  if  those  cheers  were  nieant  to  con- 
firm the  statement,  that  it  was  a  wicked 
and  false  insinuation.  He  cared  not  whM 
penalty  he  might  incur.  If  that  penalty 
were  imposed  upon  him  for  speakmg  the 
truth,  by  that  truth  he  was  nevertheless 
ready  to  abide  [repeated  calls  to  "  order^* 
and  "  Ohairr] 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  the  House  could  properly  and 
satisfactorily  discharge  its  functioos,  if 
language  were  to  be  used  on  either  side 
which  would  not  be  used  by  gentlemen  in 
private  society.  Any  assertion  made  by 
one  hon.  Member  was  open  to  contradic- 
tion by  another;  but  the  contradiction 
ought  not  to  be  accompanied  by  the  impp- 
tation  of  wicked  and  base  motives,  lie 
presumed  that  the  hon.  member  ibr  Hert- 
ford only  intended  to  express  himself 
strongly,  and  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
violate  the  rales  of  the  House,  as  well  |s 
the  rules  of  gentlemanly  mterconrs^.  The 
orders  of  the  House  were  founded  ^pon 
necessity,  and  they  owed  to  them  the 
freedom  of  debate  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  right  to  prevent  such  langnag^  as 
they  had  heard,  from  being  nsM.  That 
the  House  had  the  power  to  do  so  (here 
could  be  no  question,  and  it  was  tlia  dnty 
of  ^e  Ohairman  to  canse  the  roles  to  be 
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obeyed.  He  should  be  sorry  to  see  that 
power  exerted  upon  the  present  occasion, 
as  he  firmly  believed  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  made  use  of  the  offensive  expres- 
sions, had  been  hurried  away  in  the  heat 
of  debate,  and  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
express  himself  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the 
House.  If,  however,  the  offensive  lan- 
guage were  not  retracted,  then  he  should 
move  that  those  rules  be  enforced  [cries  of 
**  Move,*"]  He  hoped,  however,  that  such 
an  extreme  course  would  be  rendered  un- 
necessary by  the  hon.  Member  admitting 
that  the  words  were  used  in  a  moment  of 
warmth,  and  not  deliberately  maintained. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  they  must 
all  be  desirous  that  as  little  personality  as 
possible  should  be  introduced  into  their 
proceedings.  With  regard  to  the  fact,  if 
It  were  meant  to  say  that  his  noble  friend 
had  been  influenced  by  interested  motives 
in  his  conduct  on  the  subject,  he  concur- 
red with  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford  in 
denying  the  charge  in  the  strongest  and 
most  indigpaant  terms.  But  he  was  quite 
satisfied  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  did  not  intend  to  advance  any 
serious  charge  of  that  nature.  He,  there- 
fore submitted  to  his  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Hertford,  that  he  was  not  jus- 
tified in  using  the  expressions  which  had 
fallen  from  him,  and,  therefore,  that  he 
should  at  once  say  that  they  were  hasty, 
and  not  intended  to  convey  what  they  im- 
ported. 

Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe  said,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  get  up  and 
say  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  anything 
to  the  noble  Lord,  he  would  do  so^  but 
not  otherwise. 

Sir  Oeorge  Murray  observed,  that  the 
question  was,  whether  the  Chairman  had 
expressed  his  disapprobation  of  certain 
expressions ;  and  those  expressions  being 
followed  by  a  more  strong,  and  a  more 
deliberate  assertion  of  them,  whether  the 
Chair  was  to  be  supported  or  not. 

Mr.  Stephenson  wished  to  say,  that  from 
his  knowledge  of  the  noble  Lord  alluded 
to,  he  was  perfectly  convinced,  that  any 
imputations  against  him  of  this  nature, 
mast  be  totally  without  foundation. 

Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe  repeated,  that 
till  he  heard  the  expression  to  which  he 
referred,  retracted,  he  should  not  retract ; 
and  he  begged  leave  to  say,  that  he  main- 
tAined  his  former  opinion  V^  order*'  and 

^  ikmd  Lindsay  said,  that  tr\i«  o\mri^ 


tions  of  the  hon.  Grentleman  opposite, 
were  really  assuming  a  tone  of  defiance, 
in  opposition  to  the  general  feeling  of  the 
Committee.  He  did  not  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  any 
such  insinuation  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
assumed.  The  whole  proceeding  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  unparliamentary,  and 
he  had  no  right  to  call  for  explanations. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  observed,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  put  a  hypothetical 
case,  as  he  understood  him  to  do,  it  was 
competent  for  him  to  say,  that  if  such  an 
imputation  had  been  made  on  the  noble 
Lord,  it  was  false. 

Sir  Charles  WethereU  had  only  heard 
his  right  hon.  friend  say,  that  there  were 
different  rules  established  for  Kent  and 
for  Durham.  He  had  heard  no  allusion 
to  Lord  Durham. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  would  ask, 
whether  the  silence  of  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman, did  not  confirm  the  inference  be 
had  drawn  from  his  observations  [repeated 
calls  to  "  order'*  and  "  Chair;*  which 
drowned  the  hon.  Member  s  voicc^  and 
prevented  him  from  proceeding,] 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  rose  to  order. 
The  question  now  was,  whether  the  Com- 
mittee would  maintain  those  rules  which 
were  indispensable  to  the  freedom  and  in- 
dependence of  their  proceedings?  The 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  had  again  and 
again  accused  another  hon.  Member  of 
making  a  wicked,  base,  and  fuUe  state- 
ment. The  Committee  were,  therefore, 
placed  in  this  situation.  He  knew  that 
phrases  of  a  strong  nature  were  frequendv 
passed  by  without  notice.  But  here  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  was  expressly  call- 
ed to  the  subject,  and  they  were  required 
to  pronounce  whether  it  was  competent  to 
one  hon.  Member  to  say  of  the  argument 
of  another,  that  it  was  a  wicked  and  base 
calumny.  That  was  the  point  which  they 
were  called  upon  to  decide.  They  were 
to  decide  whether  or  not  the  debates  of 
that  House  could  be  satisfactorily  carried 
on,  if  the  use  of  such  language  were  per- 
mitted. How  were  they  to  proceed  ?  He 
was  sure  that  the  whole  affair  originated 
in  an  entire  misapprehension.  The  Hoaie 
called  on  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford, 
to  act  with  discretion  on  the  occasion.  If, 
in  the  heat  of  his  ardour  for  Reform,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  allowed  himself  to 
violate  the  rules  of  sober  discussion,  be 
muiXitfA.'^^exisaX.  ^iv^  Y^\v^\.v\\ou«  notions  of 
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retracting:  expressions,  the  use  of  which  in 
the  debates  of  that  House  must  diminish 
the  public  respect,  by  showing  that  their 
deliberations  were  not  carried  on  in  a  pro- 
per state  of  mind,  but  were  accompanied 
bv  a  heat  and  violence  which  indicated  in- 
capacity  of  judgment.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber really  did  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asserted  a  wicked  and 
false  calumny,  he  ought  to  call  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  what  it  was 
he  did  say,  and  to  have  it  taken  down  ; 
and  if  it  appeared  not  to  bear  such  an  in- 
terpretation, the  Chairman  was  bound  to 
state  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  expressions 
such  as  he  had  used  could  not  be  tolerated. 

Lord  Milton  said,  his  desire  had  always 
been,  and  was  now,  to  keep  peace  as  far  as 
possible.  He  would,  therefore,  suggest, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn)  should  repeat  what  he  did  say  ;  but 
he  really  thought,  that  his  hon.  friend,  who 
had  spoken  so  warmly,  had  gone  rather 
beyond  the  point  at  issue.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  differ- 
ence of  the  principle  which  operated  upon 
the  banks  of  the  Tyne,  and  the  banks  of 
the  Med  way,  he  (Lord  Milton)  did  not 
apprehend  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
threw  out  any  imputation  on  Lord  Dur- 
ham, of  using  his  influence  in  the  Cabinet 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  his  personal 
interests ;  and  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
be  necessary  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Hertford  should  infer  what  was  passing  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  made  that  remark.  If  that  were 
so,  then  it  was  evident,  that  the  expres- 
sions of  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford 
were  too  hastily  uttered.  Why,  therefore, 
could  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repeat 
what  he  had  said  ? 

Mr.  Croker  perfectly  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  except  in  one  particular.  His 
right  hon.  friend  had  not  alluded  to  Lord 
Durham  at  all,  but  ^o  what  had  been 
stated  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen  on  a 
former  night.  It  must  also  be  recollected, 
that  the  observations  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Hertford  did  not  apply  to  any  thing 
that  passed  at  the  moment,  they  were  not 
made  in  the  sudden  heat  of  argument,  but 
had  reference  to  what  had  taken  place  on 
a  previous  occasion. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  said,  his  right  hon. 
friend  was  not  bound  to  repeat  what  he 
had  said  on  the  occasion  alluded  to.  In- 
deed, it  was  too  much  to  call  upon  an  hon. 
Member  to  repeat  his  observations^  when 


neither  the  Chairman  nor  any  other  hon. 
Gentleman  could  state  they  were  unpar- 
liamentary. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  also  said,  it  was  con- 
trary to  all  rules  to  call  upon  a  Member 
to  repeat  the  words  he  had  used,  unless 
immediately  after  they  had  fallen  from 
him.  The  hon.  Member  should  have 
called  to  order,  if  he  found  any  thing  ob- 
jectionable at  the  moment.  [Loud  calls 
for  Mr.  Thomas  Duncomhe  to  explain.'] 

Mr.  Western  begged  for  a  moment 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  an  expression  used  by  his  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Hertford,  after 
he  had  been  corrected  by  the  Chair- 
man. His  hon.  friend  had  said,  that 
*'  if"  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to 
insinuate  that  the  noble  Lord  (Durham) 
had  made  an  improper  use  of  his  influence 
as  a  Minister,  to  obtain  a  larger  share  of 
political  importance  for  the  county  of 
Durham,  and  if  the  cheers  by  which  he 
was  assailed  were  meant  to  conflrm  that 
insinuation,  the  statement  was  a  base  and 
wicked  falsehood.  This  was  only  putting 
the  case  hypothetically,  and  surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
could  not  object  to  tell  what  it  was  he  did 
mean.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
no  charge  of  the  kind,  and  be  did  not  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  he  had  a 
right  to  say  so. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncomhe:  1  am  very 
much  surprised  at  the  lecture  with  which 
I  have  been  favoured  by  the  right  hon. 
member  for  Radnor.  I  hope,  Sir,  that  I 
know  what  is  due  to  my  own  honour,  and 
to  this  House,  without  any  lecture  at  all. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis :  I  rise  to  order, 
and  must  throw  myself  on  the  House 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncomhe:  The  right 
hon.  member  for  Radnor  recommended 
me  not  to  be  too  punctilious  about  my 
own  honour.  My  honour,  however,  is  as 
dear  to  me  as  bis  honour  is  to  him.  The 
observations  which  I  used,  and  which 
have  been  so  frequently  repeated,  were 
these  \—rl  said,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, imputed  certain  motives  to  Jjord 
Durham  as  a  direct  assertion,  I  should 
meet  that  assertion  by  a  direct  contradic- 
tion ;  but  if  it  was  only  thrown  out  as  an 
insinuation,  which  I  supposed,  I  should 
treat  it  as  a  gross  and  wicked  calumny. 
Now,  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man only,  to  make  me  retract  this  asaer- 
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ti<m.  I  should  wish  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ever  looked  into 
the  population  returns  ofthe  county  of  Dur- 
ham ?  —  [criet  of  "  Chairy  chair,*'  cmd 
great  disorder.] 

Lord  Milton  did  not  rise  to  call  the  hon. 
member  for  Hertford  to  order,  but  to  call 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were 
crying  out  "  Chair,"  to  order.  He  had 
one  Member  particularly  in  his  eye — one 
of  the  hon.  hiembers  for  the  borough  of 
Eye.  It  was  not  fair  nor  just,  tirhen  the 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  was  stating  his 
case  to  the  House,  to  interrupt  him. 

Mr.  Bicrge  ftaid,  that  though  the  noble 
Lord  (Miltbn)  had  assumed  the  jurisdic- 
tion that  belonged  td  the  Cdairman^  and 
which  he  (Mh  Burgie)  cbhbeived  was 
tery  well  placed  iti  the  hands  Of  the 
Ch&iniiati,  aild  hdd  tflkeh  tipoh  him- 
self  to  bflli  hlrtl  (Mf;  Burg^)  td  order, 
\it  should  ndt  \o  fat-  (bfget  Whttt  was  due 
tt)  thb  Hbui^  an  td  dn^wer  the  noble  Lord. 
He  should  addfess  himself  to  the  Chair- 
man and  to  the  Cdhiiiiittcb,  fot-  to  them 
only  was  h^  tespdh^ible  tor  his  conduct. 
That  which  induced  Him  to  cry  out  "Chair" 
was,  that  the  language  addressed  to  the 
Cbmmittbe  by  the  hon.  member  for  Hert- 
ford, not  ohiy  remained  uncontradicted 
and  unexplained,  but  was  actually  per- 
sisted in,  thbugh  the  Chairman  had  pro- 
nounced his  opinion  upon  it — an  opinion 
Which  was  supported  by  the  Committee. 
With  all  deferetlce  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Hilton),  it  Was  for  the  Chairman  to  state 
his  opinion,  whether  it  Was  right  that  the 
hon.  member  fbr  Hertford  Should  persist 
in  the  offehce  he  had  committed.  Until 
the  offensive  expressions  Were  retracted, 
and  the  Memt>ers  of  that  HoUSe  restored 
td  the  independence  and  freedom  of  de- 
bate, it  was  too  much  to  enter  upon  the 
general  questidri.  The  hon.  member  fbr 
Hertford  Was  bouhd  to  satisfy  the  Com- 
mittee fbr  the  offence  he  had  committed, 
atid  to  piir^e  himself  from  the  stain.  Not- 
withstanding the  reproach  which  the 
ndbie  Ldrd  oppdsite,  who  was  a  «ery  old 
Member,  adaressed  to  him,  who  was  a 
tery  new  bne,  he  kneW  enough  of  what 
was  due  to  the  honour  and  feelings  of 
men^  arid  of  |)arliamerttdry  proceedings, 
to  enable  him  to  state^  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  (ii^bce^d  to  the  general  ques- 
tibh  until  satlsfat!tidn  was  given  for  the 
affiffice  which  had  been  cdtfthxitted. 


just  sat  down  was  not  otit  df  ord^,  m 
calling  "  Chahr,"  whilst  an  hon.  MemMf 
Was  explaining.  If  the  hdn.  member  fbr 
Hertford  was  to  be  stopped  in  thfe  midst 
of  his  speech,  it  would  be  the  firftt  time 
in  his  experience  when  a  Member  of  that 
House  was  pireventdd  from  explaining. 
His  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Hertford, 
had  drawn  a  distinction  which,  if  ndt  in- 
telligible to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Op- 
B^iite,  was  intelligible  td  the  rest  of  the 
ouse.  The  distinction  used  by  the  botl. 
Member  was,  that  it  was  a  base  and  un- 
founded calumny,  if  the  right  hoh.  Gen- 
tleman, the  member  for  the  Uiii?erSity  of 
Cambridge,  insinuated  that  Lord  Ddrhmn 
used  his  influence  for  so  base  and  sordid  a 
purpose.  If  sUch  an  insinuation  Was 
thrown  out,  no  language  df  a  parliainent- 
ary  nature  was  tod  Strong  to  Af^ply  to  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman^  the  tfaember  fot* 
Hertford,  did  not  intend  to  Sat,  that  iht 
right  houi  Gentleman  had  used  so  base  a 
calumny.  What  he  said  was,  that  if  th^ 
right  hod.  Gentleman  insinuated  soch  a 
charge  against  Ldrd  Durham,  it  was  a 
base  calumny,  and  that  hypothetical  asser- 
tion was  answered  by  a  loud  cheer.  Was  it 
too  much  then  for  the  hon.  teember  fdr 
Hertford  to  say,  that  if  those  cheers 
meant  to  convey  approbation  of  the 
charge  against  Lord  Durham,  they  con- 
veyed a  base  and  unfounded  insilidation  ? 
If  the  cheers  did  not  mean  to  convey  ap- 
probation, they  went  for  nothing  at  all. 
If  they  were  intended  to  convey  so  vile  an 
insinuation,what  wasitbut  the  continuation 
of  the  same  system  putsued  by  Members 
at  the  other  side  of  the  House  day  after 
day  ?  Insinuations  of  the  grossest  charac- 
tier  were  thrown  out,  day  after  day,  against 
the  character  of  the  noble  Lord  (Durham) 
and  the  rest  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers; 
but,  luckily  for  them  they  stood  too  high 
to  be  affected  by  such  insinuations;  aiid 
he  admired  the  conduct  df  those  nobl^ 
persons,  who  disdained  to  atiswer  such  im- 
putations. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  in- 
tended to  act  as  a  peace-maker,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  hoh.  Member  had  not 
succeeded.  He,  or  any  other  friend  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Hertford,  did  right  to 
endeavour  to  explain  away  any  Uiing  offen- 
sive in  the  language  used  by  that  hon. 


—  Member;  but  that  bbjfect  could   hot  be 

9tt.  Cutbtr  Fefgfttson  put  \l  to  VVi^Cem-X  fMyxati^^  Vi  ^%aeC\Xi<^  VQA\\v^«tbns  on  thi! 
ailtm,  wliethtt  the  hM.  Mtobet  ii1to\i«A\  o^^vxit  tm  til  ^^^T)i«»t,  ^^  iMSb^  Vb 


\^^ 


j[Aw;  9} 


IW0RMlm  iRQps 


tin 


itkfki%i\ci  to  this  ocdisibnv  but  tt  tb  wbAt 
h&d  palfted  diitinjr  i\xt  w&Bl|&  cdilt8«  of 
thote  debates.  Hi  Apri^Med  to  Ibfe  Cbb- 
mitteie,  whetheir  tBe  hdh.  <lbd  IrikhiCS 
Meitober  bad  not  dbne  this,  wbbn  he  iatd» 
alludittg  to  tb^  ibilintiations  iVhlcb  bid 
been  sappoil^d  to  bave  Been  tbh>wtt.  Ottt 
against  ]joiil  Dnirham  by  hi«  rigbi  bon. 
friend,  '^  It  Waft  but  a  continuation  bf 
tbe  sdibi^  cdlinie  pursued  day  after  day  by 
Methbelfti  Opposite/'  For  bis  part,  be  bdd 
no.  degree  bf  pergonal  feelibg  agaiiiSt  tbfe 
noble  Lord  (t)ui-ham),  biit  be  bbd  used  «^ 
stiong  expri^^iions  hiniseify  Mih  reg;ard  to 
Gatelbi^ad^  ds  bad  tbat  bight  ftlfeb  Mbi 
bis  right  hbn;  friend  (Mir.  GoblbUIrn),  than 
Wbdbl  thete  tv^as  no  inab  in  that  House 
less  cApAbi^ofUiakitig«trotl^)lsieHiohsife- 
flecting  bb  ibdiVidu&ls,  bir  nltkkib|  Hn  utiaiir 
attack  of  ^y  kind  on  db)r  ibM.  It  Wtt 
wOndeirful  the  bon.  ilieibb^r  f6t  Q^dU 
bad  Dot  fited  upon  Mine  otMHr  IbdiViBllhi^ 
kho  had  us^d  ekpr^sftiobb  (»|bAU«  sttbtlff 
With  regard  tb  Lbrd  DbrhiibI:  Hil  riiUt 
bon  fVi^nd^  thi^  Webibei'  fdir  TUttiWoHb 
(Sir  Robeh  Peel),  be  (Sir  mhkf  HaM- 
inge),  and  seveinil  dtbeir^  Whd  Sat  beU' 
him,  h&d  iisbd  precisely  thb  Klbb  wOtdft. 
KboWinr  tbe  cOuntif  bf  Ddtbblh  as  bb  did 
intimabiTy;  beiievitig  Ldrd  DutbAib  lb 
hare  no  property  ih  Gateshead,  Hbd  hAr- 
ing  nop^sonal  hostility  to  the  ndbl^  Lorii, 
nor  any  isuch  motives  acting  on  his  mind, 
he  had  made  the  satiie  alliisioti  td  hinl,  iii 
bveit  stronger  language  than  that  used  by 
his  right  hon.  friend,  aiid  Hd  notice  what- 
ever had  been  taken  of  it ;  and,  witbobt 
ibbaHing  to  throw  out  any  threat,  bdt  ih 
the  same  amicable  feelibg,  bb  did  bbt 
hesitate  to  say,  that  he  Wai  btbt>dted  tb 
tbp^at  the  sdine  words  Oitt  aha  oTdr  ajf^id, 
whehever  the  case  of  Gateshead  was 
broached.  Bbt.  id  doing  SO,  hb  nieant  tb 
cilSt  nb  drtfaiir  itnputation  on  the  bdblb 
L6td.  tLnbwib^  tbb  feeliiigti  iHth  which 
the  Words  bad  he^  lis^,  he  asked,  Whl^ 
tbet  it  was  nbt  fait  tb  ibfi!f,  that  his  right 
bob.  friend  had  nittdb  the  sdme  ftlluSibbS 
Urithout  intebdin^  to  ebntey  any  bfifensiire 
imputations  1  When  the  bon.  mettiber  for 
Hfci^tfdHl  addi-^Sfted  the  pdrty  aggtibl^ed 
(he  iVould  not  lay  ibsillti^),  abd  cill^ 
u^n  him  to  takb  tbe  fiMt  nt%  ftbd  tb 
lay  he  did  hot  m«Ui  to  ettt  Any  iibpdui- 
tibn  oh  Lbhl  Diirbbtii,  Ub  ciUlM  bn  the 
right  hdn.  Qeritl^mKb  tbtilk^  a  iidl^whibH 
bb  Qehtlemafa  in  ttft  RobM  bngjbt  td 
ttte;    Aftef  «)idi  Bid  BUNgd.  it  iMI  iih- 
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t^planbtfeb  ib  ih«  ffilt  toUbblbl^  !i  tbk 
pbrfectly  Well  knbWb  to  tHe  kdbi  tkMft 
foir  Hertfotd,  bbd  td  m  tlH\M^  ttb^  ttkb 
right  hbn.  biemb^r  fbr  th6  UbiVtflil|- Iff 
Cambridge  (Mr;  GoulbbHi)  «^  Ob  ' 
man  itt  the  Houle  to  offbbd  iinv  bb^; 
tb^refbte  appealed  to  the  candbut  bf  ttl 
hbn;  biembeV  for  Hertford.  This  W«l  bbt 
a  auction  of  obstindcy,  a^  tb  Mfho  Ihbbld 
bbld  bbt  Ibbgest,  but  as  to  who  hiiit  tbi 
firftt  bfibbbfe  ?  His  right  hon.  (H§bd  HM 
bbt  l^reb  thfe  fihit  bffent-e.  He  HihiMr 
hAd  aptiliM  m  wbitid  us^d  by  btt  fffHi 
hbn.  fHbnd  tb  Lbrd  DhrhUm,  and  Wblttl 
do  to  any  biglit^  bbt  MtUbbt  dlfeibibg  to 

cait  bby  piiriKbiU  iibiitttitibb  ubbb  m 

bobib  Lota,  irlbb  Hbflt  Amm  m  mn^ 

fbhl  gkVb  t&b  bIMibal  bfibbM,  iAd  HI  Ubtt 
ft^l  bb  dU:  M  ft  dikfi  of  kbbWb  ft|»m  MB 
hondlb;  VM  bbH.  M<itbh!i^  btt^ll  b 

«elf  iibd  Mb  Hbttlb  ^i  dr  m  m 
wbiefi  u  im  hmm  m\A\  ibJbb 

tMmttt  tbli  bdbteiMiit  «iidbMbll: 

Mh  TIMm  ]bmSbMe.—l  M  Hot  Kl 
bll  desiroui  to  t^tbti^bt  thil  (liAlbtsiBdi  Wt 
how  am  I  to  know  that  the  fUmk  " 
Qbntlebab  !»  bBfebdMt .  tbt  nfht 
dentleblbb,  tbe  meidUsr  fbr  Nl 
H«  Hardbge)  hill  endbHi^dbtba  td  Ski 
tbe  words  Which  m\  frbbi  the  riiktlMfl. 
Gebtlbbiab;  but  hot  k  toitt  him  talttB 
rtobi  tU^  ri^t  hbb.  Oentteban  hibmUrlb 
mal^e  bib  duppole  that  be  is  dfibbded;  t 
ddb't  kbdW  ^faethet  hb  ik  dffibdbd  br  bbt; 
Mr.  C.  W.  Wykfk.—Thh  Hbdib  If  bit 
fended. 

Mr.  Thbntiis  jDibii^dMe.— It  tt  Hid  ttft 
Hbiile hiis  beeti  oSbddM:  IAttiMfar»ldH4 
Ibtit;  11i^ldsttUtbglnib¥bbbttiB^IaliW 
Wii.tb  sat  anjr  thhi|  bniAililbibbtbHr  » 
bbbi^l;  1  ibbit  t«^t,  him¥it,  #hftt  I 
said.  It  #M,  that  if  thy  ittbutbtibb  M 
Lbtd  Dbihabi,  ^hibti  I  bndtintebd  td  HMb 
bbbn  cobf  byed  by  the  ri^bt  hbb:  U&m 
bibb^s  labguiige,  wM  biebbt  bs  in  a4ilHtiM| 
t  would  ^ve  it  a  dirbct  bobtri»t(iiiUl:  If 
it  was  meabt  fts  to  ifalidbbtibb  (blk)  I  Ai8 
bbt  say  it  was  ab  iblibu^tibf)  at  «ti>=^ 
if  it  was  nieabt  ^i  ab  IniUttbtK^i  I  Hit  ft 
im  i>asd  ttbd  bbfbubded ;  bitd  I  lfbag8HI| 
6n  to  ptbye  that  it  wds  bttnUttHir  (Mf  i 
IreteKbdS  to  tbb  bbpdUHSH  r4m&ii  tt 
th6  dtte  bf  Oitfeih^d  I  heaitt  VM  t^Sm 
of  the  right  hon.  GentlenAb  WW 
liMWithkKbtpidiitiMi  btttyMNtbc- 
%m  mb  if  I  sbJK  ihM  in  M  HiiBCl;  hmm 

bf  tB6  kiba  m  liiiibdkiid  iHf  hm  iB  tia 

discussion  like  wliat  was  this,  nidtt  fk^ 
snnNNPBi  PT  me  ngBi  noii.  miiOTr  iw  vt 
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University  of  Cambridge.  The  case  ofGates- 
head  being:  past  and  gone,  the  right  hon. 
Gent,  asserted,  that  one  rule  of  justice  was 
plied  to  the  county  of  Kent,  but  the  same 
rule  was  not  applied  to  Durham.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  used  some  lan- 
guage which  I  tried  to  translate,  and  my 
translation  was  conlirmed  bv  the  cheers 
with  whicii  it  was  received  from  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House.  Upon  hearing 
those  cheers,  I  used  the  language  which 
has  been  repeated  over  and  over  again,  hy- 
pothetical] y,  and  in  that  way  I  must  again 
repeat  it,  if  such  an  insinuation  shall  be 
directed  against  the  noble  Lord.  Know- 
ing that  no  advantage,  nor  no  electioneer- 
ing influence  will  that  noble  Lord  obtain, 
nor  does  he  wish  to  obtain,  by  this  Bill, 
but  that  which  he  at  present  enjoys,  and 
which  he  possesses  as  the  unflinching  ad- 
vocate of  the  rights  of  the  people — an  in- 
fluence, of  which  I  hope  nothing  will  de- 
Erive  him — no  illiberal  insinuations  against 
im  shall  ever  be  made  whilst  I  have  a 
voice  in  this  House,  without  my  rising  to 
repel  them. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  rose  amidst  loud  cries 
of  "  Question"  and  great  confusion.  He 
said,  that  if  the  hon.  Members  who  called 
"  Question"  made  any  distinct  motion,  he 
should  speak  to  it.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford 
was  or  was  not  in  order  ?  According  to 
his  own  showing,  because  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers cheered  the  construction  put  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  on  the  right 
hon.  Member's  language,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Hertford  made  use  of  certain  offen- 
sive expressions,  reflecting  particularly 
on  the  right  hon.  member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge.  The  provocation  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Hertford  resented 
was  given  by  the  hon.  Members  who  cheer- 
ed, and  not  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  thing 
which  fell  from  his  right  hon.  friend  that 
any  one  could  fairly  consider  as  personally 
ofiensive.  To  say  that  an  Administration 
had  been  partial  in  its  arrangements  as  to 
return  of  Members  of  Parliament,  how- 
ever unfounded  in  fact,  was  a  different 
thing  from  imputing  conduct,  personally 
dishonourable,  to  the  members  of  that 
Administration. 

Lord  Milton  thought  it  would  conduce 
to  the  progress  of  the  Committee,  if  the 
Chairman  read  the  question  now  before 
them. 

Lord  Stcrmont  thought  this  discussion 


had  lasted  a  great  deal  longer  than  w«s 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  House. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  member 
for  Hertford  had  used  pariiamentary  lan- 
guage or  not?  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Hertford  had  used  parliamentaiy  language, 
the  time  of  the  House  should  not  be  wasted 
— if  the  contrary,  and  he  had  been  guiltj 
of  violating  the  parliamentary  rule,  they 
would  be  justified  in  calling  upon  tbe 
House  to  assert  its  privileges,  ana  the  de- 
corum of  its  proceedings,  and  to  report 
what  had  taken  place  to  the  Speaker.  He 
therefore  wished  the  Chainnan  to  stale, 
whether  the  Committee  was  justified  in 
adopting  any  further  proceedings. 

Mr.  Grosvenor  said,  that  the  subject 
which  had  occupied  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  appeared  to  be  concluded.  The 
hon.  member  for  Hertford  having  coo* 
;:eived  that  an  insinuation  was  cast  upon 
Lord  Durham  by  the  right  hou.  Gentk^ 
man,  in  consequence  of  a  cheer  whidi 
came  from  some  hon.  Members  oppoiitei 
had  stated  his  regret  for  having  used  im- 
parl iamentary  language.  He  thougjit, 
that  expression  of  his  hon.  friend  oughito 
concluae  this  unpleasant  discussion. 

The  Speaker  (who  had  not  been  in  th» 
House  in  the  early  part  of  the  discusiioi) 
rose,  and  \ras  received  with  loud  cheen 
from  both  sides  of  the  House.  He  said- 
Sir  ;  There  is  no  Member  in  this  CommiUff 
that  more  heartily  concurs  than  I  do  tf 
the  anxious  wish  expressed  by  more  tioD 
one  hon.  Member,  that  this  discanoo 
should  now  come  to  a  determination, and! 
have  the  greater  eagerness  on  this  poifit 
from  the  long  experience  I  have  had,  ibr 
in  all  my  parliamentary  experience,  I  hw 
never  found  a  question  of  disorder  miti- 
gated or  simplified  by  being  eloneaxed. 
and  the  discussion  on  it  protracted.  I 
was  not  present  in  the  Committee  vlici 
this  discussion  commenced,  but  since  I 
have  come  down  stairs,  I  have  bend 
enough  to  satisfy  me  that  some  hos. 
Members  have  deviated  very  much  froa 
the  point  which  they  originally  set  o« 
from,  that  unpleasant  feelings  have  bees 
excited,  and  that  impressions  have  betf 
entertained,  which  were  never  intended  to 
be  conveyed  by  the  language  made  use  cL 
If  I  have  collected  right,  expressions  hiw 
been  used  by  the  hon.  member  for  Hert- 
ford, which  I  will  not  say  have  been  of- 
fensive to  the  right  hon.  Gfent.y.tbe  men- 
ber  for  the  University  of  €3ambridge,  be- 
cause, as  the  hon.  member  far.  Hjeftfbid 
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observed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  complatDed  ofany  ofience.  But,  if  the 
offence  of  disorder  has  been  committed, 
that  is  an  offence  against  the  Committee 
itself.  Now  I  have  collected,  that  what- 
ever the  ollence  was,  or  whatever  gave  ris« 
to  it,  the  offensive  expression  originated 
in  an  hypothesis.  The  hon,  member  for 
Hertfoid  said,  that  if  what  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  meant  es  an 
insinuation  against  a  noble  Lord,  putting 
it  hypothetically,  that  insinuation  was 
totally  unfounded.  The  hon.  member  for 
Hertford,  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee,  stated,  in  the  last  speech 
which  he  addressed  to  the  Committee, 
that  he  regretted  having  entertained  thai 
hypothesis,  which  led  liim  to  use  expres- 
sions which  gave  offence  to  the  Commit- 
tee, and  the  proper  application  of  which 
was  negatived  by  the  sense  of  the  House. 
Matters  have  been  so  explained,  I  think, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford  must 
be  satisfied,  that  he  took  ofTence  without 
cause  (and  I  am  not  the  one  to  say,  that 
his  expressions  would  have  been  orderly, 
even  if  cause  had  existed)  but  it  is  clear 
that  he  was  not  orderly,  as  he  admits  that 
no  cause  existed.  This  being  the  slate  of 
the  question,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
we  should  continue  the  discussion  any 
further.  Having  got  rid  of  the  difficulty, 
depend  upon  it,  the  longer  the  discussion 
is  protracted,  the  more  difficult  we  shall 
find  it  to  make  our  way  out  of  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
question.  Ayes  253  ;  Noes  152— Ma- 
jority 101, 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Aclieson,  Viscount  Bouverie,  Hoo,  P. 


Adam,  Admiral  C, 
Adeane,  H.J. 
AgneWj  Sit  A. 
AUhorp,  Viscount 
Anson,  Hon.  G. 
Asllej,  Sit  J. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Saroelt,  C.  J, 
Ba}>ntun,  Capt.  S.  A, 
Belfast,  Karl  of 
Benett,  J. 
Bentincit,  Lotd  G. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Biddulph,  R.  M.     . 
Blackoey,  W. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 

BouTerie,  Hon.  D.  P.    Carter,  J. 
VOL.  V.  {J^i} 


Brayen,  T, 
Briscoe,  J.  I, 
Btougham,  W. 
Brougham,  J. 
Browne,  J.  D. 
Brown  low,  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  W. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Bulwer,  H.L. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Button,  H. 
Byng,  G.  S, 
Byng,  G. 
Calvert,  C. 
CaWert,  N. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Calfey,  T. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Ctiiipbell,J. 


Cavendish,  C.C, 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Cavendish,  H.  P.  C. 
Cavendish,  W, 
Chapman,  M.  L, 
Crampton,  P.  C. 
Clifford,  Sir  A. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Cradock.Col.  S. 
Creevey,  T. 
Currie,  J. 
Cuneis,  H.  B, 
Davies,  Col,  T.  H.  II. 
Dawson,  A. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denman,  Sit  T. 
Diion,  J. 
Don,  O'Connor 
Duneombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  C. 
Dundas,  Hon.  T. 


Easthope,  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
EUice,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 

Evans,  Col.  De  Lacy 
Evans,  W.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergusson,  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fitiroy,Lt.-Col.  C.A. 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
Folkes,  Sit  W. 
FordwicK,  Viscount 
Fox,  Lieut-Col. 
GiUon,  W.  D. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Graham,  Sir  S. 


Gutney,  R.  H. 
Ilandley,  W.  F. 
Harcoutt,  G.  V. 
llatvey,  D.  W. 
Hawkins,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heneage,  G.  P. 
HeroD,  Sir  R. 
Beywood,  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  John 
flome.  Sir  W. 
floskins,  K. 
Host,  Sir  J. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
2N 


Hudson,  T. 
Hughes,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  U. 
Hughes,  Coltmel 
Hume,  J. 
Ingilby,  Sir  W. 
James,  W. 
Jeffrey,  Rt.  Hon,  F. 
JemiQgham,Hn.H.V. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J, 
Johnston,  A. 
King,E.B. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knight,  R. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 
Langston,  J.  H, 
Lawley,  F. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lemon,  Sit  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  I.oTd  J.  G. 


Lester,  B.  L. 
Littleton,  E.  J, 
Lloyd,  Sir  E,  P. 
Loch,  James 
Lumley,  J.  S. 
Maberly,  Colonel 
Maberly,  J. 
Macdonald,  Sir  J. 
Mackenzie,  Sit  J. 
Maule,  Hon.  W.  R. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marry  att,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  John 
Macnamara,  W.  N. 
Mayhew,W. 
Milbank,  M. 
Milton,  Lord 
Morison,  J. 
Moreton,  Hon.  H,  G. 
Mostyn,  E.  M.  L. 
Mullins,  F.  W. 


Nowell,  A. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  D. 
Orde,  W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Offley,  F.  C. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  Gen  eta! 
Pamell,  Sic  H, 
Payne,  Sit  P. 
Pendarvei,  E.  W.  W. 
Penlease,J.  S. 
Pewbyn,E- 
Pepys,  C.  C. 
Petit,  Louis  H. 
Petre,  Hon.  E. 
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philipps,  Sir  R. 
Philipps,  G.  11. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Ponsonby,  Hon.  G, 
Polhill,  Captain 
poriman,  E.  B. 
Powell,  Col.  W. 
Power,  R. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R, 
Prolheroe,  E, 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Ramsden,  J.  C. 
Rice,  Right  Hon.  T.S. 
Rick  ford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Robaris,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  Sir  G. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Ross,  H. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Russell,  R.  G. 
Russell,  John 
Ruthven,  £.  S. 
Sand  ford,  E.  A. 
Sebright,  Sir  John 
Shell,.  R.  L. 
Sinclair,  G. 
Snnitli,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Spence,  G. 
Spencer,  Hon.  F. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  G. 
Staunton,  Sir  G. 
Stephenson,  H.  F. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strutt>  £. 


Stuart,  Lord  P.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D.  C, 
Talbot,  C.R.M. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thomson,  Rt.Hn.C.P 
Throckmorton  R.  G. 
Tomes,  J. 
Torrens,  Col. 
Townshend,  Lord  C. 
Trail,  G. 
Tyrrell,  C. 
Venables,  Alderman 
Vere,  J.  H. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.J. 
Vernon,  G.  H . 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Waithman,  Alderman 
Warburton,  H. 
Warre,  John  A. 
Water  park,  Lord 
Wason,  W.  R. 
Watson,  Hon,  R. 
Webb,  Colonel  E. 
Western,  C.  C. 
Westenra,  Hon.  H. 
Weyland,  Major 
Whitbread,  W. 
Whitmore,  W.  W. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J.  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Wood,  John 
Wood,  Charles 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 


Paired  off  in  Favour. 


Anson,  Sir  G. 

Atherley,  Arthur 

Barham,  J. 

Bel  grave,  Earl  of 

Bernard,  Thomas 

Blount,  E. 

Brabazon,  Viscount 

Browne,  D. 

Calcraft,  G.  H. 

Chaytor,  W.  R. 

Chichester,  Sir  A. 

Chichester,  Colonel 

Coke,  Thomas  W. 

Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 

Fazakerly,  J.  N. 

Foley,  Hon.  T.  H. 

Heathcote,  Sir  G. 

Howard,  H. 

Hutchinson,  J.  H. 

Innes,  Sir  H. 

Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 

Johnston,  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  H. 
Kennedy,  T.  F 


Kemp,  T.  R, 
Killeen,  Lord 
King,  Hon.  R. 
Knox,  Hon.  J.  H. 
Lambert,  J.  S. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lopez,  Sir  R. 
Morrison,  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Newport,  Sir  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
G'Ferrall,  R. 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Gen. 
Ossory,  Earl  of 
Oxmantown,  Lord 
Paget,  Sir  C. 
Palmer,  Fysche 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Skipwith,  Sir  G. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Strickland,  George 
Tufton,Hon.H. 
Tynle,CViaT\w 
Uxbridge,  Eat\  ol 


White,  S.  TELLBA. 

White,  Colonel  DancaimoD,  Viscount 

Lord  Althorp  mored,  as  an  addition  to 
this  schedule,  that  the  borough  of  Sand- 
wich should  be  joined  with  Deal  and  Wal- 
mer,  in  Kent. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  this  was  an- 
other of  the  grand  junctions  proposed  bj 
Ministers,  in  the  propriety  of  which  he 
could  not  concur.  If  he  was  not  gpreatlj 
misinformed,  the  people  of  Sandwich  were 
averse  to  the  union  with  Deal  and  Walmer, 
and  would  have  thought  it  more  expedient 
had  Sandwich  been  united  with  Ramsgate 
or  Margpate.  They  also  complained,  that 
under  this  Bill,  by  excluding  the  uon-re- 
sident  electors,  Sandwich  would  ultimate* 
ly  be  converted  into  a  nomination  borough, 
under  the  control  of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  Marryat  supported  the  proposition 
of  Government.  Deal  was  but  Ibur  miles 
from  Sandwich,  whilst  Ramsgate  was 
seven  miles,  and  Margate  nine  miles.  It 
was  much  more  expedient,  therefore,  that 
Sandwich  should  be  united  with  Deal 
than  with  either  Ramsgate  or  Margate. 
If  he  thought  it  would  render  Sandwich  a 
nomination  borough,  or  put  it  under  the 
control  of  the  Admiralty,  he  should  oppose 
the  arrapgement ;  but  he  had  no  idea  that 
it  would  produce  any  such  effect. 

Mr.  Croker  thought  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  mistaken,  if  he  stated,  that  Sandwich 
was  only  four  miles  from  Deal.  It  might 
be  so  by  some  bye-road,  but  the  distance 
between  the  two  places,  by  the  regular 
route,  was  at  least  six  miles. 

Mr.  Marryatt  knew  that  by  one  road 
it  was  six  miles,  but  by  the  straight  road 
it  was  only  four  miles. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  found,  when 
he  travelled  that  way,  he  had  to  pay  seven 
miles  for  post  horses. 

Question  carried. 

Lord  Althorp  proposed,  as  an  addition 
to  the  schedule,  that  the  parish  of  Christ- 
church,  and  the  liberty  of  the  Clink,  be 
added  to  the  boroueh  of  Southwark. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  the  proposition,  and  added, 
the  liberty  of  the  Clink  was  well  known 
as  the  place  where  the  first  play-house 
was  erected. 

Mr.  Charles  Calvert  was  satisfied  the 
arrangement  would  be  hailed  with  great 
satisfaction.  The  parish  of  Christchuroh 
was  formerly  included  in  the  borough  of 
^oxxX^^H^^ctV^  ^\A  \Ky«gft«!Ad  the  priviltgt  of 
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place,  and  he  could  not  understand  how 
It  came  to  lose  that  right,  which  he  was 
happy  to  find  was  to  be  restored. 

Mr.  William  Brougham  was  also  fa- 
vourable to  the  addition  of  the  parish  of 
Christchurch,  and  the  liberty  of  the  Clink, 
to  the  borough  of  Southwark,  on  account 
of  the  extent  and  importance  of  those  dis- 
tricts. 

Question  agreed  to ;  and  the  clause,  as 
amended,  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

The  Chairman  proceeded  to  read  the 
sixth  clause,  when 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  that  it  involved 
a  new  subject,  of  great  interest,  and  which 
ought  not  to  be  gone  into  at  so  late  an 
hour.  As  yet  there  had  been  no  discus- 
sion with  respect  to  the  Welsh  boroughs. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  discussion  of  a 
clause  usually  occupied  them  for  several 
nights,  and  he  did  not  see,  that  the  case  of 
the  Welsh  boroughs  would  be  prejudiced 
by  proceeding  with  it  at  present.  If  his 
right  hon.  friend  wished  to' make  any  ob- 
servations on  the  clause,  he  could  have  no 
better  opportunity  than  the  present. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  more  convenient  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  clause ;  many  of  the 
provisions  contained  in  it  would  necessarily 
lead  to  long  discussion. 

The  sixth  clause  was  then  read  as  fol- 
lows : — "  And  be  it  enacted,  that  after  the 
end  of  this  present  Parliament,  each  of 
the  places  named  in  the  first  column  of 
the  schedule  (F)  to  this  Act  annexed, 
shall  have  a  share  in  the  election  of  a 
Member  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
shire-town  or  borough  mentioned  in  con- 
junction therewith,  and  named  in  the  se- 
cond column  of  the  said  schedule  (F)." 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  hoped,  that  the 
operation  of  this  clause  would  be  confined 
to  the  places  within  the  principality  of 
Wales,  and  that  the  Commissioners  would 
not  possess  the  power  of  adding  to  the 
contributory  boroughs  of  Radnorshire,  that 
portion  of  the  parish  of  Presteign  which 
extended  into  Herefordshire,  which  was 
under  a  separate  and  distinct  jurisdiction, 
and  had  no  connexion  with  that  part  of  the 
parish  which  was  in  Radnorshire. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  if  the  part  of 
Presteign  which  extended  into  Hereford, 
was  merely  a  continuation  of  the  town,  he 
should  feel  great  objection  in  acceding  to 
the  desire  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  aatd,  that  the 


whole  of  the  town  of  Presteign  was  in  the 
principality ;  that  part  of  the  parish  which 
extended  into  Herefordshire,  was  composed 
entirely  of  a  rural  population,  and  did  not 
contain  more  than  six  or  eight  houses. 

Mr.  C,  W.  Wynn  feared,  that  the  most 
injurious  consequences  would  result  from 
the  operation  of  this  part  of  the  Bill,  owing 
to  the  large  number  of  the  freeholders  in 
boroughs  which  were  taken  from  the  con- 
stituency of  the  counties.  They  could 
not,  according  to  the  provisions  contained 
therein,  have  votes  both  for  the  county  and 
borough.  He  objected  also  to  the  great 
extent  of  ground  which  Ministers  were 
obliged  to  travel  over,  in  order  to  make  up 
the  districts  of  boroughs  in  Wales. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  the  constitu- 
ency of  the  counties  of  Wales  was  not 
great,  and  that  it  would  be  much  di- 
minished by  the  formation  of  the  dis- 
trict boroughs,  the  voters  of  which  could 
not  vote  for  the  counties. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  objections  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  and  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, rather  applied  to  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
to  which  they  had  not  yet  arrived,  and 
they  could  not,  on  the  discussion  of  the 
question,  of  what  boroughs  were  to  be 
placed  in  the  schedule,  very  conveniently 
consider  the  subject  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  He  was  not  aware,  however, 
that  the  difficulties  attending  the  permit- 
ting freeholders  to  have  votes  at  borough 
elections  would  be  attended  with  the  con- 
sequences apprehended,  or  be  of  the  in- 
superable nature  described. 

Mr.  C  W,  Wynn  said,  the  effects  of 
the  arrangement  proposed  in  this  part  of 
the  Bill  would  be  considerable  in  some  of 
the  Welsh  counties.  It  must  be  obvious, 
that  these  boroughs,  from  having  so  many 
contributory  branches,  would  take  a  larger 
portion  of  the  constituency  from  the  Welsh 
counties,  than  the  English  boroughs  did 
from  the  respective  counties  in  which  they 
were  situated.  There  were  not  to  many 
boroughs  in  Wales  in  proportion,  but  still 
he  feared  the  result  must  be  such  as  he 
had  stated.  The  question  appeared  to  be, 
whether  they  would  permit  freeholders  to 
vote  at  some  of  the  elections  for  boroughs; 
and  he  believed  this  proposition  origin- 
ated in  the  difficulty  of  gaining  a  compe- 
tent constituency  in  such  boroughs,  with- 
out the  addition  of  such  freeholders.  He 
believed  the  population  of  the  borough 
of  Denbigh  amounted  to  about  7,000,  and 
the  county  altogether  contained  70.000 
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inhabitants.     The  whole  of  the  freehold- 
ers,  therefore,  among  one-tenth  of  the  in- 
habitants, were  abstracted  from  the  county. 
He  could  not  ascertain  the  precise  number 
of  such  freeholders,  but  it  must  be  consi- 
derable, from  the  nature  of  the  freeholds  in 
towns.     The  same  effect  would  also  pre- 
vail in  other  counties,  and  his  noble  friend 
must  observe,  this  made  a  material  altera- 
tion, when  they  considered  the  number  of 
boroughs  in  each  case. 

Colonel  Wood  considered  it  essential, 
before  they  proceeded  to  legislate  upon 
this  subject,  to  make  the  Committee  aware 
of  the  probable  consequences  that  would 
result  from  it  to  the  Welsh  counties.  Ac- 
cording to  the  returns  on  the  Table,  there 
were,  in  the  town  of  Radnor,  127  houses 
rated  at  lOZ.  per  annum  and  upwards.  It 
was  clear,  that  in  this  district  of  boroughs, 
the  freeholders  must  be  taken,  in  order  to 
make  up  the  necessary  number  of  voters. 
This  must  also  be  the  case  in  the  Cardigan 
and  Anglesea  districts,  and  probably  also 
in  other  places.  Indeed,  if  he  was  not  very 
much  misinformed,  all  the  boroughs,  witn 
the  exception  of  one  or  two,  had  less  than 
300  householders  of  the  required  qualiB- 
cation  adopted  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  He  could  not  agree  in  the  pro- 
priety of  abstracting  freeholders  from  coun- 
ties to  make  up  constituencies  for  bo- 
roughs. It  must  also  be  observed,  in  refer- 
ence to  this  remark,  that,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  none  of  the  Welsh  boroughs 
were  "  nomination  boroughs/'  but  they 
were  all  open  to  contests.  He  observed, 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester 
had  given  notice  of  a  motion,  that  all 
freeholders  in  towns  should  have  votes 
for  the  places  in  which  they  were  si- 
tuated, and  not  for  the  county.  This 
would,  therefore,  afford  an  opportunity  for 
discussing  the  whole  question,  and  he 
should  defer  his  remarks  until  that  time ; 
but  he  would  at  present  observe,  that,  in 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  advisable  to  reduce 
the  qualification  to  51,  householders  in 
remote  country  places,  and  to  take  the  ut- 
most care  that  accurate  returns  of  the 
various  classes  were  made.  On  the  whole, 
he  considered,  as  there  appeared  so  many 
difficulties  to  contend  with,  that  the  best 
way  would  be,  to  let  these  boroughs 
alone. 

Lord  Althorp  did  not  think  the  number 
of  freeholders  so  great  in  boroughs  as  to 
occasion  the  inconvenience  to  the  county 
constituencies  which  his  right  hon.  friend 


appeared  to  apprehend.  However,  though 
alterations  might  be  necessary  in  this  re- 
spect, this  was  not  the  proper  time  to  cod- 
sidcr  them.  He  could  not  agree,  however, 
to  the  suggestion,  that  the  freeholders  in 
boroughs  should  have  votes  for  the  coud- 
ties  in  which  they  were  situated,  as  well 
as  for  the  borough.  He  did  not  anticipate 
any  great  difficulties  from  the  operatioo  of 
this  clause,  or  that  the  effect  would  be 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  an- 
ticipate. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  said,  the  effect 
of  the  operation  of  the  Bill  woidd  be  con- 
siderable in  the  county  of  Radnor ;  but  he 
did  not  concur  in  all  the  objections  enter- 
tained by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  made  them.    The  great  body  of  die 
voters  that  would  be  introduced  into  the 
borough  constituencies,  would  be  penoni 
residing  in  farm-houses,  in  the  vicmity  of 
towns.     He  would,  however,  suggest,  that 
instead  of  the  qualification  being  the  reatal 
of  the  house,  it  should  be,  the  quantitvof 
land  attached  to  the  farm.     There  were 
many  persons  in  the  couDty  of  Radnor, 
who  held  extensive  tracts  of  land,  and  yet 
lived  in  farm-houses  which  were  not  raied 
so  high  as  10/.  per  annum.    On  the  part  of 
the  freeholders  of  Radnorshire,  he  aid  ool 
object  to  the  clause  of  the  Bill  relating  to 
the  qualification  to  vote  for  counties;  but 
he  protested  against  other  parts  of  it  which 
related  to  the  borough  of  Radnor.    To- 
gether with  its  contributory  boroughs,  it 
contained  a  population  of  5,000  inhabit- 
ants;  and  he  believed    the    noble  Lord 
would  materially  improve  the  working  of 
his  Bill  in  these  places,  if  he   allowed  the 
qualification  to  extend  to  holders  of  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  land,  in   addition  to  the 
holders  of  houses  at  1 0/.  per  annum  rental. 

Colonel  Wood  was  quite  sure  thehoo. 
Gentleman's  proposition  of  extending  the 
qualification  to  holders  of  certain  quanti- 
ties of  land,  could  not  be  carried  into  ef- 
fect. It  would  lead  to  the  utmost  confa- 
sion,  as  must  be  apparent,  when  the  amaz- 
ing difference  in  the  value  of  different  de- 
scriptions of  land  was  considered.  It  wai 
a  much  more  certain  means  to  have  tbe 
qualification  rest  entirely  oh  bouses,  and 
to  adopt  his  suggestion  as  to  reducing  itf 
amount  in  remote  districts.  Id  lefeRDoe 
to  what  had  been  said  as  to  Radnor,  he 
begged  to  remark,  that  the  nirad  portion 
of  that  borough  contained  10,000  accea, 
which  might  account  for  his  boo.  frieMi 
being  favourable  to  a  landed  quadi&alioa- 
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He,  however,  again  declared,  such  an  ar- 
rangement would  be  impolitic  and  imprac- 
ticable. They  must  act  cautiously  if  they 
did  not  intend  to  make  close  boroughs  in 
Wales,  where  at  present  none  existed. 

Mr.  C,  W.  Wynn  said,  that  he  could  not 
agree  in  the  propriety  of  extending  the 
borough  rights  over  such  extensive  tracts 
of  land  as  had  been  proposed.  He  believed 
that  in  most  instances  his  noble  friend 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  finding  300 
householders,  with  the  qualification  re- 
quired, in  a  much  smaller  compass.  From 
inquiries  he  h^d  made,  he  had  strong 
reasons  for  suspecting,  that  the  return  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  number  of  10/. 
householders  was,  in  general,  much  below 
the  real  number.  In  the  principality  of 
Wales,  he  knew  it  to  be  most  inaccurate. 
He  would  take  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  few  allusions  to  the  general  question  of 
the  Representation  in  Wales.  The  House 
was  most  probably  aware,  that,  until  the 
reign  of  Henry  8th,  no  steps  were  taken  to 
introduce  the  English  institutions  into  the 
principality.  By  a  statute  of  the  34th  of 
Henry  8th,  the  Welsh  -  counties,  and  a 
certain  number  of  the  Welsh  boroughs, 
were  authorised  to  elect  twenty-four  Mem- 
bers to  this  House.  The  county  of  Mon- 
mouth was  separated  from  Wales,  and  was 
allowed  to  return  two  county  Members, 
and  one  for  the  county-town ;  while  the 
Welsh  counties  were  only  to  return  one 
county  Member  each,  and  one  Member  for 
the  combined  boroughs  in  each  shire,  ex- 
cept that  of  Merioneth.  This  was  settled 
at  a  time  when  the  population  of  Wales, 
as  well  as  its  wealth  and  importance,  were 
much  less  in  proportion  to  England  than 
at  present.  Yet  at  that  time,  when  Eng- 
land returned  about  two-thirds  of  the 
number  of  Members  it  now  does,  it  was 
thought  that  Wales,  with  Monmouthshire, 
was  entitled  to  twenty-seven  Members. 
In  the  time  of  Henry  8th,  the  whole  Re- 
presentation of  England  was  not  near  so 
great  as  at  present.  Considerable  addi- 
tions were  made  to  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  reigns  of  Elizabeth  and  the 
Stuarts.  No  addition,  however,  had  been 
made  to  the  number  of  Members  for 
Wales  since  the  period  when  that  country 
was  first  allowed  to  send  Members  to  Par- 
liament. There  were  only  twenty-four 
Representatives  for  the  principality — 
namely,  eleven  for  North  Wales,  and 
thirteen  for  South  Wales;  which  was  a 
very  inadequate   RepreaentatioQi   wEen 


the  wealth  and  population  of  that  portion 
of  the  country  were  compared  with  the 
rest  of  the  empire.  By  this  Bill  it  was 
proposed  that  two  additional  Members 
should  be  granted ;  but  it  was  most  ex- 
traordinary that  they  were  both  to  be 
given  to  the  same  county,  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  rest  of  Wales.  The  population  of 
the  county  of  Glamorgan,  including 
Merthyr  Tydvil,  was  103,000,  who  now 
returned  one  county  and  one  borough 
Member.  Two  county  and  two  borough 
Members  were,  by  this  Bill,  allotted  to 
this  county.  According  to  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  the 
amended  Bill,  any  county  with  above 
100,000  inhabitants^  was  entitled  to  three 
county  Members^  besides  town  Members. 
If,  therefore,  this  Bill  was  to  apply  gene- 
rally, the  counties  of  Wales,  with  more 
than  half  that  number  of  inhabitants,  were 
surely  entitled  to  more  than  one  Member. 
The  county  of  Carmarthen,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  upwards  of  90,000  inhabitants — 
within  10,000  of  the  number  of  persons 
in  Glamorganshire — had  only  one  Mem- 
ber for  the  county,  and  one  for  its  bo- 
roughs. If  Ministers  had  acted  consist- 
ently, they  would  have  granted  at  least 
one  additional  county  Representative  to 
Carmarthenshire,  as  well  as  to  Glamor- 
ganshire. The  county  of  Bedford,  with 
a  population  of  84,000,  returned  four 
Members,  two  for  the  county,  and  two 
for  the  town ;  and  Westmorland,  with  a 
population  of  51,000,  had  two  Members 
for  the  county,  but  by  the  Bill  would 
have  none  for  the  towns.  Again,  the 
county  of  Huntingdon,  with  48,000  in- 
habitants, would  retain  three  Members, 
two  for  the  county,  and  one  for  the 
town ;  while  Cardiganshire,  with  57,000 
inhabitants,  Carnarvonshire,  with  nearly 
the  same  number,  Montgomeryshire, 
with  59,000,  Denbighshire,  with  76,000, 
and  Pembrokeshire,  with  74,000,  were 
to  have  only  one  county  Member  each. 
Why,  he  would  ask,  should  Merioneth- 
shire, with  34,000  inhabitants,  have 
in  all  only  one  Member,  while  Rutland, 
with  18,000,  had  two?  From  the  county 
of  Merioneth,  indeed,  he  had  some  days 
ago  presented  a  petition,  praying  that  it 
might  be  allowed  a  Member  to  represent 
its  boroughs;  but  if  the  inhabitants  of 
those  boroughs  were  to  be  subtracted  from 
the  county  constituency,  it  would  effect 
such  a  diminution  of   their  number  of 

YOteif  I  ibat  be  dioold  himself  much  prefer 
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giving  to  it  au  iidditional  county  Member. 
If  Ministers  professed  to  act  upon  principle, 
they  oupht  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  every 
case.  Wales  had  been  in  a  state  of  con- 
stant collision  for  upwards  of  three  cen- 
turies :  from  the  time  of  its  conquest  in  the 
reign  of  Edward  1st,  until  the  middle  of 
the  reign  of  Henry  8th,  when  steps  had 
been  taken  to  introduce  the  institutions  of 
this  country,  and  since  that  period,  peace 
had  prevailed,  and  civilization  had  extend- 
ed itself,  so  that  the  people  were  fully 
equal  in  intelligence  to  those  in  any  other 
of  the  provinces.  Before  the  people  were 
allowed  to  send  Members  to  that  House, 
they  were  riotous  and  turbulent,  but  since 
that  time  tranquillity  had  prevailed.  He 
contended,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  not  act  with  fairness  and  justice,  if 
they  did  not  give  an  additional  IMember  to 
each  of  the  Welsh  counties. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  member  for  Montgo- 
meryshire, had,  in  the  course  of  the  ob- 
servations which  he  had  addressed  to  the 
Committee,  insisted  on  the  right  of  several 
"Welsh  counties  to  return  additional  Mem- 
bers, he  thought  that  Brecknockshire, 
which  contained  a  population  of  44,000 
souls,  was  equally  entitled  to  two  Mem- 
bers, as  most  of  the  boroughs  in  England, 
and  some  of  the  counties,  to  which  the 
Bill  allov/ed  that  privilege. 

Lord  Milton  confessed,  that  the  observ- 
ations which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Montgomery  had  made 
considerable  impression  upon  him.  They 
were  worthy  of  consideration,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped,  that  the  members  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  not  irrevocably 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  distribution 
of  the  Representation  in  and  through 
AVales.  He  felt  convinced,  that  the 
scheme  of  the  noble  Lord,  if  carried  into 
operation  in  its  present  shape,  would  have 
the  eficct  of  throwing  all  the  Representa- 
tion into  the  hands  of  the  aristocracy  of 
the  principality,  to  the  utter  destruction 
of  the  free  and  incorrupt  return  of  Mem- 
bers by  independent  bodies  of  the  commu- 
nity. The  Welsh  counties  were  in  general 
much  smaller  than  the  English,  and  were, 
on  that  account,  more  likely  to  fall  under 
the  inriuence  of  individuals.  Whatever 
the  intentions  of  Ministers  might  be  with 
regard  to  the  English  and  Irish  counties 
and  boroujjhs,  he  trusted  they  would  most 
fully  consider  the  peculiar  situation  of  the 
Welsh  counties,  before  they  determined 


to  separate  the  borough  conitituency  fron 
them. 

Mr.  Dixon  did  not  wish  to  mtermpt 
the  course  of  the  Debate,  but,  as  a  Mem- 
ber representing  a  large  Scotch  constitu- 
ency, he  felt  it  necessary — in  consequence 
of  the  two  first  schedules  of  the  Bill  haviDg 
been  agreed  to,  and  which  had  left  a  baok 
of  borough  Members,  if  he  might  so  tens 
them,  in  the  hands  of  Ministers^  to  be  dii- 
posed  of  in  the  most  advantageous  maniwr 
for  the  general  weal — to  exprcrss  his  hope, 
that  this  bank  would  not  be  ezhauted 
before  a  due  share  of  its  contents  «u 
apportioned  to  the  Representation  of  Soot- 
land,  which  was  advancing  more  rapidlj 
in  wealth  and  population  than  even  Eng- 
land itself  was,  but  by  this  Bill  was  worn 
treated  than  either  of  the  other  parts  of  the 
empire.  She  had  a  fair  claim  to  an  inoeaie 
in  her  Representation  proportionate  to  ha 
increase  in  power,  in  opulence,  in  manufiu* 
tares,  and  in  general  wealth,  since  the  Unioa. 
He  for  one  was  determined  to  enforce  her 
claims.     He  was  grateful  for  the  additioo 
given  to  Glasgow,  but  that  was  not  enough. 
Fler  counties  ought  to  be  better  represented. 
Certainly  a  great  improvement  would  be 
made  in  her  constituency  by  the  Bill,  bm 
he  wished  to  see  the  Representatives  sbo 
increased  in  numbers.     The  industry  and 
intelligence  of  her  people,  admirably  quali- 
fying them  to  exercise  the  franchise  de 
manded  at  the  hands  of  Parliament  thit 
they  should  have  ample  justice  done  to 
them,  and  those  qualities  were  a  gusiai- 
tee  that  they  would  exercise  the  franchiie 
well.     It  had  been  hinted,  that  if  suck 
claims  were  made  in  behalf  of  that  cous- 
try,  larger  demands  would  come  in  bm 
Ireland  ;  but  he  should  not  be  deterred  bj 
any  consideration  of  that  kind  from  vl- 
vancing  the  fair  rights   of  the  northefs 
portion  of  the  island.      He   thouati  thi 
county  of  Dumbarton  ought  to  be  restond 
to  its  situation  in  the  Representation ,  Cm 
which  it  had,  with  great  injustice,  bees 
attempted  to  be  displaced.     Unless  soMt 
distribution  more  favourable  to  Scotliri 
were  determined  on  than   that  now  pi^ 
posed,  he  could  acquaint  the   Ministn 
that  they  would  find  it  more  difficalt  tkii 
they  imagined,  to  carry  the  Scotdi  Refafl 
Bill — he  should  certainly  oppose  it. 

Lord  Alihorp  had  listened  with  sttM- 
tiou  to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Geatb- 
man,  and  he  thought  every  one  mad 
clearly  perceive,  that  there  woeld  be  a 
great  difficulty  in  increaiiiiy  tht 
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Representation  of  Scotland,  to  a  greater 
extent  than  had  been  proposed  by  the 
Bill  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
ing the  Representation  of  that  country. 
He  could  certainly  hold  out  no  hope  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to  ac- 
cede to  the  desire  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Glasgow.  With  respect  to  the  Repre- 
sentation of  Wales,  he  had  been  much 
surprised  at  hearing  his  right  hon.  friend 
object  to  the  proposition  for  increasing  the 
number  of  boroughs  in  the  principality ; 
for  he  was  perfectly  satisfied,  that,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions,  that  increase  would 
cause  a  rery  small  diminution  in  the  county 
constituencies,  and  on  the  whole,  tend  very 
much  to  place  the  county  Representation 
of  Wales  on  a  much  more  respectable 
foundation  than  his  right  hon.  friend  anti- 
cipated. He  therefore  trusted  they  would 
be  allowed  to  proceed  with  this  schedule, 
and  to  discuss  its  provisions,  each  on  its 
own  merits. 

The  Chairman  then  read  the  introduc- 
tory clause  to  schedule  F,  when 

Lord  Al thorp  moved,  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. — Agreed  to.  The  House 
resumed. 

The  Speaker^  on  resuming  the  Chair, 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  permit 
him  to  address  a  few  words  to  them,  before 
their  separation,  in  reference  to  the  un- 
pleasant circumstance  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  Committee.  He  regpretted, 
that  he  had  not  been  in  the  House  at  the 
moment  when  the  motion  was  made  for 
the  House  resuming,  because,  he  should 
have  much  preferred  making  the  few  ob- 
servations which  he  had  to  make  in  the 
Committee,  in  which  the  occurrence  had 
tiken  plape.  It  would  be  for  the  House 
to  judge,  whether  the  views  which  he  had 
taken  on  the  subject  were  right  or  wrong. 
He  could  sincerely  assert,  that  he  had 
houestly  and  fairly  addressed  himself  to 
the  misunderstanding  which  had  occurred, 
directing  his  best  endeavours,  as  he  always 
did,  to  the  maintenance  of  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  and  to  the  preservation  of  the 
freedom  of  debate  ;  at  the  same  time,  that 
he  looked  with  the  utmost  delicacy  and 
anxiety  to  the  honour  and  character  of  every 
individual  Member.  Ha  should  have  been 
glad  if  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  ob^ 
taining  the  general  assent  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  his  opiniont  that  all  that  had 
passed  should  be  obliterated  and  put  into 
poo^lete  oblivioBy  luao^mng^  at  ihej  aU 


must,  how  intemperate  language''  some- 
times escaped  in  the  course  of  earnest  de« 
bate — how  difficult  it  was  to  account  for 
the  impression  created  by  involuntary  ex- 
pressions, and  feeling,  as  he  did,  from  bia 
experience  in  the  Chair,  that  these  casea 
never  occurred  without  its  being  the  moat 
gratifying  result  to  all  parties,  that  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  having  aU 
unpleasant  feeling  removed,  by  an  ex- 
pression of  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
that  no  offence  was  meant. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  could  not  avoid 
expressing  the  feeling  which  he  was  con- 
vinced was  unanimous  in  the  House,  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  Speaker,  on  such 
occasions,  always  conducted  himself,  and 
of  his  constant  endeavours,  not  only  to 
preserve  the  dignity  of  the  House,  but  also 
to  keep  untouched  and  untarnished,  the 
honour  of  every  individual  Member.  Al- 
though the  language  which  had  been  used 
was  such  as  he  regretted,  yet  it  had  been 
used  hypotheticaUy,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  used  it,  subsequently  stated 
so,  and  apologised  for  it.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  course  which  the  Speaker 
had  taken,  was  the  most  consistent  with 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  and  that  every 
Member  would  be  satisfied  with  the  further 
communication  which  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  that  as  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  general  sense  of  the 
Committee,  that  the  expressions  which 
fell  from  the  hon.  Member  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  had  been  used  inadver- 
tently, and  as  such,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  apologised  for  them ;  he  hoped  and 
trusted,  that  the  sense  of  that  apology  ex- 
pressed by  the  House,  would  satisfy  hif 
right  hon.  friend.  He  could  not  refrain, 
at  the  present  opportunity,  from  express- 
ing his  strong  sense  of  the  impartiality 
which  always  marked  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  on  such  occasions,  and  which  so 
much  tended  to  preserve  order  in  their 
debates.  If  any  thing  was  to  be  regretted 
in  the  present  instance,  it  was  his  acci- 
dental absence  at  the  moment  when  the 
misunderstanding  had  arisen,  but  which 
had  now  been  placed  by  him  upon  its 
proper  footing. 

The  conversation  here  dropped. 

The  Committee  to  sit  again  the  next 
day. 

Peovibiok  por  thx  Duchkss  or 
Keitt*]    On  the  Motion  of  hxd  Althorp 
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the  House  went  into  Committee  on  tlie 
Duchess  of  Kent's  Annuity  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  begged  to  know  from  the 
noble  Lord,  whether  he  had  it  in  contem- 
plation to  make  a  provision,  that  the  al- 
lowance of  10,000?.,  granted  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Princess  Victoria, 
should  revert  to  the  public  in  case  of  her 
decease  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  in  the  Bill,  and 
the  Resolution  upon  which  it  was  founded, 
the  allowance  was  stated  to  be  for  the 
honourable  maintenance  and  education  of 
the  Princess  Victoria  ;  and  he  conceived, 
therefore,  the  effect  of  that  provision  to 
be,  that  the  allowance  would  cease,  in 
case  of  the  decease  of  her  royal  highness. 

Mr.  Hume  then  asked,  whether,  if  his 
present  Majesty  should  have  any  child- 
ren, that  would  make  any  difference  ?  as 
the  Princess  Victoria  would  then  cease 
to  be  the  presumptive  heiress  to  the  throne. 

Lord  AWiorp  said,  that  was  a  point 
which  had  not  been  taken  into  consider- 
ation, but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
permit  the  Committee  to  proceed  now, 
the  subject  should  be  considered,  and  the 
result  stated,  when  the  report  was  brought 
up. 

The  Bill  went  through  the  Committee, 
and  the  House  resumed. 

Administration  of  Justice  (Ire- 
xakd)  Bill.]  Mr.  Crampton  said,  as  he 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Kerry  had  some  amendments  to  propose 
•with  respect  to  this  Bill,  he  proposed,  that 
the  Committee  upon  it  should  be  deferred 
to  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Ruthven  said,  it  was  extremely  in- 
consistent, that  a  measure  of  this  descrip- 
tion, involving  so  many  important  con- 
siderations to  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland,  should  be  so  frequently 
postponed,  without  a  probability  of  its 
Deing  brought  under  discussion.  He, 
therefore,  called  upon  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  to  fix  some  definite  period 
for  the  consideration  of  this  important 
measure. 

Mr.  Crampton  was  perfectly  alive  to 
the  necessity  of  pressing  the  Bill  through 
the  House  with  every  possible  despatch, 
consistent  with  a  due  and  proper  consider- 
ation of  its  provisions.  But,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  business  of  the  House,  he 
felt  it  impossible  to  name  any  precise  time 
when  this  desirable  object  could  be  ac- 
complished. 


Mr.  5^a»/ey  understood  buiioUefrieMi, 
that  Monday  next  was  to  be  wholly  de- 
voted to  the  cousideration  of  measam 
connected  with  Ireland;  if  sOy  this  Bill 
could  then  be  brought  anda  disconion. 

Committee  deferred. 

Militia  Pat  B11.1..]  Mr.  Spnng 
Rice  moved,  that  the  House  do  mobe 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  must  protest  against  tke 
useless,  unnecessary,  and  eztravsgait 
manner,  in  which  Uie  Grovemment  were 
throwing  away  the  public  money,  by  con- 
tinuing to  call  out  the  militia.  Since  the 
conclusion  of  the  war,  3,000,000/.,  or 
4,000,000/.,  had  been  wasted  in  keqng 
up  a  force,  totally  inadequate  to  the  per- 
formance of  any  actual  service.  He  did 
not  intend  to  oppose  the  progiess  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  could  not  allow  it  to  pw 
without  protesting  against  the  wanton  ex- 
penditure caused  by  it. 

Bill  committed. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday y  August  10,  1831. 

MiNCTBS.]  New  WritiMued;  for  CumavtlMB  (Ban^ 
no  return  having  been  made  to  the  last  Writ. 

Bills.  Read  a  first  time;  Exchequer  Couite  (SeoChifr 
To  extend  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  lit  and  Sfed  Omf 
4th,  for  excluding  certain  Judicial  Offloen  in  InlaadftM 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commau.  Gommflled;  W« 
Receiver  of  Taxes. 

Returns  ordered.  On  theMotimiof  Mr.  HuMB»fiirtRbB 
from  each  Cokmy  on  foreign  iirwiiawlyu^  ■•■»hy  ^  ^ 
at  which  it  was  captured,  ceded,  or  aettled;  the  umtK 
of  the  population,  distinguishii«  White  fkom  pa— 1 
audflw  ftom  Slaves,  up  to  the  latertpoiod,  and  «ftr» 
the  same  can  be  complied  with,  and  whether  govHisd  If 
Legislative  Assemblies,  or  by  order  of  the  Kta^  in  OmA 
stating  also,  the  value  of  the  Exports  and  bnp«b  M» 
each  of  these  Colonies  for  eadi  of  thepMt  three  yeiP- 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  W.  Povucas,  tnm  CteOOBi 
and  Occupiers  of  Land  in  the  oounty  of  No^taOc;  ^tr 
Mr.  Wathom,  Arom  the  Owners  of  Land,  Mid  Con<90M* 
of  the  Eastern  part  of  Kent,  against  the  uie  of  lUhB*  > 
DistiUeries. 

Borough  of  Carmartiiex.]  Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley  bronght  up  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  appointed  to  o- 
amine  the  petition  complaining  that  bo 
return  had  been  made  of  the  late  etectioe 
for  the  borough  of  Carmarthen.  The  re- 
port stated,  that  the  Sheriffs  of  the  coatj 
and  of  the  borough  of  Carmaithen  were 
not  justified  by  the  circumstances  proved 
before  this  Committee,  in  making  die  ipe* 
cial  return  to  the  Crown-office,  dated  30tb 
April,  1831;  that  the  conduct  of  the  ibe- 
riffs  was  neither  conupt  nor  partial;  that 
the  said  election  was  atlenmd  hf- 
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noise,  disturbancey  and  violence;  but  that 
the  said  Sheriffs  did  not  take  effectual 
means  to  preserve  the  freedom  of  election, 
nor  to  restore  it  when  violated,  and  that 
they  should  have  continued  their  efforts 
to  keep  the  poll  open  as  long  as  allowed 
by  law ;  that  no  return  has  been  made  to 
the  writ  for  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment for  the  borough  of  Carmarthen ;  that 
a  new  Writ  should  be  issued ;  that  the  pe-  ' 
tition  was  neither  frivolous  nor  vexatious ; 
and  that  the  opposition  to  the  said  petition 
was  neither  frivolous  nor  vexatious. 

A  new  Writ  was  ordered  to  be  issued  for 
the  borough. 

Jedburgh  District  of  Burghs.] 
Sir  George  Clerk  brought  up  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  appointed  to  examine 
the  petition  against  the  return  made  by 
the  Jedburgh  District  of  Burghs.  The 
report  stated,  that  Robert  Steuart,  Esq. 
was  not  duly  elected,  and  ought  not  to 
have  been  returned  to  serve  in  Parliament 
for  the  burghs ;  that  Sir  Adolphus  John 
Dairy mple,  Bart.,  was  duly  elected,  and 
should  have  been  returned ;  that  no  per- 
son appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
behalf  of  Robert  Steuart,  Esq. ;  that  the 
petition  was  not  frivolous  or  vexatious ; 
that  the  conduct  of  Robert  Steuart,  Esq., 
was  vexatious,  his  return  having  been  at- 
tended by  a  gross  violation  of  the  public 
peace ;  and  also  in  having  sanctioned  the 
forcible  abduction  of  one  of  the  voters,  so 
as  to  prevent  him  from  voting. — The  re- 
turn to  be  amended  accordingly. 

State  of  the  Irish  Poor.]  Mr. 
Brownlow,  in  rising  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion, which  was  of  so  much  importance 
that  he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  adopt 
the  unusual  course  of  giving  notice  of  his 
intention,  hoped  he  should  be  allowed 
to  trespass  for  a  few  moments  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  House;  and  he  trusted,  how- 
ever inadequate  he  might  be  to  describe 
the  sufferings  and  distress  of  the  Irish 
population,  which  was  the  subject  of  the 
petition,  that  it  would  receive  all  that  con- 
sideration which  was  due  to  a  question  in- 
volving so  much  happiness,  and  of  so 
much  national  importance.  The  distresses 
of  the  Irish  poor  were  proverbial  in  this 
House,  and  unparalleled  in  any  part  of 
the  civilized  world.  He  believed,  that 
however  melancholy,  it  was  a  fact,  that 
that  distress  was  increasing  every  day, 

wd  that  it  was  getting  worse  and  worse; 


that  not  even  in  Ireland,  in  any  forme 
period  of  its  history,  was  to  be  found  so 
much  misery  as  at  present.  It  was  under 
these  circumstances,  and  at  this  period, 
the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  of  Irelsittd, 
to  the  number  of  twenty-four,  who  hmi: 
signed  this  petition  in  a  synod,  assembled 
at  Dublin,  came  before  this  House  as 
faithful  witnesses  of  the  great  national 
calamity  which  they  described  in  the  pe- 
tition. It  was  under  these  circumstances 
that  these  Bishops  came  forward  to  de- 
scribe the  distress,  and  to  point  out  a 
remedy  for  it  They  stated,  that  they  had 
witnessed,  during  a  series  of  years,  such 
distress  among  the  labouring  population 
of  Ireland,  as  should  arrest  the  attention 
of  this  House  and  of  the  country  at  large; 
that  they  had  marked  the  progress  of 
that  distress,  which  was  hourly  increasing; 
that  that  distress  shewed  itself,  as  it  always 
would,  in  disaffection  and  secret  and  ille- 
gal combinations ;  that  the  great  cause  of 
political  and  religious  discord  having  been 
removed  in  Ireland,  the  Government  had 
not  yet  turned  its  attention  to  the  state  of 
the  destitute  and  labouring  population,  so 
as  to  put  the  people  of  Ireland  in  a  better 
state,  and  enable  them  to  live  as  became 
the  members  of  a  free  country.  They  de- 
clared, that  the  people  were  in  a  state  of 
starvation,  and  that  they  could  not  think 
it  was  consistent  with  justice,  or  with 
Christian  charity,  that  the  population 
should  be  left  to  starve  in  the  land  which 
they  enriched  by  their  labour,  and  that 
one  part  of  the  inhabitants  should  be  riot- 
ing in  profusion,  while  the  great  majority 
was  unable'to  procure  the  means  of  satis- 
fying the  common  wants  of  humanity, 
hi  a  language  which,  in  his  opinion,  was, 
of  all  others,  the  most  appropriate  to  the 
subject,  the  petitioners  implored  them,  for 
the  sake  of  Him  who  has  declared  hunself 
the  Father  of  the  indigent — for  the  sake 
of  Him  who  is  provoked  to  anger  when 
the  poor  suffer  oppression— to  adopt  some 
immediate  means  to  relieve  the  people  of 
Ireland  from  their  present  condition,  lest 
that  Being  should  be  moved  to  wrath  at 
their  culpable  indifference.  For  himself 
he  could  only  say,  as  an  addition  to  the 
eloquent  appeal  of  the  [>etitioners,  that  he 
adopted  their  description  of  the  griev- 
ances of  Ireland,  ana  that  he  knew  their 
statement  of  the  condition  of  the  people 
wasanjfthingbutexaggerated.  Headopted, 
to  die  fullest  extent,  their  suggestion  with 

respect  to  the  remedy ;  and  he  tlMogbt 
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that  the  property  of  Ireland  ihould  be 
iBsde  responsible  for  the  poverty  of  Ire- 
lend.  All  other  measures  would,  he  was 
coof  iaced,  prove  mere  palliatives,  till  they 
adopted  some  permanent  provision  for  the 
indigent  and  helpless.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, that  the  Government  should  pay  im- 
mediate attention  to  this  important  sub- 
ject ;  it  could  never  be  said,  that  a  Govern* 
ment  was  doing  its  duty  when  the  lives  of 
the  people  were  in  jeopardy  from  disease 
and  famine.  As  a  landed  proprietor,  he 
approved  of  the  plan  for  givmg  Poor-laws 
to  Ireland  ;  and,  so  far  from  thinking  that 
his  property  would  be  injured  by  it,  he 
believed,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  general 
valne  of  all  the  landed  property  of  that 
country  would  be  very  considerably  in- 
creased. 

Colonel  ConoUy  supported  the  prayer 
of  the  petition,  and  expressed  himself  of 
the  same  opinion  as  the  member  for  Ar- 
magh, that  the  general  value  of  landed 
property  would  be  much  increased  by  the 
introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  turn 
their  attention  to  the  subject,  and  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  John  Brawn  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  entering  into  the  discussion  of 
the  question  at  that  moment.  He  would 
reserve  himself  for  a  more  fit  occasion, 
when  the  subject  should  come  fully  before 
the  House.  He  would  only  say  now, 
that  he  should  support  a  modified  system 
of  Poor-laws,  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that 
the  prejudices  against  them  were  rapidly 
disappearing.  He  had  long  thought,  that 
the  common  laws  of  humanity^that  the 
general  interests  of  Ireland  itself — re- 
quired that  some  legal  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  poor  of  Ireland.  This 
would  produce  that  most  desirable  result, 
the  co-operation  of  the  higher  classes  for 
improving  the  moral  condition  of  the  pea- 
santry; and,  above  all,  it  was  desirable  as 
a  means  of  catching  those  blood-suckers, 
the  absentee  proprietors,  who  had  been 
the  bane  and  curse  of  Ireland.  That 
country  could  never  be  regenerated  un- 
less the  interests  of  the  higher  and  lower 
orders  were  made  one  and  the  same. 

Mr.  Sadler  supported  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  application  of  a  system  of 
pQOf-kws  to  Ireland,  but  would  postpone 
till  another  opportunity,  stating  the  rea- 
sons why  he  thought  that  such  a  measure 
would  be  attend^  with  the  best  effecXa. 

ttabMdbemi  requeat^  by  aeTQit\ of  \]EiJd\  >xuv^  vw^^Sb^^  ^^  ^^x^  Va  Axi^mmI^ 


\ 


right  reverend  Prelates  who  had  signed  it 
to  express  his  concurrrenoewith  its  prayer: 
and  he  could  not  allow  the  opportunity  to 
pass  of  saying,  that  it  had  his  hearty  con- 
currence. 

Mr.  CrampUm^  as  a  private  Member 
of  that  House,  and  unconnected  with 
the  Government,  would  say,  that  he  was 
not  averse  to  the  introduction  of  some 
•system  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland,  hot  he 
thought  they  should  recollect,  that  it  was 
a  step  which  once  taken,  could  never 
be  recalled,  and  that  there  were  two  very 
different  points  connected  with  the  ques- 
tion of  introducing  these  laws  into  Ireland* 
As  far  as  a  fund  raised  by  compulsory 
enactment,  was  to  be  applied  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  aged  and  infirm  in  hospitals 
and  poor-houses,  he  thought  the  experi- 
ment was  one  which  might  be  tried  with 
safety ;  but  he  confessed,  when  they  went 
further,  and  proposed  to  extend  to  Ire- 
land those  laws  for  the  support  of  the  an* 
employed  which  were  in  operation  in  this 
country,  he  could  not  very  clearly  see  his 
way.  He  b^^d  it  to  be  understood,  that 
he  said  this,  not  as  connected  with  the 
Government,  but  merely  as  a  Member  of 
that  House.  Government,  he  conceived, 
ought  to  pause  before  it  adopted  so  im- 
portant a  measure,  which,  once  carried, 
could  not  be  easily  revoked.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  subject  was 
under  the  consideration  of  Ministers,  who 
were  as  anxious  to  relieve  the  distresses  of 
the  people  as  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  Grattan  regretted  much,  that  on 
such  an  important  question  no  Minister  of 
the  Crown  was  present,  nor  any  one  con- 
nected with  Ireland  or  the  Goyemment ; 
not  even  the  hon.  member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Spring  Rice,)  who  took  up  the 
question  of  the  application  of  Poor-laws 
to  Ireland  about  a-year  and  a-half  ago, 
and  afterwards  left  it  where  he  found  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  given 
Government  a  caution  which  was  wholly 
unnecessary,  as  the  same  caution  had 
been  given,  to  his  knowledge,  every 
year  for  the  last  seven  years.  Having 
always  been  an  advocate  for  Poor-laws 
in  Ireland,  he  was  determined  )iever 
to  lose  any  opportunity  which  presented 
itself  of  compelling  the  absentee  pm* 
prietors  to  bear  their  share  of  the  burthens 
suffered  by  the  residents.  He  imploied 
\ioii.l&«a)^t^\tfA.\A  %\H^u^  the  subject 
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Many  parts  of  Ireland,  now  uncultivated^ 
were  capable  of  being  cultiYated  at  a 
small  expense,  and  would  afford  employ- 
ment to  many  of  the  labouring  population. 
But  without  Poor-laws  it  was  impossible 
that  anything  could  be  done  for  Ireland. 
Individuals  had  repeatedly  tried  to  im- 
prove their  estates,  but  the  moment  they 
made  any  progress,  a  crowd  of  the  miser- 
able and  the  indigent  came  down  on  them, 
and  destroyed  by  their  presence  the  whole 
of  the  benefits  derived  from  the  labours  of 
the  occupiers  of  those  estates.  He  re- 
joiced much,  that  the  Catholic  Bishops^had 
taken  the  lead  in  petitioning  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  hoped  the  Protestant  Bishops, 
for  the  sake  of  their  Church,  and  of  their 
character,  would  follow  the  example,  and 
prove  themselves  ready  tosacrifice  a  portion 
of  their  overgrown  possessions  for  the  bene- 
fit of  those  from  whom  they  derived  their 
gains.  Much,  however,  as  the  opinions 
of  the  House  seemed  to  be  in  favour  of 
Poor>laws,  there  was  no  tangible  propo- 
sition yet  made  on  the  subject :  and  as  no 
other  Member  seemed  disposed  to  take 
the  matter  under  his  care,  he  now  gave 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  to-morrow 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  re- 
lief for  the  aged  and  the  helpless,  and  to 
enforce  the  means  of  procuring  employ- 
ment  for  the  population  of  Ireland.  This 
would  give  hon.  Members  an  opportunity 
of  supporting  their  opinions,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Spring  Rice)  would  then  condescend  to  be 
present. 

Mr.  O'Connell  begged  it  to  be  re- 
membered, that  this  tale  of  misery,  so 
often  repeated,  and  now  described  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  was  denied  by 
no  person — and  more  competent  and  dis- 
interested witnesses  could  not  be  found 
than  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops.  These 
miseries  had  been  accumulatingeven  during 
a  thirty-two  years'  Union  with  England, 
and  it  was  said  now,  that  the  Government 
should  pause;  why,  while  Government 
was  pausing,  the  people  were  starving. 
For  two  and  thirty  years  the  Imperial 
Parliament  bad  afforded  Ireland  no  relief, 
and  what  had  been  done  or  proposed  by 
the  Members  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion ?  Nothing.  He  challenged  any  man 
to  point  out  a  measure  since  they  came 
into  office  intended  to  relieve  the  evils  of 
Ireland.  Not  one  had  been  proposed ;  and 
be  would  not  be  guilty  of  the  hypocrisy  of 
Hfmtp  that  he  could  CimiiiHie  to  support 


them.  The  risht  boa.  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land said,  he  laboured  for  nine  iMtma  day, 
but  he  was  absent  then ;  and  where  was 
the  .use  of  his  labours,  if  Ireland  derived 
no  benefit  from  them?  He  could  mutf 
therefore,  postpone  his  observatioas  on 
the  course  pursued  with  reference  to  Iit» 
land,  because  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaii 
was  absent.  What,  then,  was  tivs  state 
of  Ireland  ?  Justice  was  refused,  mufdeis 
were  committed  with  impunity,  outrages 
were  committed  in  open  day,  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  were  starving,  and  yet, 
on  the  face  of  all  that,  a  Bill  had  passed 
the  House  of  liOrds  for  expending  an  im- 
mense sum  in  the  erection  of  new  churches 
in  that  country^  The  Bill  might  have 
passed  quietly  there,  but  he  would  not 
allow  it  to  pass  unquestioned  here.  The 
people  of  Ireland  were  starving.  Some- 
thing must  be  done.  The  time  was  come 
when  there  must  be  a  Poor-rate»  and  the 
subject  ought  to  be  attacked  directly. 
There  had  come  an  end  to  social  order 
in  Ireland.  The  bonds  of  society  were 
broken  asunder.  Desolation  stalked  in  her 
streets ;  and  famine  prowled  in  her  fertile 
valleys.  The  cattle  and  the  com  of  the 
country  were  exporting,  and  the  starving 
peassmtry  were  looking  on  at  the  export. 
What  part  of  the  world  was  in  suoh  a  con- 
dition as  Ireland?  But  by  whom  had 
Ireland  been  governed  ? — By  the  Englisb. 
''  Oh,  but,''  it  was  said,  ''  we  have  good 
intentions  towards  Ireland."  The  Italiao 
proverb  said,  that  *'  Hell  was  paved  with 
good  intentions."  He  had  expected  much 
from  the  present  promising  Admiatstra* 
tion,  but  they  hfid  performed  nothing; 
and  the  feelings  with  which  he  always 
regarded  the  subject  were  especially  irri^ 
tated  by  the  Bill  for  building  churches  in 
Ireland,  which  had  been  sent  down  by  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Portman  admitted,  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Kerry,  that  good  intentioBe 
were  not  sufiicient.  He  was  for  a  pro* 
perly  arranged  system  of  Foer4aws  is 
Ireland.  But  he  could  not  for  a  Boment 
believe  that  his  right  hon.  ftiend,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  was  a  man  who 
could  be  satisfied  by  merely  professing 
good  intentions ;  and  he  wassme,  that  he 
was  labouring  hard  to  prepare  a  plan  od» 
culated  to  produce  the  most  beneScnl 
consequences.  He  hoped  that  soai» 
well-digested  system  of  roof^Iaws  wodd 
be  intmuced  into  Ireland^  such  a  systen 
aswoaUnake  itibe  interert  of  die  pi9» 
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prietors  of  the  soil  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  those  around  them.  On  this 
subject  he  begged  leave  to  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  an  opinion  given 
by  a  very  learned  person  in  the  beginning 
of  the  seventeenth  century,  as  to  what 
the  operation  of  the  Poor-laws  ought  to 
be.  The  writer  was  a  member  of  one 
of  the  learned  Professions,  and  speaking  of 
the  Poor-laws,  he  said,''  The  Act  declareth 
to  the  possessors  of  property,  *  your  in- 
terest shall  from  henceforth  be  united  with 
your  duty;  and  the  exercise  of  judicious 
and  useful  charity  shall  operate  to  in- 
crease the  value  of  your  possessions/  It 
telleth  them  to  educate  the  young,  to  en- 
courage the  industrious,  to  restore  health 
to  the  sick,  and  to  render  all  their  pa- 
rishioners capable  of  being  useful  to  them- 
selves and  to  the  community — these  are 
duties,  enjoined  by  Divine  authority  but 
we  will  make  them  the  conditions  annexed 
to  the  improvement  and  enjoyment  of 
worldly  property.  If  your  cottagers'  chil- 
dren are  brought  up  in  early  habits  of 
piety  and  industry,  they  will  to  you  be  a 
benefit,  and  not  a  burthen ;  and  they  will 
be  useful  in  their  own  parish,  or  acquire  a 
settlement  in  another  at  a  tender  age.  If 
you  encourage  industry  among  your  pa- 
rishioners, you  and  your  parish  shall  re- 
ceive the  benefit  of  it.  If  you  are  atten- 
tive to  the  health  of  the  poor,  your  stock 
of  labour  shall  be  augmented  ;  and  the 
expense  of  medical  attendance  shall  be 
diminished.  If  you  give  instruction  and 
suitable  occupation  to  the  blind,  the  lame, 
the  helpless,  and  the  ignorant,  you  will 
enable  them  in  part,  if  not'  entirely,  to 
maintain  themselves,  instead  of  being 
supported  at  your  cost.  But  if  you  neg- 
lect all  these  duties ;  if  you  break  these 
conditions  annexed  to  the  improvement 
and  enjoyment  of  your  property;  your 
rental  shall  be  reduced,  your  burthen  in- 
creased, and  those  possessions  which  pro- 
missed  you  rest  and  enjoyment,  shall  be 
the  source  of  vexation  and  disappoint- 
ment ;  when  you  find  that,  through  your 
own  default,  the  greater  part  of  your 
worldly  estate  must  be  applied  by  law,  as 
a  parish  rate,  to  give  a  wretched  existence 
to  vice  and  idleness.''  The  writer's  name 
vras  Gnigge,  and  his  book  was  dated 
Whitefriars,  in  the  year  1604,  on  the  1st 
of  April.  That  was  the  kind  of  principle 
which  he  should  like  to  see  adopted  in 


person  who  gave,  as  well  as  of  him  who 
received  relief.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Wicklow,  whose  good  inten- 
tions he  was  well  aware  of,  would  not  press 
his  motion  hastily,  but  that  the  roost 
ample  consideration  would  be  given  before 
a  system  of  Poor-laws  was  introduced  into 
Ireland. 

Colonel  Torrens  observed,  that  the  first 
thing  was,  to  ascertain  the  nature  and 
cause  of  the  disease  to  which  they  were 
all  equally  anxious  to  apply  a  remedy. 
All  were  anxious  for  the  improvement  of 
Ireland.  The  only  question  was,  of  what 
improvement  it  was  susceptible.  As  to 
manufacturing  improvement,  that  was 
out  of  the  question.  No  one  could  ex- 
pect, that  the  manufactures  of  Yorkshire 
and  Wiltshire  could  be  transferred  to  Ire- 
land. The  only  improvement  to  which 
they  could  look  was  agricultural  improve- 
ment. But  in  what  did  agpricultural  im- 
provement consist?  In  one  respect,  in 
the  consolidation  of  small  farms  into  large 
ones.  The  effect  of  that,  however,  would 
be,  to  increase  a  population  already  super- 
abundant. Poor-laws  would »  in  his  opin- 
ion, not  afford  any  remedy  for  the  exist- 
ing evils.  Their  effect  would  be  simply 
to  make  all  the  poor  co-proprietors  of  the 
soil — to  bring  down  the  higher  classes, 
without  relieving  the  lower — to  confound 
all  classes  in  a  dead  level,  and  to  leave 
no  one  at  liberty  and  leisure  to  sound  the 
depths  of  science,  or  cultivate  the  fields 
of  knowledge.  If  the  Legislature  wished 
to  avoid  the  extremities  of  disorder,  if 
they  wished  to  avoid  the  shedding  of  tor- 
rents of  blood  in  Ireland,  the  surplus 
population  of  that  country  must  be  re- 
moved to  the  fertile  plains  of  our  colonies. 

Mr.  Crampton  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  say  a  few  words,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry.  That 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to  for- 
get, that  the  present  Government  had  not 
been  more  than  six  months  in  oflice,  dor- 
ing  which  it  had  been  zealously  employed 
in  collecting  information  and  devking 
means  for  relieving  the  distresses  felt  in 
Ireland.  Whatever  the  Administratioo 
might  think,  he  entertained  it  as  his  pri- 
vate opinion,  that  a  provision,  extending 
no  farther  than  was  necessary  for  the 
relief  of  the  aged  and  infirm,  would  be  a 
greater  boon  in  Ireland  than  any  poor 
laws.      The  subject,   however,   was  one 
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receive  that  consideration  more  fully  than 
from  his  right  hon.  friend,  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  for  Ireland,  who  had  been  the  subject 
of  the  attack  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for  Kerry.  From  no  man  could 
such  an  attack  come  with  a  worse  grace 
than  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. For  when  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  become  a  convert  to  the  opin- 
ion, that  Poor-laws  were  necessary  in 
Ireland  ?  Only  a  few  weeks  ago  ;  on  the 
appearance  of  a  pamphlet,  written  by  a 
very  clever  Catholic  Bishop,  of  whom  he 
(Mr.  Crampton)  should  certainly  never 
speak  with  any  thing  but  respect.  The 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Kerry  had 
further  charged  the  Irish  government  with 
the  encouragement  of  dissension  in  Ire- 
land; although  he  well  knew,  that  the 
cause  of  that  agitation,  which  had  since 
spread  over  the  whole  of  Ireland,  originated 
in  a  county  election,  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  concerned. 

Mr.  O'Ferrall  spoke  to  order.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  departing 
from  the  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Crampton  had  nothing  further  to 
say,  but  he  must  assert  his  right  to  defend 
his  friends  and  himself  from  the  imputa- 
tions cast  upon  them  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Kerry. 

Lord  Morpeth  acknowledged,  that  if, 
at  any  time,  warmth  and  acrimony  were 
justifiable  in  a  discussion,  it  was  when  the 
subject  was  a  starving  population ;  but 
he  still  put  it  to  hon.  Members,  whether 
they  thought  the  question  could  be  bene- 
fitted by  the  introduction  of  mutual  re- 
proaches. As  a  proof,  that  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  which  had  been  presented  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Armagh  was  not 
singular,  he  held  in  his  hands  petitions 
(which  the  present  discussion  would  prob- 
ably compel  him  to  hold  in  his  hands 
for  a  long  time)  from  three  large  manu- 
facturing towns  in  Yorkshire,  for  the 
establishment  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland. 
They  complained  of  the  evils  which  they 
endured  from  the  influx  of  the  Irish  poor 
— evils  to  which,  they  were  persuaded, 
there  was  no  efficient  remedy  out  a  per- 
manent measure  for  providing  adequate 
relief  for  these  unfortunate  people  in  their 
own  country,  by  a  modified  system  of  Poor- 
laws. 

Mr.  Hume  must  condemn  the  conver- 
sion of  a  general  and  important  question 
into  a  personal  dispute.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  charged  his 


hon.  and  learned  friend  with  having  been 
the  cause  of  the  present  state  of  things 
in  Ireland.  Why,  it  existed  before  the 
birth  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
great  grandfather.  The  sufferings  of  Ire- 
land,were  acknowledged — they  were  pror 
claimed  by  all  classes.  His  hon.  and 
learned  friend  had  justly  said,  that  the 
present  Administration,  who,  when  they 
were  out  of  office,  promised  to  do  so  much 
for  Ireland,  since  they  had  come  into 
power  had  done  nothing.  The  right  hon. 
Chief  Secretary  talked  of  labouring  nine 
hours  in  the  day.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  would 
rather  see  one  act  than  all  his  professions. 
The  attack  made  on  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  was  most  unfair  and  unparliament- 
ary. His  hon.  and  learned  friend  com- 
olained,  and  he  too  complained,  that 
Ministers  did  not  do  their  duty  towards 
Ireland.  Were  they  not  told  the  other 
night,  by  an  hon.  Member,  that  he  lived 
in  the  midst  of  50,000  Roman  Catholics, 
and  that  an  Orangeman,  the  Crown  Soli- 
citor, declared  not  one  of  this  whole  num- 
ber was  ever  called  to  serve  on  a  Jury  by 
the  verdict  of  which  a  Protestant  was  to 
be  affected  ?  The  subject  was  one  in 
which  he  felt  deeply  interested ;  and  not 
he  alone,  but  all  the  people  of  England. 
If  that  unfortunate  country,  Ireland,  were 
relieved  from  her  present  condition,  Eng- 
land would  be  placed  in  a  state  of  com- 
parative liberty ;  whereas,  at  present,  Ire- 
land hung  like  a  log  upon  England,  im- 
peding all  her  movements.  The  hon. 
member  for  Armagh  had  done  his  duty ; 
but  his  Majesty's  Government  had  neg- 
lected theirs.  It  was  acknowledged,  on 
all  hands,  that  the  most  violent  party- 
spirit  existed  in  Ireland ;  that  Protestants, 
when  charged  with  any  offence,  however 
criminal,  were  almost  sure  of  impunity ; 
while  Catholics,  when  charged  with  any 
offence,  however  venial,  were  almost  sure 
of  severe  punishment.  Yet,  in  addition 
to  these  evils,  his  Maiesty's  Government 
had  put  arms  into  the  hands  of  infuriated 
and  bigotted  men  in  Ireland ;  which  they 
would,  no  doubt,  use  in  putting  their 
fellow-subjects  to  death.  Coald  it  be 
expected  that  Ireland  would  much  longer 
bear  this  accumulation  of  injuries  ?  Day 
after  day,  and  night  after  night  did  Go- 
vernment hear  similar  statements  as  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  but  it  did  nothing. 
Well  might  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
say,  it  was  a  promising,  not  a  performing 
Government. 
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Mr,  ffFerrall  observed,  that  he  had 
called  the  Solicitor  General  of  Ireland  to 
order,  because  he  could  not  patiently  sit 
and  hear  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man attribute  the  present  miseries  of  Ire- 
land to  a  contested  election.  The  cir- 
cumstances attending  the  election,  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  might 
have  increased  the  party  feelings  which 
had  previously  existed,  but  did  not  cause 
those  feelings. 

Lord  Milton  regretted,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  member  for  Kerry  had,  by 
his  remarks,  introduced  into  tne  discus- 
sion of  this  most  important  subject  a  tone 
which  it  had  not  before  assumed.  The 
hon,  member  for  Middlesex  could  not 
suppose,  that  he  had  made  any  great  dis- 
covery when  he  attributed  the  evils  of 
Ireland  to  misgovemment.  But  did  he 
mean  misgovemment  of  the  present  day, 
or  of  centuries  ?  If  the  latter,  he  cordially 
agreed  with  him.  But  it  was  not  con- 
sistent with  justice  to  use  ambiguous  ex- 
pressions, the  real  purport  of  which  might 
be  perverted.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex  meant  by  misgovemment,  the 
misgovemment — not  of  generations,  but 
of  the  existing  time — then  he  (Lord  Mil- 
ton) did  not  agree  with  him.  The  subject 
to  which  the  petition  referred  was  one  of  > 
the  greatest  importance.  No  one  who 
had  observed  the  operation  of  the  Poor- 
laws  in  England  but  must  feel,  that  he 
would  be  guilty  of  great  indiscretion  who 
would  introduce  them  into  Ireland  without 
great  previous  deliberation.  It  was  a  sys- 
tem, the  effect  of  which  in  England  had 
been  such,  that  ever  since  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  that  House  (no  very  short 
period)  the  state  of  the  Poor-laws  had 
been  constantly  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament.  He  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learnea  member  for  Kerry, 
that  if  the  people  of  Ireland  were  starving, 
they  must  be  fed  ;  but  that  did  not  decide 
the  question  of  the  expediency  of  intro- 
ducing Poor-laws  among  them. ,  A  great 
mistake  appeared  to  exist  with  respect  to 
the  character  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.  Sure 
he  was,  that  in  Ireland  there  was,  among 
the  poor,  a  feeling  of  amity  and  kindness 
which  might  be  searched  for  in  vain  among 
the  poor  of  England,  from  one  end  of  the 
island  to  the  other.  Let  Parliament  take 
care,  that,  by  the  introduction  of  any  new 

ivstem,  they  did  not  dettto^  lV\al  Vun^Vw- 

ahle  feeling. 


all  personal  allusions,  and  bis  fixed  opin- 
ion was,  that  the  wretchedness  and  dis- 
content of  Ireland  were  to  be  attributed 
to  ages  of  mismle,  and  called  aloud  for 
the  serious  attention  of  Government. 

Mr.  Bodkin  expressed  his  surprise,  tha. 
when  the  question  before  the  House  was 
a  petition  from  the  Roman  Catholic  pre- 
lates of  Ireland,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  that  country  had 
flown  from  that  subject,  and  attempted 
to  prove,  that  the  agitation  of  Ireland 
was  caused  by  the  measures  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend,  the  member  for  Kerry 
— forgetting  that  the  real  causes  were  the 
mal-administration  of  Government.  He 
had  likewise  defended  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, by  declaring,  that  when  they  had 
time,  they  would  do  great  things,  but  no 
one  act  of  theirs  gave  any  countenance 
to  that  assertion,  or  justified  the  hopes 
that  any  amelioration  would  be  accom- 
plished. For  the  truth  of  that  assertion, 
he  appealed  to  the  feelings  of  every  Irish 
Member.  The  only  object  they  had  at- 
tempted, and  for  which  he  felt  called 
upon  to  express  his  indignation,  was,  to 
build  new  churches,  so  that  the  people  of 
Ireland,  the  poorest  in  the  world,  were  to 
be  compelled  to  build  churches  for  the 
richest  religious  establishment  in  the  world. 
That  certainly  was  not  mere  promise;  it 
was  an  attempt  at  performance,  but  an 
attempt  that  was  not  likely,  either  to  con- 
fer any  advantages  on  the  Irish  people, 
or  merit  their  approbation. 

Mr.  North  thought,  that  no  one  conld 
attend  to  the  state  of  Ireland  for  any 
length  of  time  without  being  aware  of  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  applying  any  remedy 
to  its  manifold  evils.  It  was  veeli  known, 
that  he  was  no  great  friend  to  Ministers, 
as  to  the  general  course  of  their  political 
conduct ;  he  could  not,  however,  out  give 
them  credit  for  much  that  they  had  already 
done  for  Ireland.  They  had  called  into 
activity  the  law  of  the  land,  by  special 
commission,  which  had  been  attended 
with  the  best  results.  He  must  say,  they 
had  acted  wisely  and  well,  in  putting  down 
tumult,  and  preventing  bloodshed.  They 
had  steadily  enforced  the  law.  While  he 
gave  them  this  credit,  which  was  their  dae, 
in  his  humble  judgment  they  would  have 
acted  more  wisely  for  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  and  with  regard  to  their  own 
v\\\m^te  character  as  Ministers,  if,  instead 
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its  agitation,  they  had  confined  Ihemselves 
to  the  particular  question  of  the  Irish  poor, 
and  attempted  to  introduce  some  system 
of  well -digested  Poor-laws,  by  which  the 
sufferings  of  the  population  might  hare 
been  alleviated,  and  a  foundation  laid  for 
a  permanent  state  of  national  prosperity. 

Mr.  Ruthven  considered,  that  the  story 
of  the  misfortunes  of  Ireland,  had  been 
bandied  about  backwards  and  forwards, 
but  no  beneficial  results  had  accrued. 
The  present  question,  however,  was  of 
vital  importance  to  Ireland,  and,  if  Mi- 
nisters would  not  take  the  subject  into 
their  consideration,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  bring  it  forward.  The 
Irish  people  wanted  something  specific  to 
be  done,  and  no  longer  to  be  abused  by 
delusive  hopes.  He  was  happy  that  the 
present  discussion  had  taken  place,  for  it 
was  only  on  occasions  like  this,  that  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  were  ever  attended  to  in 
the  House. 

An  Hon.  Member  lamented,  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  should  apply 
such  words  as  **  infuriated  and  bigotted 
men/'  to  the  Yeomanry  of  Ireland ;  such 
language  very  much  tended  to  increase 
the  angry  party  spirit  which  prevailed  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Wyse  observed,  that  in  every  part 
of  Ireland,  the  people  were  anxious,  not 
to  change  the  order  of  Government,  but 
to  alter  the  administration  of  it  in  such  a 
way,  that  every  interest  in  the  land  might 
be  truly  and  properly  represented.  He 
should  not  enter  into  the  discussion  at 
present,  but  when  the  question  of  the 
Poor-laws  came  before  the  House,  he 
would  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
state  his  opinions  on  the  subject,  It  cer- 
tainly was  a  matter  of  discretion  with 
Government,  whether  they  would  go  on 
with  the  present  question  or  not ;  whether 
the  distress  which  now  existed  in  Ireland 
was  to  be  prevented  by  law,  or  in  any 
other  way,  was  for  their  consideration ; 
but  prevented  it  must  be,  and  the  sooner 
it  was  decided  what  measures  should  be 
adopted  for  that  purpose,  the  better. 

Colonel  Perceval  rose,  for  the  purpose 
of  repelling  the  attack  made  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland,  and 
would  fearlessly  assert,  that  it  was  ad- 
ministered with  an  imjMurtiality  worthy  of 
imitation.  The  great  cause  of  the  dis- 
turbances in  Ireland  was^  the  election  to 
which  the  hen.  and  learned  Solicitor  Ge- 
Qtral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Cnunplon)  kad  al* 


luded,  and  no  safety  would  be  found  for 
Ireland,  till  the  people  were  removed  from 
under  the  control  of  thoee  who  had  an  in- 
terest in  misleading  them.  He  trusted,  UmC 
Ministers  would  show  a  decision  of  eha- 
racter,  in  putting  down  the  confusion  that 
prevailed,  which  he  must  say  they  bid 
not  hitherto  done.  He  had  looked  for- 
ward to  the  Registry  of  Arms  Bill ;  but 
all  the  hopes  he  had  formed  had  been 
blasted  by  the  notice  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland,  of  his  inten- 
tion to  take  away  the  only  clause  in  that 
Bill  which  was  good  for  any  thing;  he 
referred  to  the  transportation  clause. 

Major  Macnamara  denied,  that  the 
Clare  election,  referred  to  by  the  last 
speaker,  had  been  the  canaa  of  exciting 
ferment  in  Ireland.  The  foot  wtt,  that 
the  people  were  diisatisfied  and  diseim«> 
tented,  when  they  saw  ooo  hw  fei  Aa 
rich,  and  another  for  the  poor*  The 
latter  had  all  the  penalties  of  the  law-— 
all  its  benefits  were  reserved  for  the 
former.  Individuals,  he  believed,  had,  in 
some  instances,  been  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, because  they  would  not  tndlbr 
their  children  to  be  educated  in  a  ftith 
different  from  their  own.  They  were  per- 
secuted, and  plundered,  and  obttinedf  no 
redress. 

Mr.  Sheil  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
statements  contained  in  the  petition  ought 
to  be  most  seriously  considered  by  the 
House.  They  were  entitled  to  the  utmost 
credence,  because  the  petitioners,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  apostolic  functions,  ne- 
cessarily acquired  a  perfect  familiarity 
with  the  situation  and  sufierings  of  the 
poor.  His  hon.  and  learned  fnend  had 
alluded  to  the  election  for  Clare,  to  which 
he  had  attributed  the  ill-feeling  and  acri- 
monious spirit,  which  had  for  some  time 
prevailed  m  Ireland.  To  the  election  for 
Clare  they  owed  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill 
— to  the  election  for  Clare,  he  and  other 
gentlemen  were  indebted  for  their  eeati 
in  that  House,  and  he,  for  one,  was  prond 
of  an  election  which  had  led  to  such  re- 
sults. He  was  perfectly  certain,  that  the 
existing  irritation  did  not  proceed  from 
that  source.  The  truth  was,  that  discon- 
tent had  been  produced,  beeause  tha 
interests  of  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
been  long  neglected  in  various  ways, 
and  because,  in  particular  eases  connected 
with  the  administration  of  justice  in  that 
country,  partiality  had  been  manifoetid. 
Ckrald  Ite  leimed  Solicitor  Qenttal  for 
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Ireland  deny,  that  at  the  late  trial  which 
took  place  at  Kilkenny,  every  man  on  the 
Jury  was  a  Protestant?  He  pledged  himself 
that  such  was  the  case.  This  was  no 
theory,  no  hypothesis,  no  vague  specu- 
lation, but  an  undoubted  fact;  and  he 
regretted  much,  that  Government  had 
not  interfered  to  prevent  it.  He  would 
ask  Gentlemen  of  that  persuasion,  and 
particularly  members  of  Yeomanry  corps, 
how  they  would  like  to  be  tried  by  a 
Jury  composed  only  of  Roman  Catholics  ? 
While  the  Catholics  were  so  unjustly 
treated,  was  it  to  be  expected  that  tliey 
should  love  and  even  honour  their  op- 
pressors? He  did  not  mean  to  make  a 
sweeping  assertion,  that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland  was  not  pure  : 
but,  like  Ceesar's  wife,  it  should  not  only  be 
pure,  but  unsuspected.  That  could  not 
be  the  case  as  long  as  Juries  were  com- 
posed of  Protestants  alone,  the  Judges 
being  all  Protestants.  There  were  forty 
popular  Irish  Members  in  that  House,  a 
phalanx  who  had  sustained  Ministers, 
who  had  kept  them  in  their  seats,  to 
whom,  therefore,  the  Government  owed 
much  obligation  ;  and  they  had  a  right  to 
demand  of  Ministers,  that  they  would 
promptly  and  earnestly  take  the  situation 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  into  considera- 
tion, tor  the  purpose  of  devising  some 
permanent  and  effectual  mode  of  relieving 
them. 

Lord  Duncannon  was  bound  to  admit, 
without  making  any  observation  on  the 
subject,  that  Catholics  were  excluded 
from  the  Jury  at  Kilkenny.  lie  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  one  of  his  constituents 
relative  to  this  circumstance,  and  he  had 
been  called  on  to  state  it  by  the  writer. 

Mr.  0' Connelly  in  answer  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  denied  that  he  had  made  an 
attack  on  the  Irish  Government,  or  on 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  his 
absence.  He  had  simply  remarked,  that 
this  Government  was,  as  far  as  Ireland 
was  concerned,  a  "promising"  Govern- 
ment, and  he  said  so  still,  for  it  had  pro- 
mised much,  and  performed  little.  Not- 
withstanding the  right  hon.  Secretary's 
nine  hours'  labour,  nothing  had  as  yet  been 
done.  Then  the  learned  Gentleman  had 
very  adroitly  turned  round  on  him,  and, 
with  a  degree  of  special  pleading  worthy 
of  a  Court  of  Law,  had  aecus^  h\m  of 


Poor-laws  into  Ireland,  be  himself  beiog 
rather  opposed  to  them  than  otherwise. 
Now  the  fact  was,  that  he  adverted,  not  to 
Poor-laws,  but  to  a  variety  of  measures 
which  had  been  promised  to  Ireland.  The 
learned  Gentleman  had  gone  back  three 
years,  and  attributed  all  the  bad  feeling 
which  prevailed  in  Ireland  to  the  Clare 
election.    This  was   a   most    unfounded 
statement.     Greater  animosities  had  dis- 
tinguished that  country,  since  the  present 
Administration  came   into    power,   than 
had  been  manifested  there  for  a  long  time 
previously.     This  he  had  before  stated, 
and  he  would  state  it  again.     What  was 
the  reason  of  it  P    Because  the  Whig  Mi- 
nisters had  actually  leagued  themselves 
with  those  who   had   always  been  their 
enemies,  while  they  acted  coldly  towards 
their  liberal  friends.  Was  it  extraordinary, 
that  animosities  should  be  perpetuated, 
when  Roman  Catholics,  belonging  to  Yeo- 
manry corps,  were  disarmed,  while   the 
Orangemen  were  armed  ?     Was  that  not 
the   case    with  the  Irwin's-town    corps  .^ 
Were  not  the  Protestants  armed,  and  the 
Catholics   disarmed?    If   a   fair  aystem 
were  acted  upon  in  Ireland,  why,  he  de- 
manded, did   not  the  Attorney  General 
prosecute  in  the  Newtonbarry  trials,  teeing 
that  he  was  actually  in  Wisxfbrd  at  the 
time  ?    Was  it  strange,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances,  that   dissatisfaction    thoaki 
prevail  throughout    the    country?     The 
Government  was  now  supported  by  meo, 
who  never  were  sincerely  their  friends,  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  the  coontrj 
was  trampled  on.     Wretchedness,  want, 
and  misery,  pervaded  every  part  of  Ire- 
land.   Social  order,  he  might  say,  was 
absolutely  annihilated.     Thirty  years  had 
elapsed  since  the  Union,  and  the  country 
was  now  in  a  state  of  the  utmost  misery- 
all  the  links  of  society  were  dissolved: 
they  could  not  stand  still — they  iirere  ud- 
willing  to  go  back,  and  it  was  frightful  to 
look  on  tlie  future. 

Mr.  Crampton  said,  that  he  had  been 
coerced,  not  to  attack  any  individual,  but 
to  repel  the  attack  which  had  been  msde 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  on 
the  Government  of  Ireland.  He  had 
no  wish  whatever  to  come  into  conflict 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman; 
indeed,  there  was  no  man  with  whom  he 
more  wished  to  avoid  a  conflict,  knowing 
how  unequal  he  was  to  meet  the  hon.  and 
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defended  the  Irish  Government.  The 
learned  Gentleman  had  made  a  serious 
charge  on  that  Government,  when  he  as- 
serted, that  all  the  animosity  which  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland  was  produced  hy  per- 
secution. Now  he  would  assert,  that  the 
learned  Gentleman  was  himself  the  cause 
of  the  irritation  which  was  complained  of, 
and  thus  the  attack  he  had  made  on  the 
Irish  Government  recoiled  on  himself. 
As  to  the  notice  which  had  been  taken  of 
the  fact,  that  none  but  Protestants  were 
on  the  Jury  at  Kilkenny,  he  could  only 
say,  that  no  man  in  the  community  de- 
plored the  existence  of  such  a  state  of 
things  more  than  he  did  himself.  He 
was  the  last  man  who  would  resort  to 
stratagem  or  artifice  in  conducting  any 
legal  proceedings  ;  and  he  was  convinced, 
that  his  learned  friend,  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, was  equally  averse  from  pursuing 
any  such  line  of  conduct.  In  the  Kil- 
kenny case,  it  ought  to  be  observed,  that 
the  prosecution  was  instituted  by  a  Pro- 
testant clergyman,  against  two  gentlemen, 
for  attempting  to  prevent  the  collection  of 
tithes.  Now,  the  learned  Gentleman 
must  know  very  well,  that  in  such  a  case 
as  that,  the  prosecutor  took,  and  had  a 
right  to  take,  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  to  direct  that  such  and  such 
persons  should  stand  by.  The  Govern- 
ment had  nothing  to  do  with  that.  But 
in  the  Castlepollard  business,  the  Crown 
had  used  that  prerogative,  and  set 
aside  fifty-seven  persons,  who  they  feared 
would  lean  too  much  to  the  side  of 
the  prisoners.  As  to  the  fact  of  the  At- 
torney General  being  at  Wexford  when 
the  Newtonbarry  business  came  on,  and 
not  prosecuting,  that  course  was  perfectly 
regular.  It  was  not  the  practice  for  the 
Attorney  General  to  prosecute.  His  duty 
was,  to  select  some  person  of  rank  in  the 
profession  to  conduct  the  prosecution  ; 
and  in  that  case,  Mr.  Greene,  a  gentle- 
man of  high  rank  in  the  profession,  was 
selected  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  Hume  only  wished  to  say,  as  he 
had  been  pointedly  alluded  to,  that  it  did 
appear  to  him,  that  great  partiality  had 
been  exercised.  In  the  Castlepollard  case, 
there  was  not  a  single  Catholic  on  the 
Jury.  What  was  the  use  of  Government, 
or  what  was  Government  paid  for,  but  to 
protect  the  oppressed  ?  If  those  who  had 
the  management  of  these  trials  did  not 
conduct  them  properly,  then  the  blame 
oiight,-of  necessity,  to  fall  oo  the  Govern- 
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ment  by  whom  they  were  appointed.  He 
thought,  that  Ministers  ought  to  excul- 
pate themselves  if  they  could,  for  he  con- 
tended, that  they  must  be  answerable  for 
what  was  done  by  persons  acting  in  their 
name.  Responsibility  ought  to  rest  some* 
where,  and  if  Juries  were  really  packed 
in  this  way,  the  Attorney  General  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  remain  in  office. 

Mr.  Stanley  agreed,  that  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  responsible  for  what  was 
done  by  persons  who  were  employed  by 
them.  The  Government  were  not  dis- 
posed to  avoid  any  such  responsibility. 
For  the  acts  of  preceding  Administrations, 
the  present  Government  would  not,  of 
course,  answer ;  but  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  ever  since  the  appointment  of 
Lord  Anglesey,  the  object  which  the  Irbh 
Government  had  had  most  at  heart  was, 
to  render  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland  not  only  pure,  but  to  render  it  so 
notoriously  pure,  that  not  even  the  shadow 
of  suspicion  of  partiality  could  by  possi- 
bility attach  to  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Connell)  came  down 
there,  night  after  nighty  and  told  the  Go- 
vernment, that  they  ought  to  throw  them- 
selves on  that  party  which  would  support 
their  political  views ;  but  he  would  tell 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  in 
the  administration  of  justice,  the  Govern- 
ment would  recognize  no  party  whatsoever 
— would  be  influenced  by  no  other  con- 
siderations than  those  which  might  tend 
to  establish  the  most  rigid  and  even- 
handed  impartiality.  He  repeated,  that 
it  had  been  the  earnest  endeavour  of  the 
Irish  Government,  to  remove  from  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland — as 
well  in  criminal  as  in  civil  cases — all  sus- 
picion of  partiality ;  and  he  must  protest 
against  the  course  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had 
thought  proper  to  adopt,  in  coming  down 
there,  night  after  night,  and,  without 
notice,  charging  the  Irish  Government 
with  having  acted  unfairly  in  this  case, 
and  in  that  case,  and  in  the  other  case. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
any  charge  of  partiality,  which  he  thought 
he  could  substantiate  against  ^the  Irish 
Government,  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  any  case,  let  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bring  such  charge  specifically 
before  the  House,  upon  notice,  and  he 
(Mr.  Stanley)  should  be  prepared  to  meet 
him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said,  that  in  that  tithe  case  which 

20 


1123 


State  of  the 


{COMMONS} 


Irish  Poor. 


\VH 


occurred  in  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  par- 
ties were  set  aside,  and  excluded  from  the 
Jury,  either  because  they  were  Catholics, 
or  because  they  were  liberal  Protestants. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  And  the  noble  Lord 
(Duncannon)  has  confirmed  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Stanley  continued.  He  could  not 
tell  whether  there  were  or  were  not  any 
Catholics,  or  liberal  Protestants  on  the 
Jury,  but,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman meant  to  say,  that  it  was  by  the 
sanction  or  direction  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, that  any  persons  had  been  excluded 
from  the  Jury,  either  because  they  hap- 
pened to  be  Catholics,  or  because  they 
happened  to  be  liberal  Protestants,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that, 
which  he  would  contradict  in  the  most 
flat  and  unqualified  manner.  He  denied 
most  distinctly,  and  with  the  strongest 
langua«:e,  that  any  of  those  persons  were 
set  aside  by  Government  on  account  of 
their  political  opinions.  This  was  a  serious 
charge,  made  on  the  strength  of  indivi- 
dual assertion.  The  charges  of  partiality 
were  fortunately  bandied  about  on  both 
sides,  and  the  fair  inference,  therefore,  to 
be  drawn  was,  that  they  were  all  equally 
without  foundation.  In  the  trial  of  the 
Castlcpollard  case,  it  was  said,  there  was 
an  unfair  exercise  of  authority  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  agents,  the  sole  foundation 
of  which  was,  that  the  relatives  of  the 
parties  who  had  suffered  were  admitted 
to  prosecute,  in  conjunction  witli  the 
Crown  agents,  and  in  the  exercise  of  that 
right,  challenged  Jurors  to  such  an  ex- 
tent, as  to  call  for  the  animadversion  of 
the  Judge  who  presided  at  the  trial.  Now 
this  was  no  indication  of  a  disposition  to 
have  partial  Juries,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
proved,  that  the  whole  endeavours  of  the 
Government  were  exerted  to  support  a 
fair  and  impartial  administration  of  jus- 
tice. He  must  further  add,  in  relatinii  to 
this  unhappy  aflair,  that  when  the  persons 
charged  were  acquitted  of  murder,  the 
relatives  refused  to  proceed  upon  the 
minor  charge,  and  called  upon  the  Crown 
agents  to  abandon  it,  which  the  latter 
very  properly  refused.  Again,  in  the 
Newtonbarry  case,  the  Irish  Government 
ordered  a  prosecution,  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said,  that  it  ought  to  have 
been  left  to  the  friends  of  the  parties  slain, 
hut,  as  their  feelings  were  i^eces^^xfA^  \x\\icV\ 


circumstances  of  the  case  bore  out  this 
opinion,  for  the  bills  for  murder  were  ig- 
nored by  the  Grand  Jury,  whether  pro- 
perly or  improperly,  it  was  not  for  him  to 
say.  The  agents  for  the  Crown,  then 
sent  up  bills  for  manslaughter,  which 
were  returned  as  true  only  asainst  one 
policeman.  What,  then,  would  nave  been 
the  case,  had  the  prosecution  been  en- 
tirely left  in  the  hands  of  the  friends  of 
the  parties  ?  Why,  immediately  on  the 
bills  for  murder  bemg  ignored,  the  minor 
charges  would  have  been  abandoned,  and 
the  legal  proceedings  would  have  been 
wholly  stayed,  because  the  parties  could 
have  no  hope,  that  their  feelings  of  re- 
venge would  be  satisfied,  by  the  extreme 
penalties  of  the  law  being  enforced.  What 
would  have  been  said  by  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  on  thii 
view  of  things,  but  that  they  bad  tanp* 
ercd  with  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  had  suffered  the  accused  to  escape  all 
punishment,  because  the  prosecutions  for 
murder  had  failed  against  them  ?  Re, 
therefore,  asserted,  they  had  adopted  the 
most  prudent  and  impartial  course,  by  not 
having  suficred  themselves  to  be  euided 
by  the  vindictive  feelings  of  the  relatires 
on  one  side,  or  the  party  feelings  of  the 
other.  He  very  much  regretted,  that 
these  opinions  were  so  violent  on  both 
sides,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  as- 
sured, Government  would  not  lend  itself 
to  any  one  particular  party.  It  would 
endeavour  to  promote  a  fair  and  impartial 
administration  of  justice,  and,  he  hoped, 
that  its  endeavours,  notwithstanding  the 
many  difficulties  it  had  to  contend  with, 
would  be  ultimately  crowned  by  success. 
Mr.  Hunt  observed,  that  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  not  said  one  word  upon 
the  only  question  that  was  really  before 
the  House.  That  question  was  the  peti- 
tion from  the  Irish  Catholic  Bishops,  on  the 
state  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  called  one  of  promise,  but 
not  of  performance,  and  he  rejoiced  that 
hon.  Members  had  now  found  that  out 
He  was  astonished  that  on  such  a  question 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  should  tell  them 
to  pause  before  they  decided,  and  should 
object  to  the  early  introduction  of  Poor- 
laws,  because  they  would  nut  an  end  to 
the  charity  of  the  people  among  one 
another.  The  Poor-laws  were  necessary, 
V^e^iVL^e  the  evils  of  Ireland  arose  from  the 
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Earl  Fitzwilliam  could  fairly  be  consider- 
ed an  Irish  absentee  proprietor] — there 
was  the  Duke  of  Devonshire — there  was 
the  Marquis  of  Lansdown — and  there  was 
the  Earl  of  Egremont.  Why  were  they 
not  taxed  for  the  support  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland?  Nobody  suggested  anything 
else  as  a  remedy  for  the  evils  of  Ireland ; 
then  why  not  adopt  the  Poor-laws  ? 

Mr.  Avthonrj  Zc/roy  entreated  the  House 
not  to  attend  to  the  declamations  of  po- 
pular Gentlemen,  as  they  called  them- 
selves, who  had  indulged  in  the  most 
violent  attacks  upon  the  Yeomanry,  the 
administration  of  justice,  the  proceedings 
of  Government,  atid  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Members  who  did  not  agree  with  them  in 
opinion.  Their  charges  had  been  over 
and  over  again  proved  to  have  no  founda- 
tion, and  he  therefore  trusted  the  House 
would  be  more  ready  to  listen  to  those 
who  strictly  performed  their  duty,  than  to 
those  who  brought  causeless  accusations. 
The  Members  who  did  their  duty  de- 
scribed the  circumstances  of  Ireland  ac- 
curately, and  were  inclined  to  support  the 
views  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  Sheil  declared,  that  the  Kilkenny 
tithe  case  was  not  the  case  of  a  private  pro- 
secution— it  was  throughout  considered  a 
Crown  prosecution,  and  it  was  conducted 
not  only  by  the  Crown  Officers,  but  by 
Crown  Counsel.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  very  properly,  that  the 
Government  intended  to  mix  itself  up  with 
no  party,  but  to  administer  eaual  justice 
to  both.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  declara- 
tion. If  that  was  to  be  the  case  let  the 
Government  take  care  that  the  rule  thus 
laid  down  was  strictly  acted  upon  in  the 
selection  of  Juries.  He  did  not  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  personally — he 
did  not  mean  to  make  any  charge  against 
the  Government — but  he  was  bound  to 
say,  that  if  the  Government  did  intend 
(as  he  most  firmly  believed  they  did)  to 
act  fairly,  they  should  take  care  of  the 
conduct  of  their  agents,  so  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  which  they  intend- 
ed to  be  pure,  should  not  even  appear  to 
be  defective.  There  was  now  a  Jury  Bill 
before  the  House,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  Kerry,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
were  appointed  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  prepare  it.  Let  them  take  care 
that  it  was  so  framed  as  to  guard  against 
those  evils  that  were  now  the  subject  of 
complaint. 
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Mr.  Spring  Rice  regretted  to  hear  the 
language  used  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  (Mr.  Sheil),  from  which  it  might  be 
inferred,  that  it  had,  of  late  years,  been 
the  custom  of  the  Government  to  influence 
the  selection  of  Juries.  On  the  contrary, 
it  had  been  most  anxious  to  show  the 
utmost  impartiality  in  its  proceedings, 
and  regularly  admitted  all  persons  legally 
qualified,  both  Catholics  and  Protestants, 
and  had  generally  found,  that  both  had 
done  their  duty  impartially. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
make  any  observation  on  this  subject  of  a 
political  nature,  but  he  must  do  his  best 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  discussions 
as  the  present,  on  the  state  of  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice — discussions  which  be 
could  not  but  consider  as  fraught  with  evil, 
both  to  the  Government  and  to  Ireland 
itself.  It  must  be  for  the  advantage  of 
the  country  that  Catholics  and  Protestants 
should  be  united,  yet  these  daily  debates 
in  Parliament  could  have  no  other  effect 
than  to  widen  the  breach  unhappily  ex- 
isting between  them.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  submitted  to  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  (he  did  not  require  it  himself,  for  he 
was  ready  to  declare,  that  he  thought  no 
case  whatever  had  been  made  out)  that  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  should  be  appointed, 
than  that  there  should  be  day,  after  day, 
this  sort  of  discussion.'  If  there  was  any 
ground  for  asserting  that  justice  was  not 
properly  administered  in  Ireland,  he 
should,  if  he  were  the  noble  Lord,  chal- 
lenge inquiry,  and  compel  those  who  made 
the  charge  to  the  proof  of  their  assertions. 
He  was  only  giving  the  advice  which  he 
should  certainly  adopt  were  he  a  member 
of  the  Government,  as  he  should  deem  it 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  put  an  end  to 
these  cavilling  objections  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  which,  however  ill- 
founded,  must  tend,  when  thus  repeated 
from  day  to  day,  to  shake  the  confidence 
of  every  person  in  Ireland  rn  the  equal 
administration  of  the  laws. 

Lord  Althorp  observed,  that  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  feel  the  evil  of  these  dis- 
cussions, and  he  wished  that  the  weight 
properly  due  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  at- 
tached to  it  in  this  instance.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  a  short  time  since, 
observed  upon  the  impropriety  of  discus- 
sions of  this  sort  in  the  absence  of  full  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  One  of  these 
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matters  bad,  in  fact,  on  a  former  occaaion, 
been  before  tbc  House,  and  inquiries  bad 
been  despatcbcd  to  Ireland,  and  tbis  dis- 
cussion was  apcain  introduced  before  tbere 
was  a  possibility  of  getting  an  answer  to 
tbem.     Tbe  case  of  Kilkenny  was  tbat  to 
wbicb  he   alluded ;    and   thougb   it  was 
known  tbat  answers  could  not  yet  have 
been  received,  yet  were  these  attacks  made 
day  by  day,  without  giving  the  Govern- 
ment time  to  obtain  those  explanations, 
which,  when  procured,  would,  be  trusted, 
be  found  quite  satisfactory  ;  but  which,  if 
they  did  not  prove  so,  he  should  not  wish 
to  be  conclusive ;  for  there  was  no  man  in 
that  House  who  would  be  more  eager  than 
himself  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  any 
improper  interference  in  the  administration 
of  justice.     With  respect  to  the  present 
recommendatiou  of  the  rigrht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,to  grant  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  he 
must  express  his  decided  opinion,  that  not 
only  a  plausible,  but  a  very  strong  case 
indeed,  ought  to  be  made  out,  before  it 
was    referred   to    a   Committee   of    that 
House  to  revise  a  decision  of  a  Court  of 
Justice.     If  there  was  anything  improper 
in  the  proceeding,  he  did   not   think  a 
Committee    of   that  House    the    proper 
tribunal  to  decide  upon  it ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  remedy  ought  to  proceed 
from   the   Government   in    its   executive 
capacity. 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  had  not  intended  to 
recommend  that  a  judicial  decision  should 
be  submitted  to  a  Committee  of  that 
House.  The  charge  was,  that  the  early 
forms  of  the  proceedings  had  been  cor- 
rupted by  the  interference  of  the  Govern- 
ment Officers.  He  recommended  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  that  subject. 

Sir  John  M,  Doyle  said,  that  he  found 
it  necessary  to  state  two  facts  to  the 
House,  which  he  thought  ought  to  relieve 
his  countrymen  from  the  charge  of  being 
very  unreasonable  in  not  highly  appreciat- 
ing the  present  mode  of  administering 
justice  in  Ireland.  The  first  was,  that  at 
the  late  Assizes  for  Carlow,  where  some 
individuals  of  the  Yeomanry  were  ar- 
raigned on  a  serious  charge,  the  Captain 
of  the  corps  (who  was  also  a  Magistrate  for 
the  county)  was  actually  one  of  the  Grand 
Jury  which  ignored  the  bills.  A  second 
instance  was,  the  case  of  an  humble,  but 
enthusiastic  supporter  of  Reform,  and  of 
the  present  Ministry,  a  ballad-singer. 
This  unfortunate  woman  had  been  incar- 
cerated three  months,  and  then  released, 
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without  any  crime  being  profed  agaiait 
her.  It  was  true,  there  might  be  some  in- 
dividuals, who  considered  such  oCTences  as 
supporting  the  Whig  Ministers  and  Re- 
form amounted  to  a  crime,  who  thought 
the  unhappy  woman  highly  culpable,  and 
deserving  of  punishment,  particularly  when 
the  unfortunate  bard  furnished  her  hearen 
with  some  strains  that  were  not  very  com- 
plimentary to  their  prejudices.  That, 
however,  was  the  whole  amount  of  her 
offence,  and  for  that  she  was  impriaoDed. 
He  asked,  therefore,  was  such  condsct 
likely  to  give  satisfaction ,  or  command 
respect  for  the  laws,  and  the  local  M agii- 
tracy,  who  administered  them. 

Mr.  Stanley  begged  to  be  permitted  id 
observe,  in  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
unfortunate  lady,  for  whom  the  hoo. 
Member  had  expressed  so  much  sjm- 
pathy,  that  he  had  caused  inquiries  to  be 
made  on  the  subject,  and  found  the  cha- 
racter of  the  person  was  well  known,  aad 
that  she  had,  during  the  last  fire  ortii 
years,  spent  as  much  of  her  time  in  & 
prison  as  out  of  it. 

Petition  read. 

Mr.  BrownloWf  in  moving,  that  the  pe- 
tition should  be  printed,  said,  that  he  had 
not  introduced  the  subject  of  the  adminii- 
tration  of  justice  in  Ireland.  Theaubject 
which  he  had  brought  before  the  Hooie. 
in  presenting  this  petition,  was  that  to 
which  the  petition  referred — namely,  tbe 
introduction  of  some  system  of  Poor-Ian 
into  Ireland.  He  must  say,  that  he  \ai 
been  a  good  deal  surprised  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord,  the  member  for  Northaaip- 
tonshire,  assert,  that  they  should  paoie 
before  they  took  such  a  step,  becauc 
taking  it  would  be  calculated  to  deMJ 
those  kindly  and  charitable  feelings,  wUek 
at  present  existed  between  the  difeetf 
classes  of  society  in  Ireland.  The  charier 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  spoke,  was  art 
exercised  in  Ireland — at  least,  not  by  tk 
upper  classes  in  that  country ;  and  thtf 
fact  was  the  stronp^st  argument  in  fnd 
of  the  necessity  of  mtroducing  a  systen' 
Poor-laws  into  Ireland.  The  whole  weiehi 
and  support  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  fell  * 
the  middling  classes  there — that  was  l> 
say,  on  the  class  which  was  immedialdv 
above  those  who  depended  on  their  dMiitf 
for  support  and  subsistence.  Sach  a  stale 
of  things  constituted  a  g^reat  griefiscc 
and  a  gross  injustice ;  and  of  that  grictssff 
and  injustice,  this  petition  complained,  h 
was  clear,  that  the  burthen  nfnipnoitiiftH 
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poorof  Ireland  should  be  taken  off  that  class, 
and  should  be  thrown  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  wealthy  landed  proprietors  in 
Ireland.  They  should  place  that  weight 
on  the  property  of  Ireland,  and  not  upon 
the  industry  of  that  country,  which  was 
scarcely  able  to  support  itself.  They 
ought  to  make  the  property  of  Ireland  re- 
sponsible for  the  poverty  of  Ireland.  That 
was  the  object,  and  that  was  the  prayer,  of 
the  petition,  which  he  (Mr.  Brownlow)  had 
presented,  and  to  which  he  had  given  his 
humble  support.  Was  it  to  be  endured, 
when  they  heard,  as  they  had  done  lately, 
that  where  80,000/.  was  drawn  from  a 
starving  portion  of  the  population  of  Ire- 
land, only  80/.  had  been  subscribed  by  the 
hard-hearted  absentees  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  people  ?  There  could  be  but 
one  feeling,  that  some  measure  was  neces- 
sary to  compel  those  persons  to  contribute 
to  the  relief  of  the  distresses  of  those  hard- 
worked  labourers,  from  whose  industry 
they  obtained  their  own  enormous  wealth. 
It  was  hicrh  time  that  a  remedy  should  be 
applied  to  the  distressing  state  of  things 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  press  the  matters  to  which  he 
had  adverted  this  evening,  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  day  after  day,  in  order 
to  force  the  House  and  the  Government 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  He  must  say, 
that  there  was  a  species  of  self-com- 
placency, a  degree  of  self-satisfaction,  and 
a  manifestation  of  haughtiness,  about  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland,  which 
totally  unfitted  him  for  directing  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  that  country. 
The  demeanour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  that  evening,  as  well  as  upon 
other  occasions,  was  anything  but  that 
which  was  calculated  to  conciliate  the 
good  opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  affair  at  Castlepollard, 
he  begged  to  state,  that  there  was  not  a 
single  Catholic  upon  the  Jury  which  tried 
the  police  concerned  in  that  transaction ; 
and  still  more,  that  though  several  lives 
had  been  lost  on  that  occasion,  not  one 
single  policeman  of  those  who  had  been 
engaged  in  the  affair,  had  been  since  that 
time  removed  from  the  constabulary. 

Mr.  Stanley  begged  leave  to  contradict 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
to  state,  that  every  single  policeman  who 
had  been  engaged  in  that  transaction,  with 
the  exception  of  four,' had  been  since 
remored  to  another  county,  in  order  that 


the  excitement  should  not  be  kept  up 
where  the  affair  had  occurred. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  that  was  in- 
deed a  strange  contradiction  of  his  state- 
ment. No  doubt  these  policemen  had 
been  removed  to  another  county,  but  they 
had  not,  as  he  had  already  complained, 
been  removed  from  the  constabulary. 
They  were  still  kept  there  to  shoot  more 
of  the  King's  subjects.  As  regarded  Ire- 
land he  would  say,  that  the  present  Ad- 
ministration had  professed  much,  had  pro- 
mised a  great  deal,  and  had,  in  fact,  done 
nothing.  The  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland  seemed  only  to  employ  himself  in 
taunting  those  who  endeavoured  to  compel 
it  to  do  justice  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  John  TTey/ond  vindicated  the  people 
of  England  from  the  charge  which  had 
been  made  against  them  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion,  that  their  charitable  feel- 
ings had  been  diminished  and  deteriorated 
by  the  existence  of  the  Poor-laws.  He 
contended,  that  there  were  as  many 
absentee  proprietors  from  England  as  from 
Ireland  ;  yet,  that  while  we  had  a  happy 
and  contented  population  here,  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  ever  ready  to  start  into 
disorder,  and  to  break  out  into  insurrec- 
tion. The  cause  of  that  difference  was  to 
be  found  in  the  non-existence  of  Poor-laws 
in  Ireland.  If  the  absentee-proprietors 
neglected  their  duty,  a  system  of  Poor- 
laws  would  draw  from  them  a  portion  of 
their  rents  for  the  support  of  the  poor,  and 
such  a  system  as  that  was  wanted  at  pre- 
sent in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  that  in  applying  a 
system  of  Poor-laws  to  Ireland,  it  would 
not  be  enough  that  they  should  make  pro- 
vision for  the  sick  and  indigent,  but  they 
must  also  keep  in  sight  the  principle  of 
Elizabeth,  to  provide  work  for  the  unem- 
ployed. They  were  told  by  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  and  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  member  for  Northamptonshire, 
that  they  should  pause  before  they  under- 
took so  important  a  measure.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  was  the  least  qualified  to 
judge  of  such  a  question  as  this,  of  any 
man  in  the  kingdom.  It  was  the  good 
fortune  of  that  noble  Lord,  more  than  of 
any  other  man,  perhaps,  to  banish  poverty 
wherever  he  went ;  he  was,  therefore,  par- 
ticularly disqualified  from  judging  of  the 
state  of  the  general  body  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland.  When  those  hon.  Members 
talked  of  pausing,  he  begged  to  say,  that 
they  bad  been  paosing  for  the  last  200 
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years,  and  the  time  was  now  come  when  it 
was  indispensable  that  they  should  begin 
to  act. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Parliamentary  Reform  —  Bill 
FOR  England — Committee  —  Twen- 
tieth Day.]  Lord  Althorp  moved, 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  the  Reform  of  Parliament 
(England)  Bill  be  read. 

Mr.  Briscoe  wished  to  take  that  oppor* 
tunity  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether  the 
statement  which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  Journals,  that  his  Majesty*s  Go- 
yemment  had  scut  out  directions  to  the 
governor  of  Berbice,  and  to  the  other 
colonies  under  the  control  of  the  Crown, 
that  an  immediate  liberation  of  the  slaves 
should  take  place,  was  well  founded  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  though  he  had 
heard  nothing  before  of  the  circumstance, 
he  would  venture  at  once  to  say,  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  degree  of  truth  in 
such  a  statement. 

Sir  Francis  Blake  complained  that  his 
constituency  in  Berwick  -  upon  -  Tweed 
would  be  considerably  reduced  by  this 
Bill.  He  begged  to  give  notice,  therefore, 
that  he  should  move,  that  three  adjoining 
places  should  be  added  to  Berwick,  in 
order  to  makeup  for  the  diminution  which 
would  be  thus  effected  in  itsconstitueucv. 
That  opulent  and  ancient  borough  should 
be  compensated  for  the  loss  of  the  consti- 
tuency of  which  this  Bill  would  deprive  it, 
not  only  by  the  addition  of  all  its  own  lOZ. 
householders,  but  also  by  adding  to  its 
constituency  the  10/.  householders  of  the 
three  adjoining  places,  the  annexation  of 
which  to  it  it  was  his  intention  to  move 
hereafter. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis,  before  the  Com- 
mittee proceeded  with  schedule  F,  begged 
leave  to  propose,  as  an  amendment, ''  That 
the  part  of  the  parish  of  Presteigne  which 
is  situated  in  the  county  of  Hereford, should 
not  be  included  in  the  Bill."  This  change 
would  be  gratifying  to  the  individuals 
affected  by  it,  and  would  make  the  clause 
apply  exclusively  to  Wales,  which  he  con- 
sidered desirable. 

Lord  Althorp  had  no  particular  objec- 
tion to  the  amendment;  but  he  could  not 
see  why  that  part  of  the  parish  which  was 
iQ  Herefordshire,  should  not  be  included. 


Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  replied,  that  there 
was  no  portion  of  the  town  across  the 
border,  but  only  a  small  suburb,  contain- 
ing a  rural  population,  and  by  including; 
the  English  inhabitants  in  the  clause,  an  in- 
justice would  be  done  to  them.  They  had 
no  sympathy  nor  connexion  with  Wales; 
and  were  not  willing  to  surrender  their 
English  privileges,  by  becoming  voters  in 
the  Welsh  boroughs.  Until  very  recently, 
the  administration  of  justice  had  been 
very  different  in  the  two  countries,  and 
the  habits  and  manners  of  the  people  were 
not  assimilated.  The  system  of  contri- 
butory boroughs  was  also  exclusively  con- 
fined to  Wales,  and  it  would  be  unwise 
to  extend  it  to  any  portion  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Herefordshire. 

Lord  il/Morp  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  the  amendment,  as  the  population  of 
Presteigne,  included  in  Hereford,  was 
rural. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  that  in  the  coun- 
ties of  Pembroke  and  Denbigh  a  |;Teat 
part  of  the  rural  population  would  be  sub- 
tracted from  the  county  constituencies. 
Wrexham,  for  instance,  had  but  a  small 
town  population,  but  a  large  rural  popula- 
tion was  contained  within  the  limits  of  the 
parish  ;  it  would,  therefore,  be  extremely 
desirable  if  some  arrangement  could  be 
made  to  exclude  the  rural  population  from 
sharing  in  the  borough  elections.  That 
would  prevent  the  reduction  of  the  county 
constituencies,  which  were  by  no  meaos 
large  at  present. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  questions  '*  that  Amlwch,  Holy- 
head, and  Llangctri,  sharing  in  elecUoBS 
with  Beaumaris,  should  stand  part  of 
schedule  F ;" 

And  the  questions  ''  that  Aberystwith, 
Lampeter,  and  Adpar,  sharing  with  Car- 
digan,  Lanelly  sharing  with  Caermarthen, 
Pwllheli,  Newin,  Conway,  Bangor,  and 
Criccieth,  sharing  with  Caernarvon,  should 
stand  part  of  schedule  F,''  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  ''  that  Ruthen,  Hole, 
and  Wrexham,  sharing  with  D^enbigh, 
should  stand  part  of  schedule  F," 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  objected  to  includiag 
the  whole  parish  of  Wrexham,  which 
contained  above  11,000  inhabiUnti.  A 
great  proportion  of  the  population  of  this 
parish  was  rural,  and  he  should  be  sorry 
to  sec  so  large  a  number  subtracted  ftom 
the  county  constituency.  He  wiHiUi 
therefore  suggest  that  only  tbe  tow fOpa<» 
lation  shoukl  be  included,  end  tM  fe« 
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mainder  of  the  pariah  bek>ng  to  the 
county  conatitueocy. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waitkman  thougpht  the 
whole  parish  of  Wrexham  ought  to  be  in- 
cluded. It  was  true,  that  a  great  part  of 
the  population  did  not  reside  in  the  town, 
but  they  were  employed  in  the  coal  and 
iron  mines,  and  therefore  could  not  be 
consideied  rural. 

Sir  Watkiki  W,  Wynn  stated,  that  the 
parish  contained  11,087  inhabitants,  whilst 
the  town  population  did  not  exceed  4,795. 
He  suggested  as  an  amendment,  that  only 
the  townships  of  Wrexham  Regis  and 
Wrexham  Abbot,  should  be  included, 
which  would  leave  the  rural  population 
untouched. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  by  including 
the  rural  population  in  these  boroughs, 
they  would  prevent  the  freeholders  from 
exercising  their  elective  franchise  for  the 
county,  which  might  be  a  great  hardship 
upon  some  individuals. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  begged  to  be  permitted 
to  remark,  in  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  worthy  Aklerman,  that  although 
a  considerable  part  of  the  population  was 
employed,  as  he  had  stated,  in  the  coal 
and  iron  mines,  yet  they  would  not  yield 
a  large  portion  of  1 0/.  houses,  and  there 
was  also,  as  he  had  before  remarked,  a 
considerable  rural  population  independent 
of  these. 

Lord  Althorp  believed,  that  his  right 
hou.  friend  had  accurately  stated,  that  the 
townships  of  Wrexham  Regis  and  Wrex- 
ham Abbot  included  the  population  of  the 
town,  and  he  therefore  had  no  objection 
to  the  amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  Goulburnj  after  the  noble  Lord's 
consent  to  the  amendment,  wished  to  know 
what  was  intended  in  all  similar  cases  in 
which  places  in  Wales  were  to  share  in 
returning  Representatives.  When  the 
name  was  mentioned,  was  it  the  whole 
borough, or  only  the  town  that  was  meant  ? 
If  this  was  left  ambiguous,  to  be  settled 
hereafter  by  Commissioners,  he  confessed 
he  had  a  great  objection  to  it,  as  he  was 
jealous  that  any  unnecessary  power  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners ; 
and  he  was  particularly  anxious  that  they 
should  not  be  invested  with  power  to  do 
what  Parliament  itself  might  do  satisfac- 
torily. It  was  surely  competent  for  the 
House  to  decide  whether  they  meant  to 
unite  the  whole  population  of  the  contri- 
butory boroughS|Or  only  that  part  included 
ia  tl^e  tQwns« 


Lord  Althorp  said,  it  certainly  was  in- 
tended to  add  the  population  of  the  towns 
only,  and  not  a  rural  population ;  but 
difficulties  frequently  occurred,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware,  in  deter- 
mining the  limits  of  towns. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  "  thatRhyddlan,  Over- 
ton, Carivis,  Caergonly,  St.  Asaph,  Holy- 
well, and  Mold,  sharing  with  Flint,  should 
stand  part  of  schedule  F. 

Sir  Edward  Lloyd  begged  to  state,  that 
the  parish  of  Mold  had  a  population  of 
nearly  7,000,  a  large  proportion  of  which 
was  rural. 

Mr.  Goulburn  inquired  whether  it  was 
the  parish,  the  hundred  ,  or  the  town  of 
Mold,  the  first  of  which  contained  6,000 
the  second  10,000,  and  the  third  but 
1 ,000  inhabitants,  that  was  proposed  to 
be  included  ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  it  was  the  town; 
and  proposed  that  the  words  "  town  of" 
should  stand  before  Mold. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  suggested,  that  in 
every  instance  the  word  "  town"  should  be 
inserted  ;  and  it  might  afterwards  remain 
for  the  Commissioners  to  say  what  was  or 
was  not  within  the  limits  of  the  town. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  protested  against 
its  being  assumed  that  Commissioners 
were  already  appointed.  He  considered 
that  proposition  the  most  objectionable 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  should  give  it  his 
decided  opposition. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Stanley)  did  not  assume  that  the 
clause  appointing  Parliamentary  Commis- 
sioners was  agpreed  to.  He  merely  sug- 
gested that  the  word  **  town"  should  be 
used,  as  it  would  be  sufficient  to  show 
that  the  rural  population  was  not  meant 
to  be  included.  He  begged  to  move,  that 
the  words  "  parish  of"  be  inserted  before 
Holywell,  which  would  put  an  end  to  all 
doubt  to  that  case. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  next  question  was,  *'  that  LlandafF, 
Cowbridge,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  Aberdare, 
Llantrissent,  sharing  with  Cardiff,  Gla- 
morgan, stand  part  of  schedule  F." 

Colonel  Wood  said,  it  then  became  his 
duty  to  bring  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee  the  case  of  Merthyr  Tydvil. 
This  large  and  flourishing  town  was  situ- 
ated in  Glamorganshire,  and  it  was  sepa- 
rated by  a  mountain  brook  from  a  small 
hamlet  called  Coed-Cumnor.  The  hamlet 
bad  a  population  of  2,000  souls,  and  be 


1135    Parliamentary  Refonn—     {COMMONS}        BUlforEngltrnd—         1136 


hoped  the  Committee  would  consent  to 
step  over  the  brook,  and  uniting  the 
hamlet  and  the  town  together,  remove 
the  latter  from  schedule  F,  and  give  to 
them,  exclusive  of  all  participation,  the 
right  of  returning  a  Member  to  Parlia- 
ment. As  he  had  already  stated,  Merthyr 
Tydvil  was  in  the  county  of  Glamorgan, 
and  therefore  it  might  have  been  expected, 
if  that  place  had  a  just  or  reasonable  claim 
to  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  returning  a 
Member  to  that  House,  its  pretensions 
would  have  been  urged  by  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  in  which  it  was  situated, 
who  had,  however,  declined  to  undertake 
that  office.  He,  therefore,  had  undertaken 
to  bring  the  case  forward,  but  not  until 
that  hon.  Member  had  declined,  and 
he  made  the  Committee  acquainted  with 
this  circumstance,  lest  he  should  be  charged 
with  unnecessary  interference,  and  with 
intruding  into  the  office  of  another.  He 
must  also  state,  lest  it  should  be  at  once 
concluded  that  Merthyr  Tydvil  had  no  just 
claims  to  the  distinction  it  applied  for, 
that,  as  he  understood  the  matter,  the 
hon.  member  for  Glamorganshire  had  not 
objected  to  bring  the  case  forward,  on  the 
ground  that  a  member  for  Merthyr  was 
unnecessary,  but  on  the  ground  that  an 
understanding  had  been  come  to  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill,  that  they  would  not 
propose  any  amendment  in  it  whatever. 
This  certainly  showed  good  generalship  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  noble 
Lord's  forces  were  well  drilled;  but  he 
could  hardly  suppose,  that  every  amend- 
ment was  to  be  rejected  merely  because  it 
was  an  amendment,  and  without  reference 
to  its  justice  and  its  merits.  If  he  was 
correct  in  this  supposition,  he  could  assure 
independent  Members,  that  Merthyr  Tydvil 
would  be  found  to  present  a  case  on  which 
they  might  shew  their  independence,  for  it 
was  well  worthy  of  their  support.  Mer- 
thyr Tydvil  was  entitled  to  a  Representa- 
tive upon  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  and 
by  acceding  to  the  alteration  he  should 
propose  in  the  schedule,  hon.  Members 
would  neither  infringe  upon  those  princi- 
ples, nor  throw  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  not  make  any  comparison  between 
Merthyr  and  other  places ;  to  do  so  might 
be  considered  invidious  and  unfair;  but 
be  would  let  the  case  stand  on  its  own 
merits,  and  leave  the  Committee  to  deal 
with  it.  By  the  census  of  1821 — not 
1831— there  were  in  Merthyr  Tydvil  and 


the  adjacent  hamlet  of  Coed-Cnmnor 
19,025  souls.  That  was  the  amount  of 
population  in  1821  in  this  great  commer- 
cial place  i  and  he  begged  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  remember  in  how  many  instances 
it  had  already  granted  to  new  places  a 
Member  where  the  population  was  ooosi- 
derably  less.  In  no  less  than  twelve  of 
the  new  places  to  which  the  right  of  retom- 
ing  a  Member  had  been  given,  was  the 
population  less  in  amonnt  than  that  of 
Merthyr.  Macclesfield  had  a  population 
only  of  17,746,  Warrington  a  population 
of  16,698  ;  South  Shields  a  population  of 
1 6,303  ;  Kidderminster  a  population  of 
15,396;  Rochdalea  population  of  13^903; 
Cheltenham  a  population  of  13,500;  Hod- 
dersfield  a  population  of  12,434 ;  Frome, 
Walsall,  and  Gateshead,  had  each  a  po- 
pulation under  12,000,  and  Kendal  had 
a  population  of  8,984.  Nor  was  that  all ; 
for,  on  looking  at  the  counties  in  which 
those  places  were  situated,  he  found,  that 
they  were  much  more  numerously  repre- 
sented, in  proportion  to  their  population, 
than  Glamorganshire  was.  He  therefore 
hoped  he  should  hear  nothing  about  an 
undue  number  of  Representatives  being 
asked  for  on  account  of  Glamorganshire* 
Then  with  respect  to  10/.  houses.  There 
were  at  present  in  Merthyr  alone,  680  10/. 
houses.  Perhaps  he  should  be  told,  that 
under  the  Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood,  the 
county  of  Glamorgan  would  receive  two 
additional  Members,  one  for  the  county 
and  one  for  Swansea.  But  the  Committee 
must  see,  that  from  the  annexation  of  Mer- 
thyr Tydvil  to  Cardiff,  the  former  town 
would  have  no  share  in  the  county  Repre- 
sentation. Therefore,  with  respect  to  the 
county  Representation,  no  argument  could 
be  raised  against  Merthyr.  He  then  came 
to  Swansea.  Would  Merthyr  be  repre- 
sented through  Swansea  ?  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  it  would  not. 
The  two  places  were  completely  separated 
and  distinct  in  every  respect.  Merthyr 
Tydvil  was  situated  at  the  head  of  a  yalley, 
and  between  it  and  Swansea  there  was  a 
high  range  of  mountains.  Over  those 
mountains  there  was  a  mountain  roadr* 
not  a  very  good  one — but  as  to  an^  com- 
mercial communication  or  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  places,  there  was  no  such 
thing.  The  Member  given  to  Swansea, 
therefore,  must  be  considered  as  a  parely 
local  one,  as  far  as  the  particnUr  inleiesU 
of  Merthyr  were  concerned.  He  had  thos 
disposed  of  three  of  the  Menb^t  lobQ 
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returned  by  the  whole  of  the  county,  and 
he  then  came  to  the  fourth,  Cardiff, 
which,  with  certain  contributory  boroughs, 
was  to  return  a  Member.  The  other 
night  a  Member  had  been  given  to  De- 
vonport,  and  the  reason  assigned  for  not 
uniting  that  town  to  Plymouth  was,  that 
the  population  of  Devon  port  would  swamp 
the  population  of  Plymouth,  and  thereby 
place  that  ancient  and  respectable  town 
under  the  influence  of  Devonport.  That 
was  the  argument  used  the  other  night  by 
the  Government,  and  he  entreated  that  it 
might  now  be  borne  in  mind.  In  Ply- 
mouth and  Devonport  there  was  a  com- 
munity of  interests,  but  in  Cardiff*  and 
Merthyr  there  was  no  such  thing  ;  on  the 
contrary,  there  was  a  clashing  of  interests. 
There  was  no  bond  of  union  whatever  be- 
tween the  two  places,  and  they  were 
twenty-five  miles  distant  from  each  other. 
Then  as  far  as  the  four  Members  already 
proposed  to  be  given  to  Glamorganshire 
went,  he  thought  they  furnished  no  argu- 
ment against  the  claims  of  Merthyr  Tvdvil. 
Merthyr  wasjdifferently  circumstanced  from 
every  other  place  in  Wales,  and  was  not 
titted  for  a  contributory  borough.  It  was, 
strictly  speaking,  a  commercial  town,  and 
had  a  manufacturing  population ;  while 
the  other  towns,  the  contributory  towns, 
had  for  the  most  part  a  rural  popula- 
tion. Indeed,  so  peculiarly  circumstanced 
was  Merthyr,  that  it  would  be  better 
for  it  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
returning  a  Member,  unless  it  was  al- 
lowed to  return  one  exclusively.  Cardiff 
and  the  other  places  named  in  the  Bill 
would  act  as  so  many  ties  upon  Merthyr, 
without  being  able  to  subdue  its  strength. 
They  would  irritate  it  without  destroying 
its  influence.  If  united  with  those  places 
it  would  have  a  decided  pre[X)nderancc, 
and  the  consequence  would  be,  annoyance 
and  discontent  to  all  the  parties  con- 
cerned. Then  had  Merthyr  Tydvil  ex- 
perienced any  inconveniences  from  not 
having  a  direct  Representative  ?  It  cer- 
tainly had  ;  and  he  would  state  an  occur- 
rence in  support  of  that  assertion.  One 
instance  was  as  good  as  a  hundn^d. 
About  two  or  three  years  ago,  tfrniti  par- 
ties in  Cardiff*  came  to  Parliament  for  a 
Bill  for  a  new  canal  from  Merthvr  to 
Cardiff.  The  new  canal  was  to  ran  unMly 
parallel  with  the  old  one,  \mi  it  wnn  Ut 
have  several  advantages,  as  a  l^etter  sea- 
mouth,  and  some  other  things ;    but  in 

these  advantagei  the  partkf  fron  Cardiff 


refused  to  allow  the  old  canal  in  any  way 
to  participate.  The  hon.  member  for 
Cardiff*  very  naturally  and  very  properly 
advocated  the  interests  of  his  constituents. 
The  hon.  member  for  the  county  was  in 
the  Chair  of  the  Committee  to  which  the 
motion  was  referred,  and  that  hon.  Mem* 
her  was  therefore  neutral,  and  conse- 
quently, the  interests  of  Merthyr  were  left 
without  any  necessarily  active  protector. 
The  Committee  was  a  large  one,  and  on 
a  division  there  were  twenty-two  in  favour 
of  Cardiff*,  and  four  only  in  favour  of 
Merthyr.  The  four,  however,  laboured 
for  a  fortnight,  and  a(  length  succeeded 
in  effecting  a  compromise  by  which  all  par- 
ties were  satisffed.  If,  however,  those 
four  Members  had  happened  to  have  been 
at  the  time  occupied  with  business  relat- 
ing to  their  own  counties,  they  would  not 
have  been  able  to  have  attended  to  the 
just  interests  of  Merthyr,  which,  conse- 
quently, would  have  been  sacrificed.  That 
case  was  a  strong  proof,  that  |  Merthyr 
did  require  a  Representative  for  the  pro- 
tection of  its  interests.  He  had  brought 
the  claims  of  Merthyr  Tydvil  forward,  not 
with  a  view  of  injuring  the  Bill,  bat  with 
a  desire  to  render  it  as  perfect  as  possible. 
There  was  only  one  other  point  to  which 
he  wished  to  allude.  He  hoped  he  shoold 
not  be  told,  that  if  the  Committee  gave  a 
Member  to  Merthyr  Tydvil,  by  doing  so 
it  would  derange  the  just  proportion  of 
Memlxirs  established  Ijctween  the  agri- 
cultural and  the  manufacturing  interests. 
He  was  quite  sure  those  great  interests 
were,  in  truth,  identified,  and  if  he  wanted 
to  offer  the  strongest  proof  jiossiblc  that 
that  was  the  case,  he  should  refer  to  the 
fact,  that  if  Merthyr  languishe^i,  the  agri- 
cultural interests  for  forty  mlh;s  round  it 
was  \n  the  same  condition  ;  whil<;,  if  Mer- 
thyr HouriKhed,  and  had  full  Aniploymirnt, 
the  agricultural  \nU:t<t%i  for  iUn  same  dis- 
tance exhibiupd  yroiwtfiiy  and  joy.  tjti 
not,  then,  any  invioious  com|#arifton  \m 
mined,  but  Utt  U/tli  the  great  inUsrmU 
conc<rrned  kliake  hands,  and,  by  %Mu^  n 
Memli^r  Uj  Shrrihyr  Tvdvil,  ttH'tr  a  nnudf- 
cal  proof  of  tlMrir  ^y/ffiality  l/>WM»ds  «a/'h 
other,  an/1  of  ikt^/u  dnure  Uf  msm  ea/'li  #Hti«r 
pr^/sp^rous.  7h<r  i/Un  ha  liff^i^md  Ui 
piirMi':  wa«  ihu  :-  lU-  ttttn^ni  Up  fuo¥»,  In 
the  first  irista/i/'>;,  that  M^-rlhvr  Tydvil 
should  U  l«ft  'jftit  of  sf  h'-dtil"  Vi  umtf  tt 
that  anurfi^ffMTfit  w^jn  uiUf\fi*it\,  as  tm 
hope/1  it  wtjttUi  U,  U  slfould  at  th<t  ^tt'tp^ 

tiOM  tA(rf«  urn  M  aiiMw4u>«tit  u|k^m  ik§ 
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was  nuid,  be  swauj|:>cd  by  the  superior 
po|>uiatiori  of  Merthyr,  he  mubt  reply, 
that  t.lj(:  \}tjTOtij^h  with  which  it  wai»  here- 
tofore abftociatedy  had  a  larger  prorx^rtion 
of  voU'.n,  under  the  profKwed  regulatioiiSy 
tliaii  Merthyr  would  have  for  Cardiff'; 
tlie  other  placffs  had  18,76.5  inhabitants, 
and  Merthyr  Tydvil  but  17,704  :  vj  th?it 
the  town  of  Cardiff' would  losf;  nothing  in 
thi»  refl[ie<:t  by  the  change,  while,  geoj^ra- 
phically  speaking,  it  was  much  more  in- 
timately conneoted  with  Merthyr,  by  ex- 
cellent roads,  canals,  and  continual  inter- 
course, than  with  the  other  towns.  Swan- 
sea was  at  a  greater  distance,  and  sepa- 
rated from  it,  l>otii  by  the  nainre  of  the 
country,  and  by  diviKion  of  interests.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Members  connected 
with  (jlamorganshirc  preferred  the  pre- 
sent arrangement,  and  wished  to  have 
Cardiff',  SwanH«?a,  and  the  other  places  to 
continue  united,  and  give  Merthyr  a  sepa- 
rate Mcmlx^r,  he  apprehended  the  House 

ection  to  the  arrangc- 
d  maintain  there  were 


would  have  no  ob 
nient ;  but  he  wou 


no  just  grounds  for  giving  a  fifth  Member 
to  (Glamorganshire,  whi(!h  was  the  object 
those  Gentlemen  had  in  view.  As  he 
understood  that  the  pro|X)sed  distribution 
would  be  more  agreeable  to  the  wishes 
and  interests  of  the  country  at  large,  than 
an  arrangement  which  would  give  one' 
Member  to  Merthyr,  and  leave  Cardiff 
joined  to  Swansea,  this  was  an  additional 
reason  in  favour  of  the  measure.  For  his 
port,  therefore,  ho  should  support  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Bill. 

Sir  iivortjv  Murray  dissented  from  the 
oliservutiun  of  the  nobh^  Lord  opposite  (the 
C'hancellorofthe  Kxrhc(|uer),  thatClainor- 
gaushire  was  well  off'  for  Keprescutatives 
lis  compared  with  the  other  counties  of 
the  principality,  lie  confessed  he  saw 
no  reason  why  one  rule,  or  principle,  of 
Representation ,  should  be  applied  to 
Wales,  and  another  to  England,  or  why 
the  Representation  of  Ireland  or  Scot- 
land should  be  placed  upon  a  different 
footing  from  that  of  the  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  He  conceived, 
that  when  they  were  altering  the  Consti- 
tution, every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
had  a  just  claim  to  a  full  and  equal  share 
in  the  Representation. 

Mr.   Alderman    IFborf  would   vote  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  being  left  out  of  the  pre- 
sent schedule,  for  the  pun  another 
jiage  of  the  Bill,  of  pro-  le-  | 
pendent  Repretentation 


it.  A  great  manufactariof  pboe  so  popu- 
lous should  not  be  left  witfaoat  a  Repre- 
tf'inlalive  of  its  own. 

Mr.  Stephenson  said,  he  was  called 
upon  in  consequence  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
illuFtrating  their  opposition  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill  by  references  to  the  coootj  of 
Durham ;  but  he  wished  to  enlarge  their 
view  by  comparing  Glamorganshire  with 
it,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to  prove, 
these  two  counties  would  receive  Dearly  an 
equal  share  of  Representation  from  thepro- 
posed  measure.  The  population  of  Dur- 
ham, in  1821,  exceeded  200,000:  so  that 
each  preMnt  Member  represented  about 
50,000  constituents;  such  also  was  the 
case  with  Glamorganshire,  with  its  two 
Members,  and  100,000  inhabitants.  By 
the  proposed  Reform,  six  Members  would 
be  added  to  Durham,  and  two  to  Gla- 
morgan, thereby  giving  to  the  fonner, 
one  to  every  20,000,  and  to  the  latter 
one  for  about  25,000  constituents. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  he  was  the 
only  Member  who  possessed  140,000  con- 
stituents. 

l^rd  ^t7^onobserved,thehon.  Baronet  had 
not  said  by  how  many  of  the  140,000  he 
was  elected.  The  voters  for  all  that  mass 
of  population  did  not  exceed,  he  believed, 
100. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Durham  had  answered  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  him, 
by  proving  that  Glamorganshire  was  to 
have  one  member  to  25,000  inhabitants, 
while  Durham  was  to  have  one  for  every 
20,000 ;  and  this  he  called  enlarging  their 
views,  and  proving,  that  equal  benefits  had 
been  dealt  to  each,  while  it  was  clear,  from 
his  own  statement,  that  Durham  was  to 
receive  greater  advantages  than  Glamor- 
ganshire. 

Mr.  Stanley^  in  reply  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, must  state,  that  in  the  south  of 
England,  taking  the  line  drawn  by  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Tanurorth,  the 
proportion  of  Members  ^  x  one  to 
20,000  inhabitants,  while  .  gfCh  die 

proportion  was  one  to  25,(^  ^  V 

Colonel  Wood  said,  the  \'€t 

Members  to  inhabitants  \m 

one  to  30,000,  and  this  V 

the  right  hon.  gentleman  — •  j 

his  motion. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham      1, 
ments  by  which  the  memo 
were  returned,  were  made  bj 
He  apprehended   that  g 
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0U8  of  supporting  the  general  principles  of 
the  Bill,  he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  Talbot  was  also  of  the  same  opinion, 
for  he  considered  the  case  made  out  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  so  strong,  that  he  should 
certainly  vote  in  its  favour. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord,  the  framer  of  the  Bill,  had 
any  regard  to  his  own  principle  of  popu- 
lation, he  would  not  refuse  a  Member  to 
a  place  containing  nearly  17,000  inhabit- 
ants, at  the  same  time  that  he  left  two 
Representatives  to  other  places,  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  4,000  inhabitants. 
The  place  had  petitioned  against  the  pro- 
posea  course,  as  partial  and  unjust,  and 
he  thought  it  had  made  out  a  case  which 
entitled  it  to  a  Representative.  He  could 
not  but  feel,  that  nothing  was  more  unfair 
than  to  annex  to  Cardiff  Merthyr  Tydvil, 
a  town  which  lay  at  the  distance  of  twenty- 
five  miles  from  it,  and  which  would  com- 
pletely sluice  it,  while  Gateshead,  though 
so  near  Newcastle,  was  not  annexed  to 
that  place.  He  hoped  the  Grovemment 
would  pay  some  attention  to  the  petitions 
which  had  been  presented  upon  this  sub- 
ject, especially  when  it  was  recollected, 
that  the  population  of  Merthyr  Tydvil 
amounted,  in  1821,  to  17,000,  and  was 
now  no  less  than  28,000,  while  Gates- 
head had,  in  1821 ,  a  population  of  1 1,667, 
and  at  the  last  census  14,931  only.  Con- 
sidering all  these  circumstances,  and  that 
Cardiff  had  also  made  out  a  strong  case, 
the  prayers  of  both  places  ought  to  be  at- 
tended to. 

Mr.  Croker  was  particularly  at  a  loss 
to  understand  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Ministers,  and  he  requested  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  refused  to  add  the  manu- 
facturing town  of  Wednesbury,  with  6,000 
inhabitants  to  Walsall,  to  assign  some  rea- 
son for  joining  Merthyr  Tydvil  to  Cardiff, 
which  were  twenty-five  miles  apart. 

Mr.  W.A.  WilliamssM, thdithe  should 
be  most  unwilling  to  delay  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  but  as  a  representation  for  the 
county  of  Monmouth  in  which  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  mining  district  of  South  Wales, 
was  situated,  he  felt  it  a  duty  to  support 
the  Motion.  He  considered  the  mining 
districts  of  South  Wales  not  fairly  Repre- 
sented, as  compared  with  the  same  inter- 
ests in  Staffordshire.  He  fully  agreed 
in  the  propriety  of  the  amendment  to  give 
to  Merthyr  Tydvil  a  separate  Represent- 
ative, to  which,  from  its  popaUUoDi  and 


manufacturing  importance,  it  was  fully 
entitled.  It  contained  '700  10/.  houses. 
It  would  have  been  better  to  have  left  the 
Glamorganshire  boroughs,  alone,  and  «pp- 
ported  the  mining  interests  by  a  wpa- 
rate  Member  for  Merthyr  and  Aberdare. 

Mr.  John  Stanley  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  Glamorganshire,  taking  its  po- 
pulation into  consideration,  had  any  reason 
whatever  to  complain  of  not  receiving  its 
proper  share  in  the  distribution  of  Mem- 
bers. In  obtaining  four,  it  had  one 
in  proportion  to  every  25,000  inhabitants, 
while  Carmarthen  had  only  one  to  45,000 ; 
Denbigh  one  to  38,o60;  Montgomery,  one 
to30,000 ;  Carnarvon,  one  to  29,000;  Car- 
digan,  one  to  28,000;  FUnt,  one  to 
27,000;  and  Merioneth,  one  to  34,000. 
In  short,  there  were  only  four  counties  in 
Wales  which  had  more  Members  in  pro- 
portion to  their  population.  Again,  in  the 
great  manufacturing  northern  English 
counties,  Lancashire  had  one  to  47,000 ; 
Derbyshire,  one  to  35,000 ;  Cheshire,  one 
to  33,000 ;  and  Yorkshire,  one  to  38,000 ; 
and  even  the  favoured  county  of  Stafford 
had  one  only  to  22,000.  In  regard,  then, 
to  the  population  of  Glamorganshire,  it 
had  an  ample  share  of  Representation, 
and  had  Merthyr  Tydvil  been  situated  in 
any  other  part  of  the  empire,  he  should 
have  been  most  ready  to  concede  its 
claims.  But  Government  having  in  no 
case  departed  from  the  ancient  practice 
of  Wales,  as  established  by  Henry  8th,  he 
saw  no  reason  to  deviate  from  it  in  this  in- 
stance alone.  There  were  several  towns 
in  Scotland,  as  large,  or  larger,  than  Tyd- 
vil, which  continued  to  form  a  portion  of 
the  district  of  boroughs  in  which  they  were 
originally  placed,  and  he  had  heard  no 
complaint  from  them.  If  they  did  com- 
plain, it  would  be  prudent  to  listen,  for  if 
this  was  granted,  no  objection  could  be 
reasonably  made  to  their  demands.  As 
far  as  regarded  the  distance  at  which  the 
contributory  places  were  from  each  oCher^ 
the  argument  was  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posed arrangement,  for  Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil and  Cardiff  were  more  closely  con- 
nected, and  nearer  to  each  other  by  five 
miles,  than  were  Cardiff  and  Swansea, 
which  had  been  hitherto  joined.  He  be- 
lieved they  were  about  twenty-five  miles 
apart,  and  that  was  rather  less  than  the 
average  distance,  at  which  the  cootriba- 
tory  boroughs  were  placed  from  each  other 
in  Wales.  In  considering  this  case  as  a 
hardship  upon  Cardiff,  which  wouldt  >t 
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was  said^  be  swamped  by  the  superior 
population  of  Merthyr,  he  must  reply, 
that  the  borough  with  which  it  was  here- 
tofore associated,  had  a  larger  proportion 
of  voters,  under  the  proposed  regulations, 
than  Merthyr  would  have  for  Cardiff; 
the  other  places  had  18,765  inhabitants, 
and  Merthyr  Tydvil  but  J  7,704  :  so  that 
the  town  of  Cardiff  would  lose  nothing  in 
this  respect  by  the  change,  while,  geogra- 
phically speaking,  it  was  much  more  in- 
timately connected  with  Merthyr,  by  ex- 
cellent roads,  canals,  and  continual  inter- 
course, than  with  the  other  towns.  Swan- 
sea was  at  a  greater  distance,  and  sepa- 
rated from  it,  both  by  the  naiare  of  the 
country,  and  by  division  of  interests.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Members  connected 
with  Glamorganshire  preferred  the  pre- 
sent arrangement,  and  wished  to  have 
Cardiff,  Swansea,  and  the  other  places  to 
continue  united,  and  give  Merthyr  a  sepa- 
rate Member,  he  apprehended  the  House 
would  have  no  objection  to  the  arrange- 
ment ;  but  he  would  maintain  there  were 
no  just  grounds  for  giving  a  fifth  Member 
to  Glamorganshire,  which  was  the  object 
those  Gentlemen  had  in  view.  As  he 
understood  that  the  proposed  distribution 
would  be  more  agreeable  to  the  wishes 
and  interests  of  the  country  at  large,  than 
an  arrangement  which  would  give  one' 
Member  to  Merthyr,  and  leave  Cardiff 
joined  to  Swansea,  this  was  an  additional 
reason  in  favour  of  the  measure.  For  his 
part,  therefore,  he  should  support  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Bill. 

Sir  George  Murray  dissented  from  the 
observation  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  that  Glamor- 
ganshire was  well  off  for  Representatives 
as  compared  with  the  other  counties  of 
the  principality.  He  confessed  he  saw 
no  reason  why  one  rule,  or  principle,  of 
Representation,  should  be  applied  to 
Wales,  and  another  to  England,  or  why 
the  Representation  of  Ireland  or  Scot- 
land should  be  placed  upon  a  different 
footing  from  that  of  the  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  He  conceived, 
that  when  they  were  altering  the  Consti- 
tution, every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
had  a  just  claim  to  a  full  and  equal  share 
in  the  Representation. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  would  vote  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  being  left  out  of  the  pre* 
•ent  schedule,  for  the  purpose,  at  another 
stage  of  the  Bill,  of  proposing  that  inde- 
pendent Representation  be  conferred  upon 


it.  A  great  manufacturing  place  so  popu- 
lous should  not  be  left  without  a  Repre- 
sentative of  its  own. 

Mr.  Stephenson  said,  he  was  called 
upon  in  consequence  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
illustrating  their  opposition  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill  by  references  to  the  county  of 
Durham ;  but  he  wished  to  enlarge  their 
view  by  companng  Glamorganshire  with 
it,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to  prore, 
these  two  counties  would  receive  nearly  an 
equal  share  of  Representation  from  thepro- 
posed  measure.  The  population  of  Dur- 
ham, in  1821,  exceeded  200,000:  so  that 
each  present  Member  represented  about 
50,000  constituents;  such  also  was  the 
case  with  Glamorganshire,  with  its  two 
Members,  and  100,000  inhabitants.  By 
the  proposed  Reform,  six  Members  would 
be  added  to  Durham,  and  two  to  Gla- 
morgan, thereby  giving  to  the  former, 
one  to  every  20,000,  and  to  the  latter 
one  for  about  25,000  constituents. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  he  was  the 
only  Member  who  possessed  140,000  con- 
stituents. 

Lord  ^t//onobserved,thehon.  Baronet  had 
not  said  by  how  many  of  the  140,000  he 
was  elected.  The  voters  for  all  that  mass 
of  population  did  not  exceed,  he  believed, 
100. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  hon.  member  for 
Durham  had  answered  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  him, 
by  proving  that  Glamorganshire  was  to 
have  one  member  to  25,000  inhabitants, 
while  Durham  was  to  have  one  for  every 
20,000;  and  this  he  called  enlarging^  their 
views,  and  proving,  that  equal  benefits  had 
been  dealt  to  each,  while  it  was  clear,  from 
his  own  statement,  that  Durham  was  to 
receive  greater  advantages  than  Glamor- 
ganshire. 

Mr.  Stanley,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, must  state,  that  in  the  south  of 
England,  taking  the  line  drawn  by  the 
right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth,  the 
proportion  of  Members  was  as  one  to 
20,000  inhabitants,  while  in  the  north  the 
proportion  was  one  to  25,000. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  the  proportion  of 
Members  to  inhabitants  in  Wales,  was 
one  to  30,000,  and  this  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  was  in  favour  of 
his  motion. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  the  -arniDge- 
ments  by  which  the  members  for  Scotland 
were  returned,  were  made  by  Lord-SoBers. 
He  apprehended   that  great  man  waa 
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somewhat  better  qualified  to  draw  up  the 
scheme  of  a  constitution  than  those  who 
were  now  about  to  alter  his  work. 

Sir  George  Murray  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  member  for  North- 
amptonshire (Lord  Milton)  to  the  fact  that 
the  Bill  went  to  alter  the  constituency,  and 
not  to  increase  the  number  of  Members. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  surely  forgotten,  that  those  who 
voted  for.  General  Gascoyne's  motion,  re- 
fused to  increase  the  number  of  members 
for  Scotland. 

Sir  George  Murray. — General  Gas- 
coyne's motion  was  to  the  effect,  that  the 
English  Members  should  not  be  diminish- 
ed. The  addition  of  five  new  Members 
which  the  Bill  gave  was  not  equal  to  what 
Scotland  deserved. 

Mr.  James  L,  Knight  said,  that  as  far 
as  he  knew  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
of  Glamorgan,  they  would  be  glad  to  re- 
ceive the  boon  intended  for  them  without 
the  change  which  had  been  made.  The 
people  of  Glamorgan  had  never  felt  the 
inconvenience  of  the  present  system. 
They  said, "  Why  not  leave  us  as  we  are?" 
They  had  rather  Cardiff  and  Swansea 
should  remain  together  than  that  they 
should  be  associated  in  a  new  manner  and 
with  new  interests.  If  Merthyr  Tydvil 
was  left  without  a  representative,  it  would 
be  a  disgrace  to  the  Bill,  but  it  should  be 
a  separate  borough,  united  to  Aberdare. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  to  joining 
Merthyr  Tydvil  and  Aberdare,  he  owned 
there  was  some  reason  in  the  proposal, 
and  he  should  be  prepared  to  consider  it 
in  a  future  stage,  and  if  there  was  no 
objection,  to  adopt  it ;  but  he  could  not 
agree  to  it  at  present,  without  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  Croker  hoped,  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  reserved  to  himself  the  power  of 
amending  the  Bill  in  this  point,  he  would 
not  be  angry  if  they  should  vote  in  favour 
of  the  question,  which  the  noble  Lord 
mi^ht  now  negative,  but  which  he  would 
ultimately  support. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
question  ;  Ayes,  164 ;  Noes,  123 — Ma- 
jority 41. 

List  of  the  At£s. 


Adam,  Admiral  C. 
Adeane,  H.  J. 
Althorp,  Viscount 
Baillie,  J.  E. 
Baring,  Sir  T. 
Benett,  J. 


Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  Captain 
Blackney,  W. 
Blake,  Sir  F. 
Blamire,  W. 
Blunti  SirC. 


Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bouverie,  Hon.  D.  P. 
Bouverie,  Hon.P.  P. 
Boyle,  Hon.  J. 
Brayen, T. 
Brougham,  W. 
Brown,  J.  D. 
Browne,  "D. 
Brownlow,  C. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Burke,  Sir  J . 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Burton,  H. 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Cockerell,  SirC. 
Crampton,  P.  C. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Cradock,  Col. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dawson,  A. 
Denman,  Sir  T. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,*C. 
Dundas,  Hon.  Sir  R.L. 
Dundas,  Hon.  J.  C. 
East,  J.  BuUer 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Ellice,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergusson,  Sir  R. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  J. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  R. 
Grant,  Right  Hon.  C. 
Gumey,  R.  H. 
Handley,  W.  F. 
Harcourt,  G.  V. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Heathcote,  Sir  G. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hey  wood,  B. 
Hill,  Lord  G.  A. 
Hobhouse,  J.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  J. 
Horne,  Sir  W. 
Hort,  Sir  W. 
Host,  Sir  J. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  J. 
Jame8>  W. 

Jemingham,Hn.  H.Y. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnston^  J.  J.  H. 


King,  £.  B. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knox,  Hon.  Col. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lamb,  Hon.  G. 
Lambert,  H. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  J.  G. 
Littleton,  E.  J. 
Lloyd,  Sir  E.  P. 
Loch,  J. 
Maberly,  Col. 
Macnamara,  W. 
Mackenzie,  Sir  P. 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijorihanks,  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Mayhew,  W. 
Maule,  Hon.  W.  R. 
Milbank,  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Milton,  Viscount 
Moreton,Hon.H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  E.  M.  L. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Noel,  Sir  G. 
Norton,  C.  F. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Grady,  Hon.  S. 
Ord,  W. 

Osborne,  Lord  F.  G. 
Offley,  F.  C. 
Oxmantown,  Lord 
Paget,  T. 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Payne,  Sir  P. 
Peudarves,  E.  W. 
Penlease,  J.  S. 
Pepys,  C  C. 
Petit,  L.  H. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philipps,  Sir  R. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Portman,  E.  B. 
Power,  R. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
RamsbottotD,  J. 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  S. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rider,  T. 
Robinson,  Sir  G. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Ross,  H. 
Rumbold,C.C. 
Russell,  W. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J. 

Stanhope,  Hon.  Capt. 
Stanhope,  Capt. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
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supposed  to  be  made  ftom  cftuses  flowing 
from  the  late  elections.  To  tbat  asiertkm 
he  opposed  a  plain  denial.    It  probably 


Waithman,  Aid. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Warburton,  H. 
Watson,  Hon.  R. 
"VVestenra,  Hon.  H. 
Weyland,  Major 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  Sir  J.  II. 
Williamson,  Sir  II. 
Wood,  J. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrotlesley,  Sir  J. 
Wyse,  T. 


Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  £. 
Staunton,  Sir  G. 
Stephenson,  H.  F. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stewart,  E. 
Stnitt,  E. 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  C. 
Tennyson,  C. 
Tomes,  .T. 
Villiers,  T.  H. 
Vincent,  Sir  F. 
Venables,  Aid. 
Vernon,  Hon.  G.  J. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 

The  question  that  ''  Llanidloes,  Welsh 
Pool,  Machynleth,  Llanfyhing,  and  New- 
town, sharing  with  Montffomery,  stand 
part  of  schedule  F,*'  ag:reea  to. 

On  the  question  that  '*  Narbeth,  St. 
David's,  Fishguard  sharing  with  Haver- 
fordwest, stand  part  of  schedule  F.*' 

Mr.  Ooulbum  begged  to  inquire  why 
the  present  changes  contained  in  the  mo- 
tion were  to  take  place.  In  the  first  edi- 
tion of  the  Bill,  Carmarthen  and  St. 
David's  were  united ;  in  the  second  edi- 
tion there  was  another  alteration,  but 
now  they  had  Milford  Haven  added  to 
Pembroke.  It  had  been  supposed  that 
the  changes  had  some  connexion  with 
local  influence,  and  election  transactions 
in  that  quarter.  If  these  boroughs  pos- 
sessed a  large  population,  that  was  as 
well  known  at  first  as  now.  He  was 
unwilling  to  believe  partial  motives  had 
been  the  cause  of  the  alterations,  but 
there  were  circumstances  which  had  given 
rise  to  such  an  opinion.  The  noble  Lord 
was  undoubtedly  aware  that  gentlemen 
who  were  the  rival  candidates  at  the  late 
election,  possessed  large  property  in  the 
towns  of  Pembroke  and  Milford.  It  must 
also  be  observed  that  the  effect  of  throw- 
ing Milford  with  a  population  of  2,500 
into  the  district  of  Pembroke,  would  be 
to  bring  the  same  interests  into  collision, 
and  that  until  the  late  contest,  the  present 
intended  junction  was  not  thought  of. 
He  merely  stated  the  observations  that  he 
had  heard  made,  end  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  enabled  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory explanation. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  grounds  for 
making  the  proposed  changes  were,  local 
situation,  and  to  equalize  the  constitu- 
encies. The  extent  of  population  in  the 
various  places  was  of  course  known  when 
the  draft  of  the  first  Bill  was  prepared. 
The  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
was,    that   these  alterations  had    been 


would  have  been  better,  had  thej  more  fully 
considered  these  local  peculianties,  before 
the  first  Bill  had  been  introduced,  but  he 
declared  they  had  not  acted  from  any  par- 
tial motives  whatever. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  "  Tenby,  Wiston, 
and  Milford  Haven,  sharing  with  Pem- 
broke, stand  part  of  schedule  F/' 

Sir  John  Owen  said,  that  Pembroke, 
Tenby  and  Wiston,  were  previously  united, 
and  as  the  number  of  10/.  houses  in  Ten- 
by and  Pembroke,  alone  exceeded  500, 
there  was  no  occasion  to  go  elsewhere  for 
a  constituency.  He  knew  that  an  opiDioa 
had  prevailed  in  Pembroke,  that  the  ex- 
change had  been  produced  by  erents  at  the 
recent  election. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  number  of  10/. 
houses  in  Tenby  and  Pembroke,  was  itself 
a  sufficient  reply  to  the  insinuation,  that 
the  charge  had  been  made  on  the  grounds 
asserted,  as  any  influence  that  could  be 
brought  from  Milford  could  not  possibly 
out-vote  these.  Besides,  as  all  the  present 
bur^sses  were  to  retain  their  votes,  Mil- 
ford could  have  very  little  influence. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  that  Milford  Haten 
was  merely  the  harbour  of  Milford ;  he 
therefore  bep;ged  to  suggest,  whether  the 
town  of  Milford  should  not  rather  be  in- 
serted than  Milford  Haven,  for,  as  the 
clause  at  present  stood,  a  place  where  no 
house  could  by  possibility  exist,  had  the 
rights  of  a  borough,  while  the  real  town 
was  excluded. 

The  amendment,  that  the  word  ''Haven" 
be  omitted,  and  that  the  words  "town 
of,"  stand  before  Milford  in  the  clause, 
agreed  to. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  it  appear- 
ed the  noble  Lordf  fully  understood,  that 
Milford  was  the  property  of  one  indi- 
vidual, and  it  now  appeared  the  clause 
had  been  altered  since  the  person  in  ques- 
tion tried  his  strength  at  a  contested 
election  :  it  had,  therefore,  an  awkward 
appearance,  that  the  present  clause  was 
not  in  the  first  and  second  editions  of  the 
Bill.  Without  meaning  to  cast  any  imputa- 
tions, this  was  rather  an  unlucky  illustra- 
tion of  the  assertions  of  impartiality,  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  who  he  regretted  to 
observe,  paid  no  attention  to  his  remarks, 
but  appeared  otherwise  employed^  He 
might  not  be  listened  to  by  Gentlemen 
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who  irere  dragged  down  to  tott  iee^rding 
to  the  will  of  Ministers,  to  ekmoiit  do'wn 
those  who  opposed  them,  and  who  attend- 
ed in  their  places  to  perform  their  daty  to 
their  country  and  their  constitnents ;  bot 
that  was  not  the  way  in  which  a  great 
question  like  this  should  be  discussed. 
The  noble  Lord,  howeyer,  seemed  to  feel 
the  appeal  that  had  been  made  in  regard 
to  the  supremacy  of  a  particular  interest 
at  Milfofdy  but  asserted  in  reply,  it  would 
be  of  no  importance,  because  the  rights  of 
the  burgesses  in  the  other  towns  wotiM  con-* 
tinue;  but  erery  one  kne#  this  rt^t  was  a 
mere  delusion,  and,  from  the  proTistons 
with  which  it  was  clogged,  was  rather  bo- 
minal  than  real. 

Lord  Alihorp  regretted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  beeil  Interrupted, 
and  that  he  thought  he  had  reasbn  to  com- 
plain of  not  being  attended  to,  bat  ft  was 
impossible  to  continue  listening  to  objec- 
tions and  arguments  which  had  been  it* 
peatedly  replied  to.  He  agread  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  when  he  said 
the  present  change  had  been  ihadfe  at  an 
unlucky  time,  but  he  had  aliready  dstpbin* 
ed  the  drcuttistanees  that  caused  it  He 
had  no  objection  to  repeat  thettk;  diey 
were,  that  Ministers  wished  to  gilre  a.  more 
equal  number  of  constituents  to  the  two 
districts. 

Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  did  not  know 
whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
meant  to  hit  by  his  remarks  as  to  Members 
being  dragged  down  to  vote.  The  only 
persons  whom  he  knew  to  be  dragged 
down  to  that  House,  were  th^  borotigh 
nominees,  who  were  bohnd  hand  and  ftxn 
to  the  patrons  who  gave  them  thetr  aaata. 
It  was  evident,  the  members  fiir  lottili 
boroughs  generally  voted  in  regiments. 

Mr.  Hohhouse  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  so  often 
indulged  in  similar  insinuations  to  those 
which  he  had  uttered  that  evening,  that 
neither  the  country  nor  the  House  eared 
any  thing  for  them.  The  objections  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made  to  the 
Bill,  though  they  became  him  well  enough, 
were  disregarded  by  every  man  of  com- 
mon sense  in  the  countnr.  He  would 
therefore  recommend  hon.  Gentlemen  with 
whom  he  was  connected,  not  to  notice 
such  remarks. 

Sir  Edward  Stigd^  itisbted  that  it  Was 
most  disgraceful,  WiMMi  koii.  Metabers  rose, 
to  perform  their  duty,  ftiat  tliey  ataoUld  bt; 

met  by  clamour  and  tiii|Miluli  tioises.- 


Sucb  conduct  onght  not  to  IM  tolerated. 
The  hon.  member  for  Westbalryliid  cheer- 
ed so  unpleasantly  whilst  tha  ftoNe  Liml 
was  speakihg,  that  he  could  ndl  fttMl 
from  noticing  it.  If  such  praetidel  iNHi 
sanctioned,  some  allowance  ouj^t  aHV  t§ 
be  ttiade  for  the  warmth  of  etpreJMOQ 
which  they  elicited  on  his  iid<i  of  ikiB 
House. 

Mr.  Hanmer  was  the  person  the  hon. 
Member  alluded  to,  and  he  had  bertaiilly 
cheered  the  noble  Lord,  probably  lA  fc 
marked  maniier.  His  reasbtl  fof  tMng 
the  cheen  was,  that  he  was  dlseusteMirttfi 
hearing  the  hoo.  and  learned  Membel^  S6 
repeatedly  intfnndtltig  improper  mottvel 
for  the  eonddfSt  of  tha  Ministllrial  aids  of 
the  House.  If  tha  hon.  ind  learned 
Member  wotild  a|MaiH  Mill  ludl  M^tka, 
he  would  conttkiatMl  MMtI6h  HWl  tlM 
RottSOt 

fdr.  GoiiAtiHi  observad^  flm  MHHIlt* 
standing  what  had  failed  tMA  m%M  irf 
the  preceding  speaker!,  he  ihduM  think  H 
his  duty  to  persist  in  calling  for  M^lattt^ 
tion  on  the  different  claiises  of  thia  tKIl, 
whenever  he  deemed  thkt  thay  ItWd  in 
need  of  explanation .  it  Ithettq,  MlniHtMi 
had  never  declined  to  giva  stlch  e^^falta* 
tion  as  was  In  their  power.  HailkM  Mr 
explanation,  not  witn  a  vtaW  of  (MRttdiikK 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill,  bat  beeaule  hi 
really  considered  it  to  stand  in  need  Of  et« 
planation. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  said,  that  it  was 
intolerable  to  hear  such  insinuation!  At 
were  nightly  made  against  Gantlatnen 
on  his  side  of  the  Rotiae,  bicaiM 
diey  vantmred  to  point  ottt  tHM  iiilparfofe- 
tkMia  and  ibsnrditJiM  of  tha  Bill.  It  waa 
hnpoa^ibla  that  a  great  measure  of  this 
kind  should  be  at  once  drawn  out  parfect^ 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  hon.  Gantlaman 
with  whom  he  acted,  to  make  its  impikr- 
fections  as  prominent  as  possible.  Iliey 
must  be  permitted  to  hold  thaif  dWtt 
opinions,  and  to  be  attacked  fof  dadtring 
tham,  was  neither  fair  nor  parihmiahliry. 

Qnestten  agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  'Uhat  KttMtOti,Ryii^ 
dor,  Ke^nleece,  Knuckles,  andPraattikue. 
sharingwiih  Radnor,standpartDf  thaffiU,'^ 

Mh  I^mkland  L^wh  ftpipMA^  ai  dtt 
amandment,  that  the  worii  **  loarfi  of)* 
be  inserted  before  the  word  FraiMgtte. 

Amendment  agread  to. 

Loid  XftAotp  then  jpropoMdi  <•  fllM  tte 
fOWiia  of  Newport  and  Usk;  sllirin|f  With 
itMfaiRtfk/lltadpM  tf  fh«  aO^ 
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Mr.  James  L,  Knight  begged  to  inquire 
the  cause  of  the  change  now  proposed. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  the  cause  was,  these 
united  boroughs  were  constituted  by  the 
same  Act  of  Parliament,  but  did  not  vote 
in  the  same  way,  but  now  they  would. 

Mr.  Croker  thought  it  would  be  better 
not  to  press  the  clause  at  present.  It 
might  be  added  hereafter. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Clause  six,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

The  seventh  clause  **  that  the  towns  of 
Swausea,  Lougher,  Neath,  Aberaven,  and 
Ken  Fig  should,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  be  taken  as  one  borough  ;  that  such 
borough  should,  after  the  end  of  this  Par- 
liament, return  Member  to  serve  in 
Parliament — that  the  Pqrtreeve  of  Swan- 
sea should  be  the  returning  officer  of  the 
borough — and  that  no  person  by  reason  of 
any  vote  accruing  in  any  of  the  said  five 
towns  should  have  any  vote  in  the  election 
of  a  Member  for  the  borough  of  Cardiff,*' 
was  read,  and  the  question  put,  that  the 
blank  be  filled  up  with  the  word  one. 

Lord  Patrick  James  Stuart  understood 
it  had  been  remarked,  that  the  inhabitants 
of  some  of  these  places  were  against  the 
present  measure,  but  he  knew  well,  that 
no  persons  could  be  more  devoted  to  the 
cause  of  Reform,  than  the  inhabitants  of 
Ken  Fig.  When  he  further  declared,  that 
Swansea  had  not  more  than  100  electors, 
the  propriety  of  the  union  would  be  ob- 
vious. 

Mr.  Jaines  L.  Knight  said,  his  objec- 
tions were  founded  on  local  knowledge. 
The  constituency  created  by  the  clause, 
considered  by  itself,  was  undoubtedly  pro- 
per,  but  it  was  unfortunately  composed  of 
two  parties,  who  were  anxious  to  oppose 
each  other. 

Question  agreed  to,  and  clause  adopted. 

On  the  eighth  clause,  which  contains  a 
description  of  the  returning  officers  for 
the  newly-created  boroughs  being  put, 

Mr.  d.  W,  Wynn  begged  to  ask,  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  did  not  intend  to 
make  some  alteration  in  the  clause  ?  By 
this  clause  it  was  enacted,  that  in  those 
boroughs  for  which  there  was  at  present 
no  returning  officer,  the  Sheriff  for  the 
time  being  of  the  county,  should  nominate 
and  appoint  the  returning  officer.  Now 
the  clause  did  not  state,  whether  the  ap- 
pointment by  the  Sheriff  was  to  be  com- 
pulsory oa  the  party  appointed.  If  it 
was  to  be  compulsory,   was  the  noble 


Lord  prepared  to  make  any  compensation 
to  the  returning  officer  for  the  onerous 
duties  which  were  imposed  upon  him  by 
this  Act  ?  He  was  incapacitated  by  the 
present  law  from  being  a  candidate  for  the 
borough  of  which  he  was  returning  officer, 
during  the  time  of  his  holding  that  office, 
and  now  by  this  Bill  he  was  to  be  incapa- 
citated from  being  returned  as  a  member 
for  that  borough  for  one  year,  from  the 
expiration  of  his  office.  He  was. likewise 
exposed  to  heavy  costs  if  he  misconduct- 
ed himself  in  that  office.  Would  any 
man  in  his  senses  expose  himself  to  such 
risks  without  compensation,  unless  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Sheriff  was  made  com- 
pulsory ? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  clause  was  ex- 
plicit, that  where  there  was  no  returning 
officer  in  a  borough,  there  the  Sheriff  of 
the  county  should  have  the  appointment 
of  that  officer,  and  it  would  be  compulsory 
on  him  to  make  the  appointment.  He  had 
no  alteration  to  make  in  this  part  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  asked,  was,  then,  the 
Sheriff  to  have  the  power  of  disquali^'ng 
any  person  he  pleased  from  becommga  can- 
didate for  the  borough  ?  If  so,  it  was  a 
very  dangerous  power  to  vest  in  any  She- 
riff. He  certainly  thought  that  by  this 
clause,  the  Sheriff  would  have  that  power. 

Lord  Milton  said,  the  Bill  could  not  in- 
tend that  the  returning  officer  should  be 
compelled  to  act  without  his  consent. 

Mr.  Goulburn  contended,  that  the  re- 
turning officer  ought  to  have  been  named 
in  the  schedule  of  that  clause  which 
created  the  borough,  and  so  strong  were 
his  objections  to  the  clause  as  it  stood,  that 
when  they  came  to  that  part  of  it,  he 
should  move,  that  such  offices  be  named 
in  the  column  opposite  the  name  of  the 
borough  to  be  created.  He  saw  strong^ 
objections  to  leaving  the  appointment  to 
the  Sheriff,  and  thus  giving  him  the  power 
to  disqualify  any  candidate  for  two  years. 
Would  not  any  hon.  Gentleman  feel  it  a 
great  hardship,  if  after  he  had  been  select- 
ed by  a  particular  body  of  electors,  as  a 
proper  candidate,  he  should  be  named  as 
returning  officer  ?  With  the  present  Con- 
stitution, he  was  convinced,  that  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  make  the  Bill  work 
at  all. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  duty  of 
the  Sheriff  to  make  the  appointment  would 
be  compulsory.  The  Sheriff  woaU  not 
have  the  power  to  disqualify  any  per- 
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son  whom  he  might  select  from  the 
chance  of  representing  the  borough,  for 
his  appointment  must  rest  upon  some  per- 
son not  a  burgess,  and  not  residing  within 
the  borough.  Besides,  the  objection  to 
the  Sheriffs  having  this  power,  would  ap- 
ply equally  to  the  law  as  it  now  stood  re- 
garding Sheriffs  themselves,  for  the  Crown 
had  at  present  the  power  of  incapacitating 
Gentlemen  from  being  Representatives  of 
their  counties,  by  naming  them  Sheriffs. 
He  admitted,  however,  this  disqualifica- 
tion only  extended  to  the  year  of  his 
Shrievalty,  but  in  the  case  of  these  newly- 
created  boroughs,  where  local  and  per- 
sonal connexions,  might  give  a  returning 
officer  an  influence  beyond  his  year  of 
office,  he  thought  it  right  the  disqualifica- 
tion should  extend  to  two  years. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  the  matter  was 
hardly  worth  contending  for.  By  the 
clause,  the  Sheriff  was  bound  to  find  a  re- 
turning officer ;  but  there  was  nothing  to 
compel  the  party  appointed  to  accept  the 
office.  If  the  Sheriff,  therefore,  could  not 
procure  the  services  of  a  proper  person, 
he  was  bound  to  serve  himself;  but  it 
was  never  found,  that  the  Sheriff  experi- 
enced any  difficulty,  even  in  the  case  of 
the  disgraceful  office  of  hangman,  which 
he  was  bound  to  execute  himself,  if  he 
could  find  no  substitute.  As  the  accept- 
ance of  the  office  must  be  voluntary,  there 
could  be  no  cause  for  complaint. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman's  explanation  would  only 
add  to  the  difficulty.  He  said  the  Sheriff 
would  be  bound  to  execute  the  office  him- 
self, if  he  could  find  no  substitute.  But 
in  Cornwall,  for  instance,  there  were  eight 
boroughs.  Could  the  Sheriff,  therefore, 
divide  himself  into  so  many  portions,  and 
be  in  eight  places  at  once.  Again,  the 
Sheriff,  by  appointing  a  hangman,  created 
no  disqualification,  but  here  a  disqualifica- 
tion would  continue  for  two  years.  More- 
over, the  Sheriff"  would  have'  the  power  of 
having  whom  he  pleased,  and  might  ap- 
point some  connexion  of  one  of  the  can- 
didates, which  might  lead  to  an  undue 
influence. 

Mr.  O^Connell  said,  the  eight  boroughs 
had  each  their  respective  returning  offi- 
cers. He  had  stated,  the  Sheriff  found  no 
difficulty  in  procuring  an  executioner,  and 
he  would,  therefore,  feel  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  substitute  as  returning  offi- 
cer, and  the  person  accepting  the  office 
voluntarily,  would  have  no  cause  for  com- 
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plaint,  that  he  was  disqualified  from  be- 
coming a  candidate  thereby. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  had  not  got  rid  of  the  diffi- 
culty. The  Sheriff  could  not  get  a  return- 
ing officer,  unless  he  gave  compensation, 
as  there  were  penalties  in  the  Bill  against 
the  returning  officer,  if  he  did  not  perform 
his  duty  correctly. 

Mr.  C  W.  Wynn  said,  the  only  person 
likely  to  undertake  the  office  willingly, 
was  some  violent  partisan,  who  might  wish 
to  assist  his  friends ;  and  that  was  a  strong 
ground  of  objection  to  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood.  He  asked,  why  the  disqualification 
shobld  attach  to  a  returning  officer,  under 
this  clause  for  two  years,  when  to  a  Mayor 
or  Sheriff  it  extended  to  only  one  year  ? 

The  Attoi^ney  General  said,  this  clause 
had  been  under  consideration  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  rid  of  some  of  the  difficulty 
attending  part  of  it ;  but  the  Bill  had 
progressed  with  such  unexpected  rapidity 
within  these  two  days,  that  time  had  not 
been  allowed  to  make  the  alteration.  He 
would  not  object  to  the  postponement  of 
this  clause  for  the  present,  to  put  it  into  a 
more  perfect  form. 

Mr.  George  Bankes  asked,  could  they 
(the  Opposition)  be  now  accused  of  delay, 
when  the  Attorney  General  himself  aa- 
mitted,  that  the  Bill  proceeded  so  rapidly, 
that  Ministers  had  not  time  to  correct  an 
omission  of  their  own  in  it.  When  the 
noble  Lord  talked  of  the  power  which  the 
Crown  possessed  of  disqualifying  parties, 
by  appointing  them  as  Sheriffs,  did  he  re- 
collect, that  one  of  the  great  charges 
against  the  unfortunate  Charles  1st  was, 
his  appointment  of  popular  persons  as 
Sheriffs,  in  order  to  disqualify  them  from 
being  candidates,  among  whom  was  Sir 
Edward  Coke?  He  admitted,  that  this 
power  of  the  Crown  was  not  likely  to 
be  so  exercised  now  ;  but  the  disqualifica- 
tion of  returning  officers,  under  this  clause, 
extending  to  two  years,  ought  to  make  the 
House  more  cautious  in  adopting  it.  He 
would  suggest,  that  the  Chairman  should 
now  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again,  for  the  purpose  of  reconsidering 
the  clause. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  he  spoke  of 
the  rapid  progpress  only  as  compared  with 
the  unnecessary  delay  and  waste  of  time 
which  had  heretofore  impeded  it. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  seconded  the  suggestion, 
that  the  clause  be  postponed :  it  certainly 
required  reconsideratioD ;  for  the  Sheriff, 
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who  had  the  power  to  appoint  a  returning 
officer,  had  no  power  to  amend  his  ap- 
pointment, or  to  re-appoint,  except  in  case 
of  the  death  of  the  person  before  appoint- 
ed :  thus,  the  place  might  be  left  without 
a  returning  officer,  in  case  the  person  ap- 
pointed was  ill,  or  otherwise  prevented 
from  performing  the  duty  assigned  to  him. 
The  officer  to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill, 
by  the  Sheriff,  was  to  be  disqualified  from 
being  a  candidate  for  two  years.  Would 
not  the  same  principle  apply  to  the  return- 
ing officers  named  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  Mackinnon  said,  they  were  told  by 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  returning  officer 
to  be  named  was  not  necessarily  to  be  a 
resident  in  the  borough.  So  strong  were 
his  objections  to  this  part  of  the  clause, 
that  he  should  move,  if  it  were  not 
postponed,  that  the  following  words  be 
omitted  from  sec.  8  (page  2,  line  40): — 
"  That  for  those  boroughs,  for  which  no 
persons  are  mentioned  in  such  column  as 
returning  officers,  the  Sheriff  for  the  time 
being  of  the  county  in  which  such  bo- 
roughs are  respectively  situate,  shall,  by 
writing  under  his  hand,  nominate  and  ap- 
point, for  each  of  such  boroughs,  a  fit  per- 
son to  be  the  returning  officer  for  each  of 
such  boroughs  respectively." 

Sir  Charles  Wethercll  said,  he  would 
not  consent  to  the  Sheriff  having  the 
power  of  naming  the  returning  officer  for 
a  borough. 

Sir  Edward  Siigdcn  asked,  ought  the 
Sheriff  of  Middlesex  to  have  the  power  of 
naming  the  returning  officer  for  all  the 
great  districts  to  be  enfranchised  round 
the  metropolis  at  the  Middlesex  side? 

Mr.  Bonham  Carter  said,  that  no  more 
impartial  person  could  be  selected  than 
the  Sheriff,  for  he  could  not,  by  law,  be  a 
candidate  for  any  borough  in  his  county. 

Mr.  Goulbum  observed,  that  he  had 
pointed  out  the  defect  in  this  clause  upon 
a  former  Debate.  The  returning  officer 
had  no  inducement  to  discharge  the  duty. 
Would  any  man  expose  himself  to  the  re- 
sponsibility of  that  office  for  nothing  ? 

Sir  James  Scarlett  thought,  that  the 
Sheriff  was  the  last  person  that  should 
have  the  power  to  nominate  returning  of- 
ficers, as  he  himself  was  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  and  the  Crown  might  thus,  at  the 
eve  of  a  general  election,  have  the  power 
of  appointing  all  the  returning  officers. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  know  how  the  Bo- 
roughreeve  and  Constable  of  Manchester 
were  appointed  ? 


Sir  George  Clerk  could  not  atoid  ob- 
serving, that  whilst  the  hon.  Qentlemen 
who  supported  the  Bill,  had  been  blamior 
others  for  unnecessary  discnssion,  it  did 
so  happen,  that  one  cianse,  which  was  to 
alter  the  Constitution,  was  found  to  be 
so  defective  that  it  could  not  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.  His  hope  was,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  when  they  brought  forward  the 
clause  again,  would  tell  them,  wbether 
the  nomination  of  returning^  officer  Was 
to  be  compulsory. 

Mr.  Wilks  recommended  the  printing 
of  the  amended  clause,  in  order  that  the 
populous  districts  near  the  metropolift 
might  see  clearly  who  was  to  nbmraate 
the  returning  officer.  The  hod.  Member 
thought,  the  power  of  nominntipfi  ongbt 
to  be  vested  in  the  Magistrates  at  flfessiokis. 

Mr.  Cresat  Pelkam  s&id«  that  in  all 
former  instances  of  enftanchftemeat,  the 
returning  officer  had  been  appoibted,  but 
here  they  had  large  districts  enfrandiised, 
and  no  person  named ;  but  the  appoittt- 
ment  was  to  be  left  to  the  Sheri^  wko 
was  himself  an  officer  appointed  by  ttie 
Crown  :  who  was  to  attend  to  the  police 
arrangements  even,  during  an  dedtiotii  had 
not  been  determined. 

Lord  Althorp  consented  to  pofetpobe 
the  clause,  which  was  then  postponed. 

The  Chairman  then  read  the  ninth 
Clause,  "  That,  in  all  future  Parliaments, 
there  shall  be  six  knights  of  the  ihire  in- 
stead of  four  to  serve  for  the  coonty  of 
York ;  that  is  to  say,  two  knighti  for  each 
of  the  three  Ridings  of  the  said  county,  to 
be  elected  in  the  same  manner,  and  by  the 
same  classes  and  descriptions  of  foters, 
and  in  respect  of  the  same  several  ririits 
of  voting,  as  if  each  of  the  three  Ridup 
were  a  separate  county." 

Mr.  Wrangkam,  bemg  connected  with 
the  county  of  York,  hof^  he  might  un- 
dertake a  task,  in  the  presence  of,  and 
during  the  silence  of,  the  noble  Lord,  and 
the  hon.  Members  who  represented  York- 
shire, which  was  more  properly  their  Inisi- 
ness.  His  hope  was,  that  tie  might  be  al- 
lowed to  name  the  county  of  Dotham, 
without  bein^  suspected  of  having  any 
sintsterintentionof  alluding  to  the  influence 
of  any  one.  The  population  represented 
in  Yorkshire,  under  tnis  Bill,  wit  in  the 
proportion  of  one  to  50,000.  In  Ddrhim 
the  proportion  was  one  to  3^,000  or 
20,000.  It  had  been  said,  thia  arble  fhmi 
the  principle  of  giving  MetalbMl  to  large 
unrepresented  towns,  and  hi  WM  aM  ibottt 
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to  dispute  the  propriety  of  that  principle ; 
but  he  contended,  that^  as  the  county  of 
York  contained  a  population  of  1,500,000, 
it  furnished  a  strong  reason  for  giving  that 
county  tnore  knights  of  the  shire,  accord- 
ing to  the  principle  of  giving  Members  to 
places  inadequately  represented.  On  a 
former  occasion  it  was  proposed,  that  two 
additional  Members  be  given  to  the  West 
Riding,  one  to  the  North,  and  one  to  the 
East  Riding.  The  proposal  he  should 
make  would  be  an  amendment  on  thai, 
and  would  give  to  Yorkshire,  for  eddh  of 
the  three  Ridings,  two  additional  Mem- 
bers. It  woold  then  sUHd,  fbr  the  West 
Riding  four  Members;  to  each  of  the 
other  two  Ridibgs  he  should  give  three 
Members,  and  thereby  increase  the  knights 
of  the  shire  of  the  county  of  York  frOm 
the  numbei'  of  six  to  ten.  It  would,  no 
doubt,  be  said,  that,  itt  Latocashiire,  the 
proportion  of  Members  WaS  leis  than  in 
Yorkshire.  To  this  objection  he  should 
^Jf  gi^  it  also  additional  Representa* 
tives ;  and  he  should  be  happy  to  support 
any  hon.  Gentleman,  connected  with  that 
county,  who  should  make  such  a  tilbtion. 
He  begged  further  to  be  allowed  to  remark, 
that  he  was  one  of  those  who  thought  the 
Representation  of  England  should  not  be 
diminished,  and  that  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land increased  in  proportion.  He  saw 
no  reason  for  such  an  increase  of  Members 
for  those  parts  of  the  empire  as  had 
been  proposed.  And  as  it  had  already 
been  stated,  the  noble  Lord  had  a  large 
bank  of  Members  in  reserve,  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  diflSculty  in  granting 
the  additional  ones  he  required.  He 
should  therefore  conclude,  by  moving  aS 
an  amendment,  that  the  blank  be  fillea  up 
with  the  word  **  ten'*  instead  of  "six." 

Lord  Morpethbegged  to  assure  the  hon. 
member  for  Sudbuf y,  tha  he  should  never 
be  backward  to  advocate  the  interests  of 
his  constituents,  whenever,  in  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion,  he  thought  these  were 
not  sufficiently  attended  to;  but,  after  all, 
he  did  not  thitik  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  out  a  strong  caie»  Had  any  popu- 
lous place  in  Yorkshire  made  such  a  claim 
as,  in  his  opin!on,wou]d  entitle  it  to  Repre- 
sentation, ne  should  have  been  the  first  to 
advocate  the  cause.  He  did  not  Conceive, 
that  the  Bill  proceeded  upoii  the  principles 
of  geographical  space  or  numerical  popu- 
lation. It  kept  untouched  the  bt^nndaries 
of  counties,  and  did  not  divide 
into  electoral  divisions.      It  \ 
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enough,  that  a  petition  had  been  presented 
from  the  county  of  Lancaster,  complaining 
that  too  large  a  share  of  the  Repremita- 
tion  would  be  apportioned  to  i  orkshitt, 
which  was  the  very  place  that  the  hob. 
member  for  Sudbury  had  fixed  upoti  aa 
having  too  little.  He  could  not  think  At 
efficacy  of  the  Representation  of  any  par- 
ticular county  depended  upon  a  long  list 
of  Representatives,  but  that  the  Members 
should  represent  populous  and  wealthy 
districts  and  places.  Yorkshire  contained 
many  large,  opulent,  and  commercial 
towns,  and  he  rejoiced  that  to  these  Mem- 
bers had  been  given  ;  and  that,  while 
Boroughbridge  and  Aldboroogh  had  been 
extinguished,  Leeds,  Huddetsfield,  Shef- 
field) Wakefield,  and  Bradford^  had  re- 
ceived Representation,  and  two  additional 
Members  were  besides  given  to  the  county. 
Ob  Uiis  subject,  he  must  remark,  that  tiia 
boti.  Member  had  made  a  mistake,  and 
taken  the  word"  ten"for  the  word  "  eight,'' 
which  he  thought  he  must  have  meant  to 
use.  From  former  associations  that  were 
dear  to  him,  he  might  regret  the  county 
was  to  be  divided ;  but  he  submitted  to  that 
with  good  grace,  and,  indeed,  was  ready 
to  advocate  it,  when  he  considered  the 
paramount  necessity  of  Reform,  and  that 
this  division  grew  out; of  that  measure. 
He  certainly  should  support  the  original 
Motion. 

Lord  Stanley  was  not  aware  of  any  pe- 
tition having  proceeded  from  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  complaining  of  an  undue  Share 
of  Representation  being  allotted  to  York* 
shire.  Though  the  people  of  Lancashire 
would,  of  course,  be  anxious  to  obtain  as 
maUy  Representatives  as  possible,  they 
were  not  desirous  of  having  favour  shewn 
them  at  the  expense  of  the  country  in 
general. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  if  there  were  any  in- 
telligible principles  of  property  or  popula- 
tion in  the  present  Bill,  they  were  certainly 
violated  in  the  case  of  Yorkshire.  He 
could  not  understand  upon  what  principle 
it  was,  certainly  not  those  of  property  and 
population,  that  the  great  county  of  Yoric 
was  to  have  only  six  Members,  while  four 
Were  given  to  the  county  of  Durham,  and 
two  to  the  comparatively  insignificant 
county  of  Rutland.  They  had  been  told 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Mor- 
peth), that  the  efficiency  of  Representation 
did  not  consist  in  a  laree  array  of  Mem- 
bers; and  by  this,  he  had  entirely  de- 
stroyed ibt  only  ground  that  had  been 
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taken  for  this  great  and  sweeping  change. 
Durham  would  be  represented  in  the  pro- 
portion of  one  county  Member  to  a  popu- 
lation of  from  52,000  to  54,000,  while  in 
the  West  Riding,  the  proportion  would  be 
only  one  to  a  population  of  400,000.  Why 
not  give  a  Representative  to  the  large  and 
increasing  town  of  Barnsley,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  12,000,  and  which  was  the  great 
mart  of  the  linen  manufacture  in  York- 
shire? By  the  census  of  1831,  the  rural 
population  of  the  West  Riding  could  not 
be  less  than  800,000.  In  1821  the  popu- 
lation of  the  West  Riding  was  600,000, 
and  it  could  not  be  less  now  than  800,000. 
However  perfect  the  Bill  might  be  in 
theory,  it  was  impossible  it  could,  with 
such  anomalies,  continue  long  without 
alteration.  It  carried  in  its  very  consti- 
tution a  principle  of  change.  It  would 
not  satisfy  the  people  of  Yorkshire, 
who  were  not  very  easily  overreached 
in  any  transaction.  They  would  soon 
find,  that  they  had  not  received  their 
due  share  in  the  Representation.  The 
House  was  not  engaged  in  any  trivial 
proceeding  ;  they  were  about  to  alter  the 
Constitution  of  the  country ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  were  bound  to  act  on  fair  and 
equitable  principles. 

Sir  George  Murray  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord  (Morpeth), 
that  one  principle  of  this  Bill  was,  not  to 
disturb  the  ancient  boundaries  of  counties. 
He  hoped  this  principle  would  be  followed 
with  respect  to  Scotland  also,  and  that  the 
great  county  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing  would  not  be  mutilated.  He 
trusted  there  was  no  man,  of  whatever  party, 
in  that  country  who  would  not  hear  of  such 
an  attempt  with  indignation,  and  he  was, 
therefore,  delighted  to  have  such  excellent 
authority  as  that  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
member  for  Yorkshire,  for  saying,  that 
such  a  course  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  on  which  the  Bill  proceeded. 
He  could  enter  into  the  noble  Lord's 
feelings  when  he  regretted  he  might  be 
returned  for  some  division  of  Yorkshire, 
instead  of  the  whole  county,  he  therefore 
trusted,  that  the  noble  Lord  would  per- 
ceive, that  he  had  much  greater  cause  for 
regret,  inasmuch  as  the  county  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  was  to  be  mutilated, 
for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  two  small 
counties  in  the  vicinity,  which  were  nomi- 
nation counties,  and  required  this  addition 
to  give  them  a  shew  of  independence. 

Mr,  John  Wood  was  surprised,  that  the  j 


member  for  Aldborough  had  entirely  for- 
gotten, or  at  least  did  not  mention,  that 
there  were  seven  Members  given  to  the 
great  manufacturing  towns  in  the  Wert 
Riding ;  Leeds  was  to  have  two ;  Sheffield 
two ;  Bradford  one ;  Halifax  one ;  Hud- 
dersBeld  one ;  and  Wakefield  one ;  so  that 
the  proportion  of  Representatives  was  one 
to  32,580,  while  in  Lancashire  it  was  only 
one  to  47,857.  He  trusted  he  had,  by 
this  simple  statement,  removed  the  hon. 
Member's  cause  for  complaint. 

Mr.  Sadler  said,  he  did  not  consider 
himself  at  liberty  to  allude  to  the  newly- 
created  boroughs  when  the  subject  under 
consideration  was  the  county  Representa- 
tion. He  spoke  merely  of  the  rural  popu- 
lation, and  mentioned  the  town  of  iBams- 
ley  only  incidentally.  He  begged  to  tell 
the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  that  he  con- 
sidered himself  perfectly  justified  in  the 
statements  he  had  made.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  defend  the  proposed  distribution 
of  Members  on  any  good  grounds,  for  the 
immense  rural  population  of  the  West 
Riding  were  to  be  represented  by  only 
two  Members. 

Sir  John  Johnstone  said,  there  was  a 
contradiction  in  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  some  of  whom 
said,  the  north  was  over-Membered,  io 
comparison  to  the  south;  while  others 
proposed,  that  more  Members  should  be 
given  to  the  county  of  York.  He  understood 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  .to  be  a  just 
balance  between  the  manufacturing  and 
agricultural  Representation.  The  people 
of  the  West  Riding  were  more  a  manu- 
facturing than  a  rural  population.  By  the 
seven  Members  given  to  the  manufiacturing 
towns  in  this  district,  he  was  convinced, 
these  interests  would  consider  themselves 
adequately  provided  for  by  this  Bill.  He 
should  therefore  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment proposed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  if  the  proposition 
of  the  member  for  Sudbury  were  pushed 
to  a  division,  he  should  vote  against  it 
He  thought  Yorkshire,  was  pretty  well 
provided  for  already.  It  was  divided  into 
Ridings,  which  were  to  return  each  two 
separate  Members;  and  if  this  proposition, 
of  giving  Yorkshire  ten  Members  instead 
of  six,  were  acceded  to,  they  would  give 
the  manufacturing  interest  an  undae  pre- 
ponderance, it  being  plain,  from  the  num- 
ber of  towns,  that  this  interest  would  be 
likely  to  outweigh  that  of  the  nml  po- 
pulation. 
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Lord  Althorp  said,  the  data  upon  which 
the  hon,  member  for  Aldborough  argued, 
seemed  uncertaia  even  to  himself,  for  one 
time  he  stated  the  population  at  800,000, 
and  another  time  at  600,000.  The  Mem- 
bers for  the  manufacturing  towns  would 
greatly  assist  the  county  Members  for  the 
West  Riding,  because  they  would  consider 
it  their  duty  to  attend  as  well  to  the  agri- 
cultural as  to  the  manufacturing  interest. 
The  other  two  Ridings  would  gain  one 
Member  each. 

Mr.  Sadler  explained.  When  he  spoke 
of  a  population  of  600,000,  he  alluded  to 
the  census  of  1821,  and' to  that  of  1831 
when  he  mentioned  800,000. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy y  as  a  Yorkshi reman, 
must»\he  said,  dissent  from  the  member 
for  Si^bury.  He  did  not  think  the  county 
was  worse  off  by  not  having  a  larger  share 
of  Representation,  and  was  quite  satisfied 
with  the  share  it  had  obtained.  On  the 
whole  it  had  received  greater  advantages 
than  any  other  county.  The  manufac- 
turing towns  were  to  be  represented.  The 
county  would  still  retain  its  three  divisions, 
and  while  other  counties  would  be  dis- 
tracted in  consequence  of  the  new  di- 
vision, he  trusted  their  elections  in  York- 
shire wotild  be  carried  on  with  the  tran- 
quillity which  heretofore  distinguished 
them.  If  a  division  took  place,  he  should 
certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  it 
at  present  stood. 

Mr.  Wrangham  disclaimed  imputing 
any  neglect* of  duty  to  the  members  for 
Yorkshire,  as  seemed  to  be  insinuated  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Althorp). 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  thought  it  would 
have  been  a  preferable  arrangement  for 
the  whole  county  to  elect  the  Members, 
be  they  six  or  four,  than  to  divide  the 
county,  and  give  two  Members  for  each  of 
the  three  divisions.  By  this  means  the 
joint  interests  of  agriculture  and  manu- 
factures would  be  better  represented.  So 
convinced  was  he  of  this  fact,  that  he 
should  prefer  four  Members  for  the  whole 
county,  to  six  if  it  was  divided  into  dis- 
tricts. But  if  the  noble  Lord  had  fully  de- 
termined that  Yorkshire  was  to  have  six 
Members,  he  would  most  earnestly  recom- 
mend him  to  take  care  they  represented 
the  agricultural  portion  of  the  community. 

Mr.  Petre  preferred  two  Members  for 
each  Riding  to  four  for  the  whole  county. 

The  question  "  that  the  blank  in  the 


On  the  question  being  put  ^*  that  clause 
nine,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  Hvished  to  know 
what  arrangement  was  to  be  made  as  to 
the  returning  officer  for  the  three  Ridings, 
as  no  provision  was  made  by  the  Bill. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  the  Sheriff  would  be 
the  returning  officer. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  could  not  see  how 
one  Sheriff  could  act  for  the  three  Ridings 
as  returning  officer.  Ministers  might  j  ust 
as  well  expect  one  Sheriff  to  act  for  three 
counties. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  10th  clause — "  And  be  it  enacted, 
that  in  all  future  Parliaments  there  shall 
be  four  Knights  of  the  Shire  instead  of 
two  to  serve  for  the  county  of  Lincoln — 
that  is  to  say,  two  for  the  parts  of  Lindsay 
in  the  said  county,  and  two  for  the  parts 
of  Kesteven  and  Holland  in  the  same 
county  ;  and  that  such  four  Knights  Bhall 
be  chosen  in  the  same  manner,  and  by  the 
same  classes  and  descriptions  of  voters, 
and  in  respect  of  the  same  several  rights 
of  voting,  as  if  the  said  parts  of  Lindsay 
were  a  separate  county,  and  the  said  parts 
of  Kesteven  and  Holland,  together  were 
also  a  separate  county** — was  next  put. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  contended,  that  taking 
into  account  the  wealth  and  population  of 
the  county  of  Lincoln,  it  did  not  got  its 
fair  proportion  of  Representatives,  com- 
pared with  Durham,  which  was  to  receive 
ten  new  Members,  while  its  population  was 
considerably  less  than  that  of  Lincoln. 
He  thought  he  could  not  be  accused  of 
casting  unfair  imputations,  when  he  said, 
he  could  discover  no  other  motives  than 
partiality  for  such  proceedings.  Lincoln- 
shire had  great  reason  to  complain  of  this 
discrepancy.  It  was  well  known,  that  the 
agricultural  interest  predominated  there, 
and  those  interests  were  not  sufficiently 
protected  by  the  selection  of  places  to 
have  the  right  of  franchise.  The  manu- 
facturing interests  would  obtain  the  com- 
plete ascendancy.  This  Bill  would  other- 
wise lead  to  great  inconvenience,  by 
altering  and  breaking  up  the  ancient 
boundaries  of  the  county.  He  should 
take  a  future  opportunity  of  endeavouring 
to  show,  that  it  must  ultimately  have  the 
effect  of  annihilating  the  agricultural  in- 
terest of  the  country.  He  would  recom- 
mend the  Attorney  General  to  take  home 
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Mr.  Wilks  expressed  a  wish,  that  this 
tenth  clause  should  be  poatpoaed  until 
that  relating  to  the  boundaries  of  counties 
generally  was  disposedof.  It  would  be  much 
better  that  the  boundaries  of  counties 
should  be  settled  by  the  Legislature  than 
by  Commissioners. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  they  might  as 
well  discuss  the  question  of  the  division 
of  counties  on  the  present  clause  as  on  the 
following.  As  to  the  objection,  that  the 
discussion  would  be  interrupted  by  the 
proposed  enactments  of  the  ensuing 
clause,  he  would  remark,  that  there  were 
extraneous  matters  in  that  which  would 
prevent  the  objection  from  holding.  He 
saw  no  good  reason  for  the  postponement. 
The  three  divisions  of  the  county  of 
lincoln,  Lindsey,  Kesteven,  and  Hol- 
land were  legal  divisions  already  well 
known.  If  there  was  any  strong  objection 
to  the  clause,  he  was  ready  to  postpone  it. 
Sir  Rob^t  Heron  said,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  the  city  of  Lincoln  had  as- 
serted this  measure  would  annihilate  the 
agricultural  interests  of  the  county  of 
Lincoln ;  it  was  very  strange,  if  such  were 
the  fact,  that,  with  the  exception  of  a 
petition  from  Gainsborough,  praying  that 
there  might  be  one  Representative  for  that 
place,  the  feeling  in  the  county  of  Lincoln 
was  unanimous  in  favour  of  the  arrange- 
ment proposed  to  be  effected  by  this 
clause.  He  had  just  returned  from  Lin- 
coln, and  could  take  upon  himself  to  say, 
that  the  feeling  of  the  inhabitant^  of  that 
county  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  felt  most  anxious  that 
the  clause  should  be  postponed.  There 
were  many  points  on  which  he  wished  to 
make  observations,  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  prove,  that  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  divide  the 
county  would  have  the  effect  of  converting 
it  into  something  like  a  nomination  bo- 
rough. 

Lord  Milton  must  also  join  in  recom- 
mending the  postponement  of  the  clause. 
The  interests  of  the  county  of  Lincoln, 
although  perhaps  not  so  generally  under- 
stood, were  nearly  equal  in  importance  to 
those  of  Yorkshire. 

Mr.  Wilks  said,  that  he  objected  to  the 
proposed  division  of  the  county  of  Lincoln, 
not  on  any  narrow  local  grounds,  butbccause 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  subjecting  one  of 
the  divisions  to  the  influence  of  nomina- 
tion as  completely  as  if  it  were  a  nomina- 


tion borough  He  must|  at  the  tame  time, 
deny  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Bacooet 
(Sir  Robert  Heron).  A  portion  of  the 
people  of  Lincoln  were  undoubtedly  in 
favour  of  the  measure,  but  they  were  by 
no  means  unanimous.  He  must  again 
urge,  that  they  wpuld  make  an  unfair  de- 
cision if  they  determined  this  clause  with- 
out going  into  the  one  following. 

Sir  Robert  Heron  had  just  returned  ficom 
Lincolnshire,  and  opuld  take  upon  bimfelf 
to  say,  the  people  were  all  but  unanimoaa 
in  favour  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Wilks  assured  the  hon.  Qeipnety 
that  the  most  respectable  people  of  the 
county  were  fully  convinced  that  the  eAct 
of  this  clause  would  be,  to  convert  Lincoln- 
shire into  a  close  county,  and  that  ofrtein 
interests  would  necessarily  return  thelfeB- 
hers. 

Mr.  Goulburn  said,  that  the  fact  pteted 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  juit  spoken, 
ought  to  induce  the  House  not  to  de- 
termine on  the  division  of  counties,  until 
they  should  ascertain  the  manner  in  which 
the  division  was  to  be  effected. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  requested  the  noble 
Lord  to  postpone  the  clause,  otherwiie  he 
should  be  obliged  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  on  it,  because  it  involved  the 
principle  of  the  general  division  of  coanties. 
As  he  had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move,  that  the  division  of  counties  ahould 
not  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  it  might  be  sfip- 
posed,  on  this  clause  being  read,  he  should 
have  immediately  submittecf  hit  Amend- 
ment, but  upon  inquiry  into  the  situation 
of  Lincoln,  he  found,  that  although,  like 
York,  it  had  but  one  Lord -lieutenant  and 
one  High  Sheriff,  yet  there  were  three  com- 
missions of  the  peace,  the  Magistrates 
acting  only  in  the  districts  in  which  they 
were  appointed.     He  had  further  ascer- 
tained,   that  one   exact  moiety  of  the 
county  rate  was  borne  by  the  part  called 
Lindsey,  and  the  other  moiety  by  the  parts 
of  Kesteven  and  Holland,  in  the  propov- 
tion  of  two-thirds  and  one-thur^.    This 
county,  from  these  circumstances,appeaied 
therefore  to  be  already  divided,  and  Am 
unconstitutional  part  of  the  Bill  not  bear- 
ing so  strongly  on  this  clause,  he  wee  un- 
willing to  bring  forward  the  argpuBent  on 
the  general  question  in  the  weakeet  part 
of  the  case. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  be  would  oeu- 
sent  to  postpone  the  clause. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  neUe  Lord 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  elite  lo-OMifQw 


WtA 


Duikm^Mmfs       (Aoo.  19| 


it  MMlIf iVit  JUZl. 


%$lli0Uft  ^  ^i«w  M  few  dif^Hltm  «A  |M^ 

wbatey^p  mighl  be  ^b«  g^4«F«l  «IG^  of  ihe 

into  %  nfuniof^Upo  c^mktj* 

Sir  FtiJHm  /9Sf«%  40clarecl  Uwaeif 
of  tbe  9afii»  opf^ioii,^  ^d  bf^ed  to  deny 
t})e  ms^nioo  dialinctly.  Pio^r^^r  wcmtd 
bftv«  w  i«&HMio«  in  Lipe^ntibir^,  a»  in 
9v«ir]P  q^fir  i^c»,  but  tbift  n^e^mf #  wauld 
«0t  give  ai^  wdud  influeiH^e  la  any  pa^T 

Mvt  Hmtiy^e  ibfi^ufbt  it  w^  parfeetjy 
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n^^rly  €qual,  wAuki  secesaarily  booome 
a  nomioatiop  ccMinty  firow  Ibe  iiaflHenoa 
Qf  any  one  large  proprietor.  He  bad 
been  very  much  surprised  at  bearing  auch 
assertions  made,  and  he  begged  leave  to 
assure  tbe  House,  there  was  in  general 
throughout  the  county,  a  feeling  of  great 
satisfaction  at  the  proposed  measure. 

Mr.  Sctdler  must  bQ  p^fiuilted  to  re*^ 
mark,  that  the  Bill  was  said  ta  be  founded 
upon  the  necessity  of  doing  away  with 
nomination  places  :  and  certainly  if  they 
went  on  to  create  a  new  system  of  nomiaa^ 
tiun,  tbe  measure  could  be  of  no  service* 

]V(r.  Heathcote  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, ther^  was  no  fear  of  such  a  result 
in  liincolnabire ;  tbe  county  was  one  of 
the  largest  in  England,  and  naturally  di- 
vided. The  bon.  Gentlemen  had,  in  his 
opinion,  wholly  failed  in  making  out  their 
case. 

Mr.  TFt/Aa  could  only  aasert,  that  as- 
sertion must  be  met  by  asaertion.  He 
still  retamed  his  opinion;  at  this  late  hour 
he  would  not  eidmua^  the  Committee 
further. 

Clause  postponed*  The  House  resumed: 
Committee  to  sit  again  the  the  next  day, 

OVCHESS  Ot  KsXT's  AllllOITY  BiLi..] 


I  Qn  the  bringing  np  of  the  HepiMrt^  on  the 
Pui^beas  of  Kent's  Annuity  9iu:-— 

\joifd  AUhorp  said,  be  would  take  that 
;  opportunity  to  state,  in  reply  to  a  fo 
'  queation  which  had  been  put  by  the 
i  %^mber  for  Middlesex,  that  it  was^ 
inei(pedient  to  make  any  technical  ai 
tion  in  this  Bill,  for  tbe  purpose  of  eoacv: 
kkgf  that  the  annuity  should  revert  to  the 
,  public  in  case  of  the  decease  of  the  Prin- 
ceea  Victoria,  or  the  birth  of  children  to 
their  present  Majesties. 

Mr.  Hwm  observed,  that  the  Bill,  as 
now  worded,  would  have  the  effect  of  con- 
tinuing this  annuity  to  the  Duchess  oi 
Kentf  notvfitbitanding  the  occurrence  ol 
either  of  tho^e  contingeuGies  to  which  the 
noble  l^ord  had  alluded.  It  could  not  be 
intended  to  continue  the  grant  of  20,000/. 
a-year  in  case  of  the  death  of  the  Prin- 
cess. He  would  therefore  recommend  the 
introduction  of  a  clause,  making  it  to 
cea#e  and  determine  in  the  event  of  the 
decease  of  her  royal  highness  the  Prine 
Victoria. 

Lord  AUhorp  replied,  that  such  a  me^ 
lancboly  event  was  most  improbable»  and 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was  suf- 
ficiently obyious  to  render  the  proposed 
alteration  in  his  opinion,  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Courtenay  thought  there  could  be 
no  rational  objection  to  the  proposed  ak 
teration. 

Mr.  John  Wood  had  no  wish  to  prevent 
a  regular  provision  being  made  for  the 
Duchess  of  Kent,  in  the  event  of  her  sur- 
viving the  Princess  her  daughter,  but  he 
considered  this  Bill  to  be  worded  in  sueh 
St  Tague  mviner,  that  it  would  be  liable  to 
misooastruotion,  and  he  thought  it  was 
neeessary  to  obviate  this. 

Mr.  Watson  Taylor  was  also  of  opinions 
this  clause  had  better  be  revised.  He  felt 
great  delicacy  in  alluding  to  the  subject, 
but  he  thought  the  Bill  should  be  so 
worded,  as  to  continue  the  grant  to  the 
Duchess  of  Kent  in  the  event  of  her  out-s^ 
living  her  daughter. 

Lord  AUhorp  said,  that  perhaps,  under 
all  the  circumstances  which  had  been 
noticed  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  report. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  perfectly  agreed 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,  the  mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  John  Wood),  that 
thifl  Bill  was  worded  in  a  defective  manner, 
and  he  therefore  recommended  the  noble 
Lord,  (the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer), 
10  to  alter  it  a^  to  make  the  grant  a  per« 
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manent  provision  to  the  Duchess  of  Kent, 
to  which  as  the  mother  of  the  presumptive 
heiress  of  the  Crown,  she  was  fully  en- 
titled. 

Mr.  Rutkven  thought  it  improper  to 
make  such  objections  to  the  grant  for  an 
illustrious  Member  of  the  Royal  Family, 
as  had  been  done  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Middlesex ;  such  miserable  economy  was 
uncalled  for. 

Mr.  Hume  considered  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  very  inconsistent,  in 
defending  a  Bill  which  would  effect  one 
purpose  under  the  colour  of  effecting 
another.  That  might  be  an  Irish  way  of 
legislating ;  but  it  was  wrong  to  accuse  a  man 
of  "miserable  economy,"  for  endeavouring 
to  effect  a  straight-forward  purpose. 

Mr.  Rutkven  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member.  An  Irishman  always  desired  to 
act  liberally  by  the  Royal  Family. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  only  object  was, 
to  consider  the  propriety  of  making  any 
necessary  alterations  in  compliance,  with 
the  observations  that  had  been  made,  and 
he  would  therefore  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  report. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  11,  1831. 

MiNUTSS.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time ;  to  repeal  7th  George 
4th,  entitled,  an  Act  to  Amend  the  Law  of  Ireland,  re- 
lating to  the  Aasemnent  and  Sub-letting  of  Lands,  and  to 
make  other  provisions  In  lieu  thereof.  Read  a  second 
time;  the  EodesiastiGal  Lands  Exchange. 

Returns  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquis  of  Lon- 
don dbrry,  for  an  account  of  the  number  and  names  of 
the  Governors  of  the  Irish  Counties;  and  an  account  of 
those  who  also  exercised  the  duties  of  Custos  Rotulorum ; 
of  the  names  of  Magistrates  in  Commission  of  the  Peace 
§ai  each  county : — On  the  Motion  of  Lord  TavNHAu,  for 
an  account  of  the  Magistrates  whose  names  have  been 
■truck  out  of  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the  last  three 
years,  with  the  causes  thereof. 

Pvtitiona  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Finoall,  fh)m  the  In- 
habitants  of  Wells  and  Navan.  for  an  alteration  of  the 
Onmts  for  Education  (Ireland). 

The  Coronation.]  Viscount  ^^rangf- 
ford:  I  take  the  liberty  of  putting  a 
question  to  the  noble  Earl,  which,  as  it 
18  neither  relative  to  the  French  invasion 
of  Holland,  nor  to  the  spoliations  of  that 
nation  in  Portugal,  I  hope  the  noble  Earl 
will  answer,  as  I  think  he  can,  without 
any  inconvenience  to  the  public  service, 
or  any  danger  to  his  Administration.  I 
wbh  to  know  whether,  among  the  many 
unseemly  mutilations  and  curtailments, 
that  it  appears  his  Majesty's  approaching 
Coronation  is  to  be  subjected  to,  it  is  true 
that  the  Peers  of  England  are  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  right — I  say,  my  Lords,  the 


right  and  duty,  of  humbly  carrying  their 
homage  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne^  at  the 
moment  that  his  Majesty  enters  into  a 
solemn  compact  with  the  people  ?  I  un- 
derstand it  is  intended,  that  this  part  of 
the  accustomed  ceremony^  instead  of  being 
performed  by  each  individual  Peer,  in  his 
own  proper  person,  is  to  be  undertaken 
by  delegates,  representing  each  rank  of 
the  Peerage,  and  who  are  not  to  be  selected 
by  us,  but  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
They  kindly  take  this  opportunity  of  pre- 
senting the  nobility  with  a  sort  of  god- 
fathers, who  are  to  promise,  on  our  behalf, 
that  faith,  duty,  and  loyalty  which  we 
are  not  to  be  allowed  to  tender  for  our- 
selves. I  hope,  sincerely,  that  I  have 
been  misinformed  on  this  subject,  and  I 
look  to  the  answer  of  the  noble  Earl  with 
some  degree  of  impatience,  as  on  that  will 
depend  whether  certain  noble  friends  of 
mine  will  be  able  to  attend  at  the  ensuing 
Coronation.  To  do  that,  under  other  cir^ 
cumstances,  they  would  be  most  proud 
and  happy ;  but  they  may  doubt  the  pro- 
priety of  sanctioning  by  tneir  presence,  an 
arrangement  which  is,  perhaps,  as  un- 
worthy of  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  as 
derogatory  of  the  rights  of  the  Peerage. 

Earl  Grey  :  I  don't  know  if  I  can  give 
any  distinct  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  I  have  but  little 
chance  of  satisfying  him  upon  the  subject, 
after  the  opinion  he  has  declared  as  to 
what  he  calls  the  unseemly  mutilations 
and  curtailments  of  the  ceremony  of  the 
Coronation.  I  believe,  that  the  senti- 
ments of  the  noble  Viscount,  with  regard 
to  the  arrangements  which  his  Majesty 
has  been  pleased  to  command  respecting 
his  Coronation,  are  not  generally  shared, 
and  it  does  not  rest  with  him  to  decide 
whether  those  curtailments  are  unseemly 
or  unnecessary,  but  with  the  public  at 
large,  who,  I  am  persuaded,  will  do  any 
thing  but  concur  with  him  in  his  opinions, 
so  far  as  this  matter  is  concerned.  I  can 
only  assure  the  noble  Viscount,  that  what 
we  have  recommended  to  his  Majesty  to 
do,  has  been  called  forth  by  the  desire 
which  his  Majesty  has  himself  expressed, 
and  which  his  feelings  have  prompted  him 
to  express  on  every  occasion  when  the 
opportunity  was  afforded — ^by  the  desire, 
I  repeat  it,  of  avoiding  the  making  of  any 
unnecessary  demand  on  the  public  porM. 
It  was  with  that  view  the  arrangaments 
for  the  Coronation  have  been  undertaken, 
and  I  trust  your  Lordships  will  be  of 
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opinion  that,  while  nothing  eueDtial  to 
the  ceremony  shall  be  omitted,  many 
parts  may  be  abridged  which  are  not  con- 
sistent with  the  usage  and  spirit  of  the 
times,  and  by  which  the  expenses  of  the 
Coronation  would  be  materially  increased. 
It  is  on  that  principle,  my  Lords,  we  are 
acting;  and,  I  think,  in  the  present  situa- 
tion of  the  country,  the  curtailment  of 
forms  which  are  neither  essential  nor 
necessary,  and  by  which  a  large  portion 
of  the  usual  expenses  of  a  Coronation  can 
be  saved,  will  meet  with  your  approba- 
tion, as  I  am  assured  it  will  with  that  of 
the  public  at  large.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  question  which  the  noble  Vis- 
count has  put  to  me,  relative  to  homage 
being  done  by  delegates  from  the  body  of 
the  Peerage,  and  not  by  the  Peers  indi- 
vidually, who  are  to  appear,  according  to 
the  noble  Viscount,  as  the  sponsors  or 
godfathers  of  their  respective  ranks,  I  can 
only  say,  that  1  do  not  know  if  any  such 
arrangement  is  decided  on  or  not.  The 
subject  is  yet  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Privy  Council.  All  that  I  know  is, 
that  I  am  certain  his  Majesty  will  not 
make  that  selection,  and  the  choice  of 
those  noble  Lords  who  will  become  the 
representatives  of  their  illustrious  ranks 
will  not  depend  upon  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  upon  the  Peers  themselves. 
But,  my  Lords,  on  this  particular  point 
nothing  has  been  yet  determined  ;  but 
your  Lordships  may  rely,  that  every  thing 
will  be  arranged  with  a  view  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  public  service,  to  a  due 
regard  to  the  dignity  of  the  Peerage,  and 
with  a  desire  to  afford  full  facility  to  the 
nobility  of  the  kingdom,  to  tender  that 
homage  and  obedience  which  we  all  agree 
in  bearing  to  the  sovereign  of  the  country. 
It  is  not  in  my  power  to  say  any  thing 
more  decided  at  present ;  and  I  have  only 
to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  a  few  words 
in  addition  to  what  I  have  said,  for  the 
purpose  of  replying  to  the  assertion  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  that  it  was  customary,  on 
all  former  occasions,  for  every  individual 
Peer  to  do  homage  at  the  Coronation. 
If  my  memory  serve  me  correctly,  the 
noble  Viscount  is  misinformed  on  that 
point ;  and,  I  believe,  there  have  been  no 
very  remote  instances  when  the  senior 
Peer  of  each  rank  has  tendered  homage 
in  the  name  of  that  rank.  I  believe  the 
noble  Lord  will  find  the  fact  tol)e  so,  and 
I  trust,  that  on  this,  as  on  former  occa- 
sions, bis  Majesty  will  do  nothing  incon- 


sistent with  the  public  tenricey  the  riglit* 
of  the  Peerage,  and  the  honoiir  and  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdaum :  1  wish  to 
inform  the  noble  Viscount,  that  the  cere- 
mony of  the  Coronation  is  not  referred  by 
his  Majesty  to  his  Cabinet,  but  to  the 
Privy  Council,  and  that  the  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  who  have  been  engaged 
in  settling  the  arrangements,  have  not 
made  their  report,  and,  consequently,  his 
Maiesty's  pleasure  has  not  yet  been  taken 
with  regard  to  the  particular  point  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  called  your  Lordships' 
attention  to. 

Viscount  Stranaford :  I  find,  that  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Earl  docs  not  afford 
me  the  information  1  required,  and  I  do 
not  perceive,  that  I  am  likely  to  receive 
any  greater  satisfaction  from  the  noble 
Marquis  near  him.  With  regard  to  what 
he  has  said  respecting  the  rights  of  the 
Privy  Council,  I  speak  as  a  member  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  I  declare  here,  in 
my  place,  that  all  the  Privy  Council  were 
not  summoned,  but  that  a  selecftion  from 
it  has  been  made,  similar  to  that  which 
our  Transatlantic  brethren  would  call  a 
caucus — particular  individuals,  likely  to 
carry  a  particular  point,  having  been 
chosen,  and  by  them  the  matter  will,  no 
doubt,  be  most  satisfactorily,  at  least  to  his 
Majesty's  Government,  arranged.  Such  a 
theory  of  arrangement,  however,  it  will  be 
a  mockery  and  delusion  to  call  the  act  of 
the  Privy  Council. 

Lord  Holland :   I  must  take  the  liberty 
of  telling  the  noble  Viscount,  that  he  mis- 
understands the  nature  of  the  authority 
by  which  the  arrangements  for  the  ap- 
proaching ceremony  are  to  be  decided* 
My  noble  friend  has  told  him,  that  they 
were  referred  to  the  Privy  Council ;  but, 
of  course,  he  meant  not  to  the  whole,  but 
to  that  portion  of  the  Privy  Council  to 
which  his  Majesty  has  thought  proper  to 
intrust  the    arrangements.      They  have 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Committee, 
composed   of  members  of  the  Council. 
The  King  has  the  power  to  nominate   a 
Committee  from  among  the  members  of 
the  Privy  Council,  to  whom  separate  and 
distinct  duties  may  be  allotted.     For  in* 
stance,    that  body   which  is  called  the 
Cabinet,  in  common  parlance,  is  a  Com* 
mittee  selected  from  the  Council  to  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  Government  of  the 
country ;  and  it  is  their  duty  to  advise  his 
Majesty  on  all  subjects  which  concern  th^ 
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pM^lio  goed.  It  is  BOt  customary  to  sub* 
roit  the  arrangements  for  the  ceremony  of 
the  Coronation  to  that  Committee,  but 
to  another,  chosen  by  his  Majesty  for  that 
particular  purpose ;  and  his  Majesty's  Ca- 
binet, though  they  are  responsible,  as  far 
as  the  selection  of  proper  persons  goes, 
are  not  accountable  for  the  acts  of  that 
Committee.  The  Committee,  and  not  his 
MsQesty's  Government,  are  responsible  to 
the  House  a^id  to  the  country ;  and  any 
person  who  maintains  the  contrary,  totally 
misunderstamU  the  nature  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
With  regard  to  the  approaching  cere- 
mony, I,  fof  one,  am  anxious  that  it 
should  take  place,  as  I  cannot  but  re- 
collect, tliat  the  country  has  been  for 
more  than  si  year  under  the  reign  of  a 
Sovereign  who  has  not  yet  entered  into 
the  usual  solemn  compact  with  his  people. 
It  is  prudent  in  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  recommend  the  Sovereign,  notwith- 
standing the  fatigue  that  he  must  under- 
gOt  to  give  his  commands  that  the  Coro- 
nation should  take  place,  though  they 
may  be  of  opinion,  as  we  all  are,  that  the 
spirit  of  the  compact  exists  without  the 
ceremony,  and  that  we  are  living  under 
as  free  instit^tions  and  as  responsible  a 
Sovereign  before,  as  we  shall  be  after,  the 

Coronation. 

The  Duke  pf  Wellington:  I  take  the 
liberty  of  explaining  to  my  noble  friend, 
that  with  regard  to  the  summoning  of  a 
part,  and  not  the  whole,  of  the  Privy 
Council,  he  is  under  a  wrong  impression, 
and,  if  I  do  not  mistake,  I  saw  his  name 
in  the  proclamation  in  the  Gazette,  With 
regard  to  the  manner  iu  which  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  Coronation  are  usually  con- 
ducted, I  can  only  say,  as  far  as  my  re- 
collection serves  me,  they  were  made  by 
the  whole  Privy  Council,  summoned  by 
proclamation,  and  not  by  a  portion  of  that 
body.  1  rise,  however,  to  express  my 
concurrence  with  the  noble  Viscount  near 
me,  and  to  declare,  that  I  should  be  most 
sorry  if  that  part  of  the  ceremony  to 
which  he  has  alluded  should  be  dispensed 
with.  I  should  hope,  as  the  Privy  Coun- 
o\\  have  not  yet  made  a  report,  that  they 
will  take  into  consideration  the  feelings  of 
the  Peerage,  and  the  wishes  of  the  people, 
and  take  care  that  this  part  of  the  cere- 
mony shall  not  be  curtailed,  as  I  know  that 
many  noble  Lords  will  not  attend  unless 
they  are  to  have  the  gratification  of  per- 
sonally doing  homage  to  his  Majesty. 


Lord  Holland :  Though  the  noble  Duke 
and  I  appear  to  disagree  abont  the  law 
of  the  case,  I  am  certain  we  do  not  differ 
about  the  fact,  and  the  usual  course  is,  as 
he  says,  that  the  whole  Privy  Council 
shall  be  summoned  ;  and  then,  as  I  ven- 
ture to  assert,  those  members  who  attend 
are  considered  as  a  Committee,  and  are 
commanded  by  his  Majesty  to  make  tbe 
necessary  arrangements.  The  members 
who  attend  constitute  the  Committee — 
they  are  accountable  for  all  that  may  be 
done  ;  and  they  relieve  the  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  commonly  called  the 
Cabinet,  of  responsibility,  so  far  as  the 
arrangements  are  devolved  on  them. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry :  I  think, 
ray  Lords,  after  all  that  we  have  heard, 
that  the  House  has  every  reason  to  be 
grateful  to  the  noble  Viscount  for  having 
asked  this  question.  I  can  only  say,  for 
my  own  part,  that  I  am ;  and  I  thank  him 
for  now  giving  me  the  opportunity  of  say- 
ing, that  there  are  Peers  in  this  country 
who  will  not  depute  their  right  to  do 
homage  to  the  Crown  to  any  person,  no 
matter  who  that  individual  may  be.  I 
feel,  my  Lords,  the  more  regret  at  the 
narrow  manner  in  which,  it  appears,  the 
approaching  Coronation  is  to  be  conducted, 
because  we  can  all  remember  how  lately 
the  ceremony  was  performed  with  a  mag- 
nificence and  a  splendor  worthy  of  a  great 
country  and  a  British  Sovereign.  I  am 
sorry  to  see,  that  even  in  this  ceremony  the 
narrow  principle  of  economy  is  at  work. 
I  regret  to  see  it,  my  Lords ;  I  am  sorry  to 
find  every  where  the  endeavour  to  level, 
to  modify,  and  to  reform.  No  man  can 
justify  these  alterations.  No  individual 
Peer,  possessed  of  feelings  of  loyalty,  will 
submit  to  see  this  ceremony,  as  well  as  hit 
rights,  abridged,  and  the  most  sacred 
part  of  them  intrusted  to  other  hands.  I 
am  glad  to  see,  that  in  consequence  of 
my  noble  friend's  remarks,  the  attention 
of  your  Lordships  and  of  the  country  at 
large  will  be  turned  to  this  subject,  and  I 
hope  his  Majesty's  Ministers  will  see  the 
propriety  of  acceding  to  the  general  wish; 
and  I  think,  if  they  do  not,  a  motion 
should  be  made,  by  which  the  Cabinet,  or 
the  Committee  of  tlie  Privy  CouiiciI» 
should  be  instructed  to  convey  to  his 
Majesty  the  wishes  of  the  House. 

Viscount  Goderich:  I  am  astoniahed 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  miv  up  bit 
sentiments  on  other  political  matten  with 
the  ceremony  of  the  Coion«tioO|  and  I 
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oan  scarcely  trust  myself  to  gvf%  expression 
to  my  feelings  on  the  subject.  With  re^ 
gard  to  the  circumstance  which  has  given 
rise  to  his  attack  on  the  principle  of  his 
Majesty's  Govemment-rrnamely,  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  homage  of  the  Peeii 
is  to  be  performed — I  can  only  say,  that 
there  has  not  been  as  yet  any  discussion 
in  the  Privy  Council  respecting  it.  The 
noble  Marquis  sajd,  that  he  was  sorry  to 
see  that  even  in  the  matter  of  the  Corona- 
tion, there  was  a  disposition  to  alter  and  te 
reform,  and  that  the  approaching  cere- 
mony was  to  be  performed  in  a  nianner 
altogether  different  from  any  that  had  pre- 
ceded it.  I  believe,  if  the  noble  Lord 
inquires,  he  will  find  that  the  homage  was 
paid  in  the  manner  stated  by  the  noble 
Viscount  so  lately  as  the  Coronation  of 
George  3rd ;  and,  if  that  be  the  fact,  I 
leave  the  House  to  judge  of  the  propriety  ^ 
of  the  attack  which  the  noble  Marquis  has 
made  upon  the  levelling  desigpa  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Administration.  It  would 
be  well  if  the  noble  Lord  paused  before 
he  made  reflections  so  totally  unconnected 
with  the  subject  under  discussion;  and, 
however  others  may  think  of  the  motives 
which  the  noble  Lord  attributed  to  me 
and  to  my  colleagues,  I  can  only  say, 
for  them  and  for  myself,  that  we  totally 
repel  them  as  unjust  and  unfounded. 

Earl  Qrey  :  I  beg  to  be  distinctly  un- 
derstood, that  the  main  object  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  in  view,  in  the 
advice  which  we  gave  the  Crown,  is  to 
keep  down  expense ;  and,  while  the  las| 
Coronation  cost  tha  country  d40,000i.,  it 
is  now  proposed  that  the  ceremony  shall 
not  exceed  a  fifth  of  that  sum. 

The  Lord  Chancellor — It  gives  me  no 
satisfaction  to  have  to  vindicate  myself  for 
a  neglect  of  my  duty  at  the  expense  of 
your  Lordships  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
as  you  have  managed  to  create  a  Debate 
with  regard  to  an  important  subject,  be« 
tween  the  interval  of  my  receiving  notice 
of  a  motion  on  a  different  subject,  and  my 
putting  it 

The  Marquis  of  Laadondefry :  My 
Lords,  I  most  say  a  few  words  in  order  to 
set  myself  right  I  feel  that  his  Ma^estys 
Ministers  have  been  doing  every  thmg'to 
destroy  this  blessed  Constitution.  That 
is  my  opinion,  I  repeat  it  to  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  ;•  and  I  tell  hini,  when 
I  am  engaged  in  deckifaig  my  opinions  to 
the  House,  I  defy  any  noble  loid  toanest 


The  Marquis  of  Ltmsdowmt  If  the 
noble  Lord  has  any  desire  10  bitAg  tha 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Oenqnuaent 
under  consideration,  he  should  make  a 
motion  on  the  subject. 

The  Marquis  of  Londtmtkrfy :  |  srim 
aware  of  that,  but  I  thmk  I  have  a  figlity 
according  to  the  custom  of  your  Loidshipa^ 
proceedings,  to  take  advantage  of  a  quea- 
tion  being  put,  and  to  give  an  illostialifiii 
of  the  general  principles  whieh  the  answer 
to  that  question  makes  manifest. 

Lord  Holhmd :  I  must  rise  to  order.  A 
great  deal  of  irrelevant  matter  has  been 
already  introduced,  and  it  is  full  time 
that  this  discussion  should  be  put  an  end 
to. 

The  Marquis  of  Lomiond^rff  i  Surely, 
even  if  it  be  moved,  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn,  I  have  a  right  to  intfoduoe  a  suIh 
ject  which  I  think  calls  for  tha  imiiiedtala 
notice  of  your  Lordships.  I  see  that  die 
noble  Lords  at  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  are  ready  to  rise,  one  after  the 
other,  and  fully  to  debate  any  point  vela-* 
tive  to  the  Coronation,  or  any  othev  que»* 
tion ;  but,  if  I  rise  to  answer  them,  i  a«i 
met  instantly  with  a  point  of  ordeiv  I 
will  put  it  to  your  Lordships,  a^Mther  I 
should  not  he  allowed  to  complain  of  the 
unfair  manner  in  whkh  the  noble  Viaoeinit 
attacked  me.  If  your  Lordships  are  of 
opinbn  that  I  should  not  go  on,  1  an  not 
desirous  to  press  my  right  against  yowp 
wishes.  I  merely  sought  to  express  my 
respect  for  the  Crown. 

The  Duke  of  Rvchmsmd:  Asa  MMsbev 
of  this  Hquse  I  must  say,  that  ne  one  haa 
been  guilty  of  a  greatei  wast  of  laepeet 
to  the  Crown  than  the  noble  Maiqnis,  in* 
asmuch  as  he  declared  that  he  would  not 
attend  the  Coronation,i  n  case  he  was  not 
suffered  to  tender  his  homage  to  the  8o« 
vereign  as  he  pleased. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry :  I  am  a#* 
tonished  at  the  noble  Duke,  and  I  dalNp 
him  to  charge  on  me  a  want  of  isipiet  m 
the  Crown.  If  the  noble  Doha  aeserta 
that  I  have  shown  dfarespeci  to  the  lluroa% 
I  renal  that  inputatk>a  with  djedain.  te 
far  mm  it,  I  call  on  hti  Majesty'a  Mhiii- 
ters  to  suftr  me,  in  eoaamaii  widi  yau9 
Lordships,  la  do  homage  to  the  Sov«faigo, 
according  to  the  usiud  custom  of  the 
country,  and  I  trust  that  the  quealioB  put 
by  the  noble  Viico«at  near  me  will  mug 
thenx  to  a  iust  Goosidaatioii  of  that  pointy 
With  rensect  te  its  hAa^  imagaied  thai  f 
woqU  oiht  disiiepaet  to  the  (S<wwi»  I 
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oo]j  say,  that  I  thought  my  whole  life —  ■ 
my  early  military  habits — my  association 
at  that  period  with  the  noble  Duke,  would 
have  saved  me  from  being  subjected  to  that  . 
charge.     1  thought  that  the  noble  Duke,  i 
changed  as  his  politics  are — fighting  as  he  ' 
now  does  under  a  different  banner  from  : 
me — I  thought,  at  least,  that  he  would  be 
the  last  man  to  think  me  capable  of  show- 
ing disrespect  in  any  way  to  the  Sovereign 
of  the  country. 

Repeal  of  the  Coal  Duties.]  On 
the  Motion  that  the  Coal  Duties*  Repeal 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time, 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  observed,  that 
no  question  could  well  require  more  at* 
tentive  consideration  than  the  subject  of 
this  Bill.  It  required  a  great  deal  of  ex- 
planation, before  their  Lordships  ought  to 
consent  to  it.  Some  of  the  clauses,  par- 
ticularly those  repealing  the  additional 
duties  on  Barilla  and  Soda,  were  objec- 
tionable, and  on  them  he  wished  for  more 
specific  information.  The  object,  how- 
ever, of  the  Bill  was,  to  repeal  the  duty 
on  coals  carried  coastwise ;  but,  anxious  as 
he  was  for  the  abolition  of  such  a  duty, 
he  doubted  whether  the  state  of  the  re- 
venue could  at  present  allow  of  the  re- 
duction ;  for,  if  the  financial  circumstan- 
ces of  the  country  were  inquired  into,  he 
was  firmly  persuaded  it  would  appear, 
that  our  receipts  were  hardly  adequate  to 
meet  our  expenditure.  He  thought,  that 
the  local  taxes  on  coal,  such  as  existed 
at  Brighton,  ought  to  be  repealed,  and 
that  every  obstruction  which  impeded  this 
trade  elsewhere,  should  be  taken  off,  before 
the  government  duty  was  removed.  It 
was  his  opinion,  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
have  begun  by  putting  an  end  to  all  the 
abuses  of  the  coal  trade  in  the  city  of 
London,  which  were  now  as  rife  as  they 
ever  had  been.  He  was  aware,  indeed, 
that  some  Resolutions  had  been  adopted  by 
the  House  of  Commons  on  this  subject, 
and  some  progress  had  been  made  in  a 
Bill  to  remedy  these  abuses,  but  as  long 
as  the  local  tax  existed,  there  must  be 
abuses,  and  there  must  be,  in  consequence 
of  those  abuses,  a  high  price  of  coal.  As 
a  proof  of  that  position,  he  would  merely 
remark,  that  though  there  had  been  a 
reduction  of  6s.  in  the  duty  on  every 
chaldron  of  coals  since  March  last,  the 
price  of  coals,  in  the  port  of  London,  was 
quite  as  nigh  now  as  it  was  before  the 
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intended  to  put  a  stop  to  the  abuses  ia 
the  port  of  London,  and  for  that  purpose, 
it  had  been  their  determination  to  put  a 
tax  on  the  coal,  at  the  time  of  its  export 
from  the  north  of  England.  By  such 
an  arrangement,  the  public  would  derive 
some  benefit  from  the  reduction  of  duty, 
whereas,  at  present,  they  derived  no  be- 
nefit, whilst  the  Treasury  lost  consider- 
able revenue.  The  duty,  also,  on  the  ex- 
port of  coal,  had  been  reduced ;  but  that 
reduction  in  England,  had  been  followed 
by  the  imposition  of  an  equal  duty  on 
its  importation  into  Holland,  and  he  did 
not  suppose,  that  any  person  would  repre- 
sent that  reduction  as  a  boon  granted  to 
the  coal-owner,  whatever  it  might  be  to 
the  king  of  Holland.  To  make  these  re- 
marks, wasnot,  ho wever,the principal  reason 
for  his  troubling  their  Lordships  on  that 
occasion,  but  rather  to  call  their  attention 
to  this  fact — that  these  measures  of  the 
reduction  of  duty  had  been  carried  into 
effect,  by  virtue  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  under  the  authority  of  two  votes 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  which  the 
first  was  passed  in  December,  and  the 
second  in  March  last — the  constitutional 
rights  of  their  Lordships,  to  give  their 
opinion  on  the  repeal  of  these  taxes,  being 
entirely  passed  by.  This  act  of  the  pre- 
rogative— or  rather,  he  should  say,  this 
illegal  act — had  been  aggravated  by  the 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  for  then  the 
authority  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
gone ;  and  yet  these  duties  had  been  re- 
pealed, though  there  was  no  authority 
whatever  for  that  measure,  except  an 
order  from  the  servants  of  the  Crown,  at 
the  head  of  the  Treasury ;  they  had  thus 
taken  on  themselves  the  authority  of  the 
whole  Legislature.  He  did  not  mean  to 
assert,  that  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
might  not  be  necessary — all  that  he  meant 
to  ask  the  noble  Lords  was  this  ;  '^  Were 
they  prepared  to  assert,  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, on  the  very  day  when  his  Majesty 
came  down  to  that  House,  to  put  an  end 
to  its  existence  V*  Could  they  not  have 
allowed  Parliament  to  have  sat  for  a  few 
days  longer,  until  they  had  got  from  it  a 
constitutional  authority  for  what  they  had 
done  ?  Having  advised  his  Majesty  to  pal 
an  end  to  this  tax,  he  thought  that  tney 
might  have  advised  his  Majesty  to  abstain 
from  the  exercise  of  his  prerogative  for 
that  short  time,  which  would  have  enabled 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  to  give  a 
legal  sanction  to  the  acts  whicb  tbej 
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about  to  adopt.  For  this  reason,  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
the  course  which  had  been  followed — first, 
because  he  believed  it  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional ;  secondly,  because  he  considered 
it  to  have  been  aggravated  by  the  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament ;  and  lastly,  because;  if 
it  were  continued  under  the  new  Constitu- 
tion, it  would  put  an  end  to  the  privileges 
of  their  lordships,  and  make  their  Hpu^ 
of  no  use.  He  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  these  observations,  but  he  did  not 
mean  to  oppose  the  Bill. 

Viscount  Goderich  trusted,  that  he 
should  be  able  to  satisfy  the  noble  Duke, 
that  there  were  no  grounds  for  the  objec- 
tions which  he  had  stated  to  the  course 
pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
He  would,  however,  first  of  all  advert  to 
the  points  on  which  the  noble  Duke  had 
called  for  further  information,  and  espe- 
cially to  those  clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
related  to  the  repeal  of  the  duties  on  soda 
and  barilla.  The  remarks  of  the  noble 
Duke  on  these  clauses,  related  to  a  mo- 
dification of  those  duties,  which  had  been 
made  by  order  of  the  Treasury,  without 
any  authority,  as  it  was  stated,  given  by 
the  Legislature.  Now  first  of  all  he  would 
state,  that  the  duties  on  barilla  had  been 
repealed  so  long  ago  as  1829,  though  cir- 
cumstances had  prevented  the  Act  from 
coming  into  immediate  operation.  The 
duties  on  soda  had  also  been  repealed  in 
a  similar  manner,  by  an  Act  passed  during 
the  last  year,  in  the  Administration  of  the 
noble  Duke  himself.  The  course  which 
the  Government  had  pursued,  with  reg^d 
to  the  other  duties,  and  which  the  noble 
Duke  condemned  as  a  great  impropriety — 
he  meant  the  remitting  of  the  duties  on  a 
vote  of  the  House  of  Commons,  without 
the  sanction  of  the  other  branches  of  the 
Legislature — ^had  been  the  course  inva- 
riably pursued  by  all  preceding  Govern- 
ments. Whenever  a  duty  was  repealed, 
the  alteration  in  collecting  it  took  place 
immediately  after  the  resolution  for  its 
repeal  was  carried  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  could  assure  the  noble  Duke, 
that  if  such  a  practice  were  not  observed, 
great  confusion  would  take  place  among 
all  persons  engaged  in  manufactures.  He 
anticipated  that  the  country  would  derive 
great  relief  from  this  repeal  of  the  duties 
on  coals.  That  was  no  new  opinion  of 
his,  for  he  had  avowed,  years  ago,  that  he 
considered  these  datie»  most  unjust,  from^ 
pressing  most  heavily  on.  those  classes  of 


the  community  which  were  .least  able  to 
endure  their  pressure.  He  kiMw,  that  in 
some  of  the  southern  counties  of  England, 
they  led  to  great  moral  evil;  for,  when 
coals  became  so  dear  in  winter,  that  -  the 
poor  could  not  purchase  them,  the  neoM* 
sity  of  procuring  fuel  led  them  to  go  aboot 
in  bands,  and  to  rob  the  woods  to  obtaio 
it.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Duke,  that  the  best  plan  would  have  been, 
to  have  got  rid  of  the  abuses  of  the  coal- 
trade  in  the  city  of  London,  before  they 
proceeded  to  repeal  the  tax  itself.  His 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  repealed  the  tax 
first,  and  then  introduced  a  bill,  which 
was  at  present  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
Ifament,  for  the  correction  of  the  abuses 
of  which  the  noble  *Duke  complained.  As 
to  the  opinion,  that  reducmg  the  ex- 
port duty  on  coals  would  be  an  injury  to 
our  own  manufacturers,  and  WQiud  ex- 
haust our  supply  of  coals,  that,  he  meat 
say,  appeared  to  him  very  absurd.  The 
notion  which  some  persons  had  very  in- 
dustriously attempted  to  propagate,  that, 
by  the  encouragement  which  it  would  give 
to  foreign  coal-owners  to  frequent  .our 
markets,  our  field  of  coal  would  be  speed- 
ily exhausted,  was  to  him  perfectly  ridi- 
culous. He  was  informed  that  such  feers 
were  totally  groundless;  for  we  had  a 
supply  of  coals  which  would  last  for  at 
least  2,000  years.  He  was  not  afraid, 
that  by  the  reduction  of  the  export  duties, 
we  should  be  raising  rivals  to  our  own 
manufacturers;  for  their  superiority  was 
attributable  to  other  causes  than  eitheir 
the  abundance  or  the  comparatively  low 
price  of  coals  in  this  country ;  moreover, 
the  coals  exported,  could  not,  or  would 
not,  be  used  in  this  country.  They  were 
generally  small  coals — ^what  were  left  at 
the  operation  of  screening,  and  which,  if 
not  taken  away,  would  encumber  the 
ground.  As  to  the  noble  Duke's  asser* 
tion,  that  our  necessary  expenditure  would 
not  admit  of  a  remission  of  duties,  which 
would  cause  such  a  defalcation  of  revenue, 
he  would  merely  say,  that  there  was  no 
ground  of  fear  on  that  score,  if  he  might 
trust  to  the  best  calculation  which  could 
be  made  of  the  produce  of  the  revenue  for 
the  year,  as  compared  with*  the  expend- 
iture,, when  the  reductions  in  the  esta- 
blishments on  the  one  hand,  and  the  re- 
mission of  taxes  on  the  other,  were  taken 
into  consideration.  Judging  from  what 
had  Occurred  tn  the  last  half  year,  they 
had  a  ri{^t  to  calculate  on  a  progrenire 
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increase  of  the  revenue,  able  to  meet  all 
the  demands  which  our  reduced  expend- 
iture would  make  upon  it.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  not  to  suppose,  that  because 
they  repealed  a  certain  amount  of  duty, 
they  were,  therefore,  to  lose  the  full 
amount  of  revenue  which  that  duty 
brought  in;  and,  as  a  proof  of  his  opi- 
nion, he  would  mention,  that  though  the 
duties  which  were  remitted  last  year  pro- 
duced a  revenue  of  3,000,000/.,  the  real 
falling-off  of  the  revenue,  occasioned  by 
their  repeal,  was  only  965,000/. ;  so  that 
there  had  been  an  advance  of  revenue  on 
other  articles  of  consumption,  of  more 
than  1,000,000/.  He  fully  concurred  in 
the  justide  of  what  had  fallen  from  tKe 
noble  Duke  on  a  fotmer  occasion,  as  to 
the  elasticity  of  the  resources  of  this 
country.  He  was  certain  that  we  had  no 
reason  to  fear,  that  we  should  not  be  in  a 
condition  to  meet  any  demand  which 
niight  be  made  upon  us,  and  he  verily 
believed,  that  we  were  the  only  country  in 
the  world  which  could  stand  at  present  in 
that  position. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said^  that  in 
the  observations  which  he  had  offered  to 
their  Lordships,  he  had  no  wish  to  depre- 
ciate the  state  of  the  revenue.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  able  to  meet  any 
demands  which  might  be  made  upon  it. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count was  too  sanguine  in  his  views, 
for  he  had  calculated  the  revenue  as 
as  if  the  repeal  of  those  duties  had  been 
in  full  force  for  the  last  six  months, 
whereas  it  had  only  operated  for  the  last 
three.  With  respect  to  the  propriety  of 
correcting  the  abuses  of  the  port  of  Lon- 
don before  repealing  the  coal  duties,  he 
was  fully  convinced,  that  the  noble  Earl, 
before  long,  would  be  under  the  necessity 
eithir  of  collecting  the  duties  of  the  city 
of  London  in  the  north  of  England,  or  of 
giving  to  the  city  of  London  some  com- 
pensation in  lieu  of  them.  So  long  as 
the  duties  were  collected  in  the  port  of 
London,  abuses  would  continue ;  and  so 
long  as  the  abuses  continued,  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  southern  counties  of  England 
could  not  have  those  advantages  from  the 
repeal  of  the  coal  duties  which  the  Le- 
gislature intended  to  place  within  their 
grasp. 

The  Marquis  of  Londonderry  wished  to 
recommend  his  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
find  some  substitute  for  all  the  imposts 
which  were  placed  on  coal  in  the  port  of 


London.  His  reason  for  addrening  tbeir 
Lordships  on  this  occasion  was,  to  explatn 
how  it  happened  that  the  price  of  coals 
was  so  high,  now  that  the  duty  had  been 
taken  off.  The  fact  was,  that  the  price 
had  been  kept  up,  in  consequence  of  the 
stoppage  which  had  been  put  to  the  coal- 
trade  in  the  north,  by  the  strike  of  the  men 
engaged  in  it.  He  wished  that  he  could 
say,  that  that  system,  on  which  the  men 
acted-'-of  standing  out  for  vrages — was  pat 
an  end  to;  but,  at  present,  there  was 
great  dissatisfaction  among  them,  though 
the  coal-owners  had  gone  a  long  way — 
some  might  censure  them  for  having  gone 
too  far — to  meet  their  wishes.  lie  was 
afraid,  from  the  accounts  he  received  from 
the  north  of  England,  that  the  people  there 
remained  very  discontented,  notwithstand- 
ing these  concessionsi  He  deplored  the 
combination  of  the  workmen  generally  in 
unions,  who  were  assembling  fbr  political 
purposes,  under  the  mask  of  regulating 
the  trade.  He  was  sorry,  indeed,  to  My, 
that  the  men,  from  assembling  for  an  in- 
crease of  wages,  had  now  got  to  assemble 
for  political  purposes.  The  noble  Mar- 
quis, in  corroboration  of  this  statement, 
read  a  requisition  from  certain  members  of 
the  Northern  Union, calling  on  their  fellow- 
workmen  to  meet  on  the  Idth  inst.  to  con- 
sider of  the  propriety  of  presenting  an  ad- 
dress to  his  Majesty,  expressive  of  their 
loyalty  and  affection  to  his  person,  of  their 
determination  to  pursue  a  peaceable  de- 
meanour, and  not  to  violate  the  public  peace, 
and  of  their  eratitude  to  his  Ministers  for 
having  introduced  a  measure  of  Reform, 
which  was  calculated  to  promote,  not  only 
the  stability  of  the  throne,  but  also  aJl  the 
best  interests  of  the  people.  He  hoped 
that  these  people  might  refrain  from  law- 
less aggression  ;  but  he  had  some  fearSy 
when  he  knew,  that  at  least  20,000  men 
were  expected  to  meet  in  consecpience. 
Now,  he  really  thought  that  their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  adopt  some  measures  to 
check  the  proceedings  of  bodies  like  these 
Northern  Unions ;  for,  he  would  ask,  were 
the  members  of  such  associations  properly 
qualified  to  give  opinions  on  the  measnres 
of  the  Legislature  ?  He  eamestlf  wished 
these  people  to  return  to  their  obedience 
to  their  employers,  and  continue  obedient 
to  them ;  and  if  they  did  that,  there  Alight 
yet  be  some  hopes  of  the  prosperity  of 
that  part  of  the  countrv.  He  apposkd  to 
noble  Lords,  connected  with  that  patt  of 
the  country,  if  such  proceedidga  wm  ^fo- 
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per;  and  he  liad  adverted  to  the  subject, 
becanse  he  felt  both  a  wish  to  explain 
the  cause  of  the  high  price  of  coals,  and  to 
express  the  apprehension  he  entertained 
as  to  that  part  of  the  country. 

The  Marauis  of  Lansdotvn  augured 
well,  from  the  advertisement  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  just  read  to  theit 
Lordships,  of  the  disposition  of  the  parti- 
cular classes  connected  with  the  coal- 
trade  ;  for,  whatever  might  be  the  appre* 
hensions  which  some  persons  entertaitied 
as  to  their  feelings,  it  could  not  but  be  satis- 
factory to  learn,  that  it  was  im^MMsible  to 
convene  them  together  in  large  bodies, 
without  the  profession  of  sentiments  which 
were  at  least  sound,  loyal,  and  decent. 
He  believed,  that  their  lordships  might, 
whatever  apprehensions  biisted  as  to  the 
general  temper  of  the  cbuntry  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  extend  the  same  femSirk  tb  other 
classes  of  the  community,  and  justly  state, 
whatever  were  the  evil  designs  of  some 
individuals — and  he  did  not  mean  to  deny 
that  evil  designs  were  entertained  by 
some  small  classes  of  individuals — they 
were  not  such  designs  as  they  dared  pub- 
licly to  avow,  even  to  the  lowest  orders. 
It  was  satisfactory  to  see,  that  whenever 
large  bodies  of  men  were  to  be  moved, 
such  was  the  established  loyalty  of  feeling 
in  the  country,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
bring  them  into  action  without  calling 
upon  them,  in  the  name  of  love  to  their 
Sovereign,  while  a  constitutional  obe- 
dience to  his  lawful  mandate  was  osten- 
tatiously professed.  He  did  not,  however, 
rise  so  much  to  make  theSe  observations, 
as  to  conGrm  those  satisfactory  tonclu- 
Sions  which  might  be  fairly  drawn  from 
his  noble  colleague's  speech,  as  to  the  st^te 
of  the  revenue.  With  respect  to  the  repeal 
of  the  duties  on  coals,  that  repeal  must  be 
imperfect  as  long  as  any  local  duties  re- 
mained, either  in  this  or  any  other  part  of 
the  kingdom.  He  believed  that  Ireland 
would  be  very  much  benefitted  by  a  total 
repeal  of  all  such  duties.  They  ought  to 
be  done  away — totally  done  away — in 
Dublin,  as  well  as  in  London ;  and  an 
article  that  was  next  to  bread,  as  the 
foundation  of  subslstenee— that  contHbut- 
ed  to  the  physical  comfbtt  and  enjoyment 
of  the  poor  auite  as  tnitch  lis  bread,  at  the 
same  time,  that  it  wal  the  ^eat  means  of 
providing  thein  with  etnploytnent,  and  add- 
ing to  the  national  WelfiS^^e — ought  to  be 
f)ree  as  ait,  and  freely  tarried  to  and  fVbm 
every  part  of  the  kingdbm.  tt  Ought  to  flttd 


its  way  as  readily  to  the  fiiniaee  of  tlM 
manufacturer  as  to  the  kitch^i  of  the  poo 
man ;  and  ought,  in  tio  port  or  ]pilltcey  ti 
be  interfered  wi^  by  GustOtii-ti^tM  «f 
Excise  Officers,  or  impeded  in  ilt  fMli«fa< 
culation.  That  was,  in  his  opinion^  AH 
desimble ;  and  he,  therefbre,  r^atdM  MM 
repeal  of  the  duty,  as  far  as  it  Weili,  #ifl 
much  satisfaction.  With  respect  to  thi 
general  state  of  the  revenue,  he  agH!^ 
with  the  nt>ble  Duke,  that  it  v^ould  bfe  Mk 
tisfoctory  if  there  were  a  larger  tut)ilir 
revenue ;  and  he  wished  that  the  sttfpil 
were  much  griiaier  than  it  actually  #as 
He  believed,  however,  that,  with  all  th< 
reductions  proposed, the  surplus  would  no 
be  less  than  800^000/.  or  AQOfiQQL  Then 
were  two  ways  in  which  themrplus  migh 
be  looked  at.  It  might  be  kept  up  b; 
keemsg  up  all  the  pittitti  tUM^  or  tiifq 
might  b§  teuttCra,  ^iln  H  ¥i8#  tK  pfOttl^tni( 
the  prosperity  of  the  counlfyi  mA,  id  lii 
«rel»ing  the  rwouioit  and  pfMllkif  t 
latge  additional  tetdhde  tl  sdme  tmn 
time.  He  was  h^fj  io  say,  that  An 
country  was  onoe  mot«  ito  s^oh  a  situalMn 
that  the  repeat  of  takes  oti  Artioteft  tt^iXm 
sumption,  did  not  lead  to  a  dimfaiutiMi  o 
the  revenue,  but  rather  to  the  Itireffte^  ii 
coiitequence  of  the  ^ditionld  Iw&plo^eii 
which  it  gave  to  capital  employed  in  Ma 
nnfactures.  He  Ipoked  (brwifd  td  a  gfSi 
improvement  in  the  revenuOi  by  so  reiiov 
ing  taxes  as  to  allow  the  natural  reioilfOei 
of  the  country  to  expand  themselven  b] 
means  which  at  once  gave  relief  to  ik< 

EOT,  atid  encouraged  the  dipiteliattoem 
rk  his  meahS  ih  ptoVidiiigri^h  eiBpId^ 
mentforthem»  They  ought  to  look  lo  Ihi 
repeal  of  taxes  which  would  hftve  ilkel 
effects ;  and  the  repeal  of  the  tax  on  coal 
possessed  all  these  good  qualities,  tten 
couraged  traded  it  stimulated  mahuAu^' 
tures ;  it  furnished,  at  bhce,  relief  to  th( 
lowest  classes  of  the  population,  And  itteditiu 
of  increased  exertion  to  the  cAptHdiltj 
and  thus,  by  ettendin?  the  reSdiitdee  ol 
the  coun^,  provided  the  taateriilt  Of  lA^ 
creased  revenue  to  the  future  stitestttitt 
A  similar  restilt  Would  be  jprodAced  bj 
the  repeal  6f  the  t&t  dii  printed  dMmik 
which  formed  pBxi  ot  thd  iatte  plitt| 
that  repeal  had,  in  pafiictilar,  bee&  tei^ 
beneficial  to  Ireland  i  and  he,  thetefofe, 
concluded,  that  both  taieshad  beeu  right!) 
selected,  ait  fit  ol]{jecU  fbr  tfemiiiioiiy  b] 
his  MajeS^^s  QoVefnment  He  khMH 
that  their  Lordships  n^uld  Wftr  he  to= 
Ihtyed  into  taf  tmsty  alteratibfli  m  HbUb 
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system  of  finance  ;  for,  from  all  such  alter- 
ations, great  danger  necessarily  ensued. 
The  best  mode  of  proceeding  was,  to  change, 
cautiously  and  gradually,  such  parts  of  it 
as  they  might  deem  defective.  That  mode 
had  been  adopted  in  the  present  Bill,  and 
he  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would  pro- 
ceed to  review  the  remainder  of  the  taxes 
in  the  same  spirit,  and.  to  repeal  such  of 
them  as  pressed  on  industry,  and  fettered 
trade,  and  the  repeal  of  such  taxes  would 
both  give  immediate  relief,  and  promote 
future  production. 

The  Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday y  August  11,  1831. 

Miifimi.1  Bill  brought  in.  By  Mr.  AMerauui  Wood, 
to  Regulate  the  Navigatioii  of  Steam  VeiMli  in  certain 
part!  of  the  River  Thames. 

Ratuma  ordered.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  RoBiNaow,  of 
the  oflleial  value  of  English  and  Irish  produce,  and  Manu- 
flwtnriiy  and  Colonial  produce,  exported  fimm  Great 
Britain,  together  with  the  Imports  into  Great  Britain, 
distlnguiahing  the  several  Countries  Exported  to  or 
Imported  flrom,  fbr  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  Janiury, 
1851 1  and  similar  Returns  for  Ireland: — On  theMotimi 
of  Mr.  Rlh'HTBN,  of  the  gross  and  nett  amount  of  the 
Malt  Duties  hi  Scotland  for  the  twelve  last  years,  respec^ 
ively;  and  the  amount  of  the  drawback  in  each  year:  — 
On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Eowaed  Ltttoic  Bulwkb,  the 
quantity  of  Silk  Cause  Ribands  Imported  since  July  5, 
18f& 

PetitioiiB  presented.  By  Mr.  Hbicrt  Lytton  Bulwbr, 
ftom  the  Directors  of  the  Poor  of  two  Parishes  of  Co- 
ventry, against  the  Settlement  of  the  Poor  Bill.  By  Mr. 
O'CoMOB,  ftom  the  Protestant  Burgesses  of  Galway,  for 
equalising  Civil  Rights  in  that  place.  By  Mr.  HaLai, 
ftom  the  Merchants  and  Ship  Owners  of  St.  Ives,  Corn- 
wall, against  the  duties  for  Marine  Insurance.  By  the 
LoBD  AoTocATB,  ttooi  thc'Ship  Owners  of  Dundee,  against 
die  exaction  of  Fees  on  account  of  Quarantine  on  Vessels 
ftom  the  Baltic.  By  Mr.  G.  Lamb,  fttnn  the  Catholic  In- 
habitants of  Dungarvon,  ag^nst  the  Grant  to  the  Kildare 
Street  Society. 

The  Irish  Yeomanry.]  Sir  Richard 
Musgrave  presented  a  Petition  from  tlie 
City  of  Waterford,  signed  by  a  great 
number  of  highly  respectable  persons, 
praying  for  an  Inquiry  into  the  late  affair 
at  Newtownbarry,  and  also  praying  the 
House  to  adopt  measures  to  disarm  the 
Irish  Yeomanry.  He  heartily  concurred 
in  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  the  com- 
pliance with  which  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  preserve  the  peace  of  Ireland. 
It  was  certainly  most  impolitic  to  arm  the 
Yeomanry — a  measure  which  had  caused 
great  alarm  among  one  part  of  the  popu- 
lation in  Ireland.  He  knew  that  the 
Yeomanry  of  the  South  of  Ireland  were  a 
class  of  persons  who  had  long  been  in 
open  hostility  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 


{ and  it  was,  therefore,  most  impolitic  to  in- 
!  trust  them  with  arms  before  their  passions 
had  become  subdued.  The  peace  that 
i  had  so  long  prevailed  in  the  county  which 
I  he  was  connected  with,  was  solely  at- 
tributable to  the  non-employment  of  the 
Yeomanry;  he  strongly  reprobated  the 
calling  out  of  the  Yeomanry  at  Newtown- 
1)arry  as  a  measure  most  unadvisedly 
adopted,  unless  it  was  shown  there  had 
been  a  want  of  other  species  of  force. 
There  was  on  the  spot  a  body  of  police, 
and,  if  they  alone  had  been  employed, 
they  would  most  probably  have  prevented 
so  much  blood  from  being  shed.  It  was 
most  imprudent  in  the  Magistrates  to  call 
out  a  body  of  exasperated  men  with  arms 
in  their  hands,  and  the  result  was  sach  as 
might  have  been  expected.  They  were 
told  that  the  Magistrate  was  discreet, 
and  the  Clergyman  pious ;  perhaps  be  was 
reading  his  Bible  when  the  Yeomanry  were 
shooting  his  parishioners;  but  the  facts 
were,  that  the  levy  of  tithes  had  been  en- 
forced by  the  one,  and  the  people  shot  by 
the  order  of  the  other.  Whatever  reason 
there  might  have  been  for  arming  the 
Yeomanry  last  year,  there  was  no  justifi- 
cation for  allowing  them  to  retain  their 
arms  now.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
the  Government  in  Ireland  must  know, 
that  in  case  of  danger  the  Yeomanry  in 
Ireland,  so  far  from  being  of  service, 
would  be  an  encumbrance  to  the  regular 
army. 

Mr.  Stanley  would  not  enter  into  the 
painful  circumstances  which  had  induced 
the  noble  Marquis  (the  Marquis  of  Anglesey) 
to  decide  upon  the  step  he  had  taken  ;  at 
the  same  time,  it  was  not  quite  correct  to 
state,  that  the  Government  had  adopted 
any  new  system  of  arming  the  Yeomanry. 
Lord  Anglesey  only  called  in  inferior  arms, 
and  gave  out  others  which  would  enable 
the  men  to  do  their  duty.  He  would  not 
at  present  enter  into  any  irritating  discus- 
sions upon  some  topics,  which  only  led  to 
accusations  and  recriminations,  nor  would 
he  enter  into  any  defence  of  the  deplor- 
able events  that  had  occurred  at  Newtown- 
barry, because,  as  far  as  the  conduct  of  the 
Yeomanry  and  police  was  concerned,  legpil 
investigation  was  still  pending,  which  would 
probably  lead  to  the  usual  ordeal  of  trial. 
He  could  not  but  deprecate  the  discaiiion 
at  the  present  moment  of  statements  given 
at  the  Coroner's  Inquest,  and  in  the  pablic 
newspapers.  He  agreed  that  the  Yeo- 
manry was  not  a  force  which  sboaU  be 
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hastily  called  out,  at  the  discretion  of  any 
individual  Magistrate ;  and  though  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  thought  it  his  duty  to 
refrain  from  expressing  his  opinions  re- 
specting the  Yeomanry,  he  had  thought  it 
proper  to  express  his  disapprobation  of 
the  calling  them  out  by  the  Magistrates. 
If  he  did  not  express  his  disapprobation 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Yeomanry,  it  was 
because  the  subject  was  still  under  con- 
sideration. He  begged  also  to  say,  that 
while  he  was  not  prepared  to  promise 
that  the  Yeomanry  should  be  either  dis- 
banded or  disarmed,  he  was  ready  to  say 
that  it  was  under  the  consideration  of 
Government,  whether  a  system  could 
not  be  adopted  which  should  take  from 
the  Yeomanry  all  that  was  objection- 
able, leaving  only  that  which  was  useful. 
At  present,  however,  he  could  not  with 
propriety  enter  into  the  details  of  that 
measure ;  but  with  regard  to  individual 
cases,  if  any  proofs  could  be  brought  to 
convict  either  the  Officers  or  Privates  of 
improper  conduct,  there  was  no  man  more 
ready  than  Lord  Anglesey  to  take  the 
subject  into  consideration,  and  inflict  the 
fullest  punishment  npon  the  individuals. 
With  respect  to  the  proceeding  of  the 
12th  July,  Lord  Anglesey  gave  orders 
that  none  of  the  Yeomanry  should  attend 
the  processions,  and  upon  complaint  that 
some  of  them  had  attended,  they  were  in- 
stantly dismissed.  He  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  alluding  to  a  statement 
made  last  night  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
member  for. Kerry,  respecting  the  distribut- 
ing of  arms  to  the  Protestants  of  a  corps, 
and  withholding  them  from  the  Catholics. 
This  statement  he  begged  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  repeat,  now  that  he 
was  present,  for  he  had  not  heard  of  the 
circumstance  before.  If  the  case  turned 
out  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
represented  it,  there  could  be  no  measure 
so  strong  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would 
not  adopt  to  vindicate  the  character  of  the 
Government,  and  to  show  his  sense  of 
such  improper  conduct.  He  begged  to 
put  it  to  the  hon.  Baronet  who  presented 
the  petition,  whether  it  would  be  proper 
to  move,  that  it  be  printed,  in  consequence 
of  the  language  it  contained,  as  he  should 
certainly  be  compelled  to  oppose  the  print- 
ing of  it.  He  would  not  object  to  its  being 
brought  up,  but  he  should  oppose  a  Mo- 
tion for  printing  it,  for  the  petition  used 
very  strong  and  improper  language  re- 
specting the  affair  at  Newtownbarry.     It 

VOL.  V.  {3ja} 


said,  that  the  Yeomanry  of  Ireland  con- 
sisted of  the  most  ignorant  persons,  and 
that  they  made  their  power  an  excuse  for 
robbery  and  murder.  He  should  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  such  language  should 
be  allowed. 

Mr.  O'Connell  hoped  his  hon.  friend 
would  persevere  in  pressing  the  petition, 
not  only  as  to  its  being  received,  but  as  to 
its  being  printed.  The  petition  stated  the 
fact  of  the  Magistrates  having  been  con- 
vinced of  the  impropriety  of  employing  a 
force  which  had  done  so  much  mischief. 
He  did  not  know  the  distinction  between 
creating  and  reviving  a  Yeomanry  force ; 
but,  until  late,  that  species  of  force  in 
his  own  county  had  been  nearly  defunct, 
and  merely  supported  by  the  Orange 
Lodge.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  now,  that 
there  was  no  hope  that  the  Yeomanry 
were  to  be  disarmed,  and  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  it  was  impossible  to  say 
to  what  extent  blood  would  be  spilt  by 
this  atrocious  force.  He  was  sorry  also 
to  be  obliged  to  say,  that  religious  bigotry 
had  been  re-animated  in  Ireland  by  Lord 
Anglesey  and  his  servants.  They  were 
afraid,  too,  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union, 
and  they  encouraged  party  spirit  to  weaken 
the  people.  If  it  were  mtended  to  mas- 
sacre the  Irish  peasantry,  if  a  notion  so 
horrible  could  be  entertained  by  a  set  of 
Ministers  with  a  view  of  preserving  any 
political  system — what  better  means  could 
be  found  than  to  arm  one  portion  of  the 
exasperated  people  against  the  other,  and 
exasperate  them  still  more.  Let  it  be  re- 
collected, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Stanley),  who  now  used  mild  Icm- 
guage,  was  the  individual  who  proposed  to 
transport  those  Catholic  peasants  who  had 
fire-arms  in  their  possession,  while  he 
placed  fire-arms  in  the  hands  of  the 
Orangemen.  He  begged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  read  the  speeches  of  the 
Protestant  gentlemen  at  a  meeting  a 
short  time  ago  in  Wexford,  and  see  their 
feelings  as  to  Government  for  '  arming 
this  unbearable  Yeomanry  force.  Let  him 
look  at  the  language  of  Mr.  Boyce  and 
Mr.  Osborne,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  find  it  ten  times  stronger  than 
any  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  ever  employed. 
In  regard  to  the  case  which  he  had  men- 
tioned last  night,  he  now  repeated,  that 
Captain  D'Arcy  had  distributed  arms  to 
the  Protestants  and  refused  them  to  the 
Catholics  of  his  corps,  in  confirmation  of 
which  ae  read  the  names  of  th"^  witnesses 
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to  vouch  for  its  truth.  The  witnesses 
would  require  the  protection  of  Govern- 
ment, wliich  no  doubt  thev  would  receive. 
This  Captain  D'Arcy  was  in  a  procession 
on  the  1 2th  of  July,  carrying  an  Oranire 
flaej.  He  had  some  recollection  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  on  a  former 
niji^ht,  said,  that  the  arminj^  of  the  Yeo- 
manry was  to  cease ;  but  he  had  heard  that 
several  corps  had  since  then  been  armed. 
Unless  the  Yeomanry  were  disarmed,  there 
would  be  more  bloodshed.  He  would  not 
enter  into  the  Newtownbarry  case,  though 
that  was  classic  ground  in  the  list  of  Irish 
grievances,  for  it  was  on  a  petition  from 
that  place  that  Lord  T3yron  made  his  first 
speech  in  Parliament,  He  would  only 
say,  in  that,  case  every  Officer  denied 
having  given  any  orders  to  fire  ;  therefore 
the  men  must  have  fired  without  orders, 
which  was  an  abundant  reason  for  disarm- 
ing them.  The  House  would  have  pe- 
titions upon  this  subject  from  every  part 
of  Ireland ;  he  should  have  to  present  one 
from  Galway  in  a  few  days.  If  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  an  increase  of  force  in 
Ireland,  let  them  send  an  army  there ; 
the  King's  troops  were  the  people's  friends, 
and  between  them  and  the  people,  not- 
withstanding the  troops  w^ere  sometimes 
required  to  perform  a  painful  duly,  the 
utmost  harmony  existed. 

Mr.  Cole  knew,  that  the  Officer  whose 
conduct  had  been  alluded  to  was  so  re- 
spectably connected,  that  nothing  im- 
proper he  might  do  would  be  sanctioned 
by  his  friends.  He  would  assert,  that  the 
Fermanaa:h  Yeoman rv  was  a  most  Consti- 
tutional  corps,  and  they  had  taken  no 
part  whatever  in  any  illegal  proccedint^s. 
They  werechicfly  Protestants,  undoubtedly, 
but  that  did  not  arise  from  any  exclusive 
principle,  but  because  the  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  in  Fermanagh  were  of  that 
persuasion.  He  entirely  disapproved  of 
disbanding  the  Yeomanry,  who  were  a 
useful  and  efficient  body  in  maintaining 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Brownloiu  said,  this  was  a  petition 
for  the  general  disarming  of  the  Yeomanry 
of  Ireland  ;  and  the  present  petition  oc- 
casioned him  considerable  embarrassment 
— not,  certainly,  with  respect  to  the  opinion 
he  should  give;  but  placed  as  he  was  in 
the  midst  of  the  Yeomanry  of  Ireland — 
living  as  he  did  in  the  midst  of  a  camp  of 
armed  men — he  was  afraid  lest  what  he 
might  say  should  be  construed  disrespect- 
fully; as  reflecting  upon  some  individuals, 


as  such,  who  were  the  hardy,  latKHrious, 
and  most  valuable  population  of  the  North 
of  Ireland.  He  would  speak  only  of  the 
bad,  odious,  vicious,  and  dangerous  prin- 
ciple— the  principle  of  religious  exclusion 
— on  which  these  Yeomanry  were  brought 
together,  and  he  could  not  but  say  it  with 
regret,  not  hostility,  that  he  viewed  that 
as  a  most  dangerous  and  ill-timed  step, 
which  his  M.ijesty's  Government  had  taken, 
in  renewing  that  force  in  Ireland,  when  it 
was  nearly  extinct.  He  very  much  doubted 
the  wisdom  of  such  a  force,  even  in  this 
country;  but  sUrely,  if  there  was  any 
justice  in  that  opinion,  it  applied  with 
tenfold  force  and  weight  to  Ireland,  where 
mutual  party  hostility  so  much  prevailed, 
and  where  the  unhappy  differences  be- 
tween the  members  of  the  dominant  re- 
ligions and  the  Catholics  tended  so  much 
to  foster  dissentions.  He  trusted,  that 
Ministers  would  review  their  opinion  upon 
this  subject,  and  remove  the  source  df 
universal  complaint. 

Sir  John  Bourke,  although  he  did  not 
like  the  word  ''  massacre,"  did  not  think 
that  it  was  sufficient  to  justify  the  propo- 
sition not  to  print  the  petition.  He  agreed 
with  the  petitioners  as  to  the  impropriety 
of  calling  out  the  Yeomanry  in  the  present 
state  of  party  feelings  in  Ireland.  If  a 
greater  force  were  necessary  to  maintain 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  he  should  prefer  an 
extension  of  the  military,  ana  of  the 
police.  At  the  same  time  he  would  admit, 
that  the  services  of  the  Yeomanry  had 
been  considerable  in  times  of  internal 
commotion  and  external  danger,  and  if 
the  s:\me  causes  should  again  require  their 
aid,  he  trusted  they  would  be  found  fully 
as  efficient  as  they  had  heretofore  been. 
But  in  times  of  peace  to  call  out  a  force, 
that  was  viewed  with  so  much  discontent, 
was  injudicious. 

Sir  John  Newport  observed,  that  during 
the  whole  of  his  life  he  had  disapproved  of 
the  establishment  of  the  Yeomanry  corps 
in  Ireland.  They  carried  into  the  ranks, 
feelings  which  disabled  them  fh)m  acting 
with  discipline  or  proper  order.  If  a 
proof  of  that  fact  were  necessary,  it  woiild 
be  found  in  the  different  sentiments  with 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  regarded  the 
Yeomanry  and  the  regular  force.  Where 
the  latter  were  quartered,  the  people  con- 
sidered themselves  safe  in  person  and 
goods,  but  they  had  no  such  confidence  in 
the  former,  and  this  was  to  be  aciSdiinted 
for  by  the  inhabitants  btittg  dttided  by 
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strong  political  and  religious  distinctions, 
which  gave  rise  to  great  personal  ani- 
mosity. To  put  arms,  therefore,  into  the 
hands  of  one  class  exclusively,  was  to  risk 
their  being  used  more  against  political 
opponents,  than  to  maintain  the  general 
tranquillity.  He  very  much  doubted  if  a 
Yeomanry  force  would  be  expedient  in 
England ;  in  Ireland  it  was  ten  thousand 
times  less  expedient.  With  respect  to  the 
printing  of  the  petition,  seeing  that  there 
were  many  respectable  names  attached  to 
it,  and  that,  in  cases  of  strong  excitement, 
persons  were  apt  to  express  themselves  in 
strong  language,  he  should  be  reluctant  to 
oppose  the  Motion. 

Sir  George  Clerk  confessed ,  that  he  had 
no  local  knowledge  upon  this  subject,  and 
even  if  he  had,  he  would  not  debate  so 
important  a  matter  upon  the  presentation 
of  a  petition.  But  he  would  certainly 
vote  against  the  petition  being  printed, 
because  it  would  be  giving  the  sanction  of 
the  House  to  its  contents  ;  and  not  only 
that,  but  materially  prejudicing  the  trial 
of  parties  who  were  now  in  confinement. 
The  petitioners  talked  of  the  unfortunate 
affair  at  Newtownbarry  as  a  **  massacre,*' 
and  if  this  House  sanctioned  such  a 
charge,  the  accused  could  not  expect  to 
have  justice  done  them.  Upon  these 
grounds  he  would  vote  against  the  petition 
being  printed. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  said,  that  he 
would  certainly  vote  with  the  Government 
against  the  printing  of  this  petition.  The 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Yeomanry  was  easily 
to  be  defended,  and  if  he  did  not  enter 
upon  it  now,  it  was  not  for  want  of  ma- 
terials, but  because  a  more  convenient  op- 
portunity might  soon  occur.  Some  Mem- 
bers, in  the  course  of  these  discussions, 
had  ransacked  a  period  of  ten  years  back 
to  find  ground  of  charge  against  the  Yeo- 
manry ;  but  they  would  have  done  more 
justice  had  they  referred  to  the  period  of 
1798,  when  the  Yeomanry  stood  in  the 
breach,  and  rendered  the  most  essential 
service  to  England  and  Ireland,  and  pre- 
served the  connection  between  them. 
Upon  this  subject  Members  would  find 
valuable  information  in  Sir  Richard  Mus- 
grave's  History  of  the  Irish  Rebellion. 
As  long;  as  he  had  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  would  never  remaifi  silent  and  permit 
the  characters  of  innocent  men  to  be 
aspersed  and  calumniated.  If,  night  after 
night,  the  characters  of  pious  clergymen 
and  respectable  Magistrates  were  aspersed, 


he  could  assure  the  House,  he  was  amply 
prepared  with  evidence  to  defend  them. 
He  could  carry  the  House  into  a  deeper 
discussion  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Irish 
Yeomanry  than  they  might  be  aware,  and 
he  was  fully  prepared  with  the  necessary 
materials.  The  Yeomanry  of  Ireland  were 
loyal  and  respectable,  and  had  conferred 
invaluable  blessings  on  both  countries. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  expressed  his  regret 
that  this  discussion  had  been  protracted, 
after  the  tone  of  moderation  with  which 
the  petition  was  introduced. 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon :  Moderation 
with  a  vengeance  ! 

Mr.  Spring  Rice :  The  hon.  Member,  in 
a  very  unparliamentary  manner,  has  cried 
out  '•  moderation  with  a  vengeance  !"  And 
he  put  it  to  the  House  if  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  presented  the  peti- 
tion was  not  moderation  itself,  when  con- 
trasted with  the  angry  exhibitions  so  often 
exhibited  by  the  hon.  Member.     He  had 
no  objection  that  the  complaints  of  the 
people  should    find    their  way  to    that 
House,  but  he  was  very  much  afraid  that 
the  medicine  of  the  gallant  Oflftcer  would 
rather  increase   that  disease  in  Ireland, 
which  it  might  be  his  object  to  cure.     It 
was  wrong  to  refer  to  the  period  of  1798, 
except  whh  a  view  to  take  warning  by  the 
lessons  which  its  history  imparted ;  and  it 
was  a  little  too  bad  to  recriminate  the 
deeds  of  such  a  period  upon  those  who 
were  then  unborn.     If  the  hon.  Member 
had  either  that  charity  or  that  benevolence 
to  which  he  laid  claim,  he  would  not  have 
referred  to  1798.     But  the  gallant  Officer 
had   no  identity    with   Ireland — he  had 
neither  family  ties  nor  connections  with 
that  country — he  had  no  property  there  to 
wed  him  to  the  soil,  or  make  him  seek  for 
the  g:eneral  prosperity  of  Ireland.     Oh, 
no !  if  he  had,  he  would  not  throw  such  a 
firebrand  amongst  an  easily-excited  people, 
and  thus  aggravate  the  evds  which  already 
existed.     There  was  no  objection  to  the 
reception  of  the  petition,  and  after  this 
discussion  he  saw  no  great  objection  to  its 
being    printed,   as  its    effect   would    be 
stated  to  the  world  by  to-morrow  morning 
in  the  usual  vehicles  of  information.     His 
right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Stanley)  distinctly 
stated,  that  some  improvements  would  be 
made  in  the  organization  of  the  Irish  Yeo- 
manry ;  and  also,  that  if  any  specific  abuse 
was  pointed  out,  it  should  be  investigated, 
and,  if  necessary,  punishment  inflicted.  A 
case    had  been   furnished  by  the  hon. 
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Member  (Mr.  O'Connell),  and  it  had  been 
immediately  attended  to.  He  had  felt 
very  warmly  upon  the  subject,  but  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member,  that  he 
neither  meant  to  give  pain  nor  offence.  If 
he,  in  the  heat  of  debate,  had  done  so,  he 
begged  to  apologise  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member. 

Sir  Josiah  Host  considered  the  very 
principle  on  which  the  Yeomanry  corps  were 
established,  to  be  in  itself  a  vicious  prin- 
ciple. He  had  never  heard  the  loyalty  of 
that  corps  impugned  ;  the  great  crime 
with  which  they  were  charged  was  a  su- 
perfluity of  loyalty,  accompanied  with  a 
great  lack  of  discretion.  In  actual  war 
he  had  no  doubt  they  would  render  good 
service,  but  bands  of  politicians  were  unfit 
persons  to  be  intrusted  with  arms  in  times 
of  peace.  He  objected  to  the  course 
which  his  Majesty's  Ministers  had  taken, 
in  opposing  the  printing  of  the  petition, 
which  he  did  not  consider  to  be  couched 
in  unparliamentary  language.  He  saw 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  printing  of 
the  petition,  and  if  the  sense  of  the  House 
were  taken  upon  it,  he  should  certainly 
vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Stanley  did  not  consider,  that  any 
measure  connected  with  his  Majesty's 
Government  was  involved  in  the  printing  \ 
of  the  petition,  but  he  objected  to  it  on  i 
the  ground  of  its  stating,  that  the  whole 
body  of  the  Yeomanry  of  Ireland  were 
"waiting  for  an  opportunity  or  pretext  of 
murder,  to  cover  their  resentment  against 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland.  He  considered 
that  an  expression  to  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  give  publicity.  If,  however, 
he  found  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
was  in  favour  of  printing  the  petition,  after 
having  stated  what  he  had  done,  he  should 
not  object  to  it,  and  would  not  press  the 
House  to  a  division. 

Colonel  Conolly  thought  the  language 
of  the  petition  so  objectionable,  that  he 
must  oppose  the  printing  of  it.  He  be- 
lieved the  facts  of  the  case  on  which  it  was 
founded,  would  by  no  means  authorise  the 
violent  and  inflammatory  language  it  con- 
tained. It  alluded  to  what  had  occurred 
at  Newtownbarry ;  he  deeply  deplored 
that  occurrence — but  while  legal  proceed- 
ings were  pending  on  the  subject,  he 
thought  that  no  opinion  ought  to  be  pro- 
nounced upon  it,  and  no  sanction  given 
to  any  opinion  by  that  House  publishing  it. 

Mr.  Jatnes  Grattan  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 


thought  it  necessary  to  call  oat  30,000  or 
40,000  Yeomanry,  he  ought  to  have,  in 
the  first  instance,  submitted  the  subject  to 
a  Committee  of  that  House.  As  far  as 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  observing,  not 
a  single  Yeoman  was  necessary.  Inde- 
pendent of  which,  their  commanders  had 
been  improperly  selected ;  they  were 
mostly  violent  political  partizans,  and  the 
armed  man  who  used  his  weapons  against 
unarmed  people,  deserved  execration,  in- 
stead of  being  considered  as  a  brave  or 
useful  soldier.  The  application  of  Yeo- 
manry to  the  present  condition  of  Ireland, 
was  like  the  application  of  a  blister  to  a 
sore.  Objection  had  been  made  to  the 
introduction  of  the  word  '< massacre"  into 
the  petition.  To  him  it  appeared,  that 
the  act  in  question  was  not  only  a  mas- 
sacre, but  an  act  of  cowardice.  It  was  a 
gross,  outrageous,  unjustifiable  massacre. 
The  Yeomanry  of  Ireland  had  been  used 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  the  Union ; 
he  trusted  they  would  not  allow  themselves 
to  be  made  the  tools  of  Government  in 
the  present  times. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that  many  ex- 
pressions in  the  petition  would  be  consi- 
dered libellous  in  a  Court  of  Law,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  House  could  not  be 
justified  in  giving  it  currency. 

Mr.  Henry  Lambert  said,  the  Yeomanry 
were  not  a  description  of  force  [which 
could  be  safely  trusted  with  arms  at  this 
moment.  They  had  themselves  allowed, 
that  their  only  pretext  for  firing  at  New- 
townbarry was,  that  the  people  were  noisy 
and  turbulent,  but  that  no  actual  riot  pre- 
vailed, nor  had  the  Riot  Act  been  read. 
He  hoped  Government  would  consent  to 
the  prayers  of  the  petition,  and  disarm  the 
Yeomanry.  He  must,  in  the  language  of 
the  petition,  designate  the  affair  at  New- 
townbarry a  horrid  massacre,  and  two 
honest,  industrious  fellows,  who  had  voted 
for  him,  were  singled  out  and  shot  upon 
that  bloody  plain.  The  bitterness  of  party 
feeling,  which  led  to  the  massacre^  did 
not  end  there.  When  the  relatives  of  the 
dead  were  assembled  to  pay  the  list 
tribute  to  the  remains  of  their  friendsy  the 
atrocious  authors  of  the  deed  assembled, 
and,  he  was  must  declare,  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Yeomanry,  in  iosultingy  by 
firing  outside  the  chapel,  the  people  whose 
friends  had  perished,  and  who  wen  then 
offering  up  their  prayers  to  the  throne  of 
God  for  justice,  and  not  for  vengeance,  ai 
had  been  falsely  stated,  was  most  abomin- 
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able.  What,  he  asked,  would  be  the 
feeling  in  England,  if  so  cold-blooded  an 
insult  had  been  offered  to  any  number  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

Mr.  Bodkin  considered,  that  if  it  were 
the  wish  of  the  Irish  Government  to  ensure 
the  peace  of  Ireland,  the  best  way  to 
begin  it  would  be  to  disarm  this  Yeomanry 
corps.  The  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  said,  that  this  was  one  of  the  most 
loyal  corps  on  earth,  and  he  knew  not  on 
what  foundation  such  a  statement  could 
have  been  made.  Their  loyalty  had  not 
been  proved — their  indiscretion  had  been 
demonstrated. 

Mr.  Stanley  denied,  that  he  had  ever 
used  such  an  expression.  He  had  said,  he 
would  not  allow  any  Yeomanry  corps,  or 
any  Orangemen,  or  any  set  of  individuals, 
to  lay  claim  to  exclusive  loyalty.  He  re- 
collected, on  one  occasion,  in  speaking  of 
this  corps,  he  had  said,  he  did  not  think 
their  loyalty  was  to  be  disputed,  whatever 
he  might  think  of  their  discretion.  That 
was  the  utmost  extent  to  which  he  had  ever 
gone  in  their  favour. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  he  deplored 
the  unfortunate  transaction  at  Newtown- 
barry,  but  he  considered  it  most  unjust  to 
apply  to  it  the  terms  massacre  and  slaugh- 
ter, particularly  when  the  bill  of  indictment 
preferred  against  the  parties  implicated  in 
that  transaction  for  murder  had  been  ignor- 
ed by  a  Grand  Jury,  composed  of  the  most 
respectable  gentlemen.  It  should  be  re- 
membered also,  that  the  parties  who  consi- 
dered themselves  aggrieved,  had  refused  to 
prosecute  for  the  minor  offence.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Yeomanry,  as  a  body,  he  must 
declare  his  opinion,  that  they  were  of  the 
greatest  use  in  maintaining  the  tranquillity 
of  the  country.  In  that  part  of  Ireland 
where  the  Yeomanry  force  was  generally 
established,  there  were  only  three  regiments 
of  the  line ;  whilst,  in  the  other  part  of 
the  country,  where  the  Yeomanry  force 
was  not  established,  it  was  found  neces- 
sary to  maintain  fifteen  regiments  of  the 
line.  This  fact  ought  to  induce  the  most 
zealous  advocate  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Yeomanry  to  pause. 

Mr.  Blackney  said,  the  Yeomanry  of 
Carlow  were  composed  of  as  bad  a  de- 
scription of  persons  as  any  that  could  be 
found,  and  that  was  the  corps  that  so 
gloriously  distingubbed  itself  at  New- 
townbarry.  One  of  them,  when  a  pri- 
soner, was  brought  before  htm  in  his 
character  of  a  Magistrate ;  that  person  was 


dressed  in  a  ragged  frieze  coat,  and  did 
not  appear  to  be  more  than  fourteen  years 
of  age.  He  should  like  to  know  who 
made  such  a  youth  as  that  one  of  the 
corps  of  Yeomanry  ?  He  had  documents 
to  prove,  that  the  Yeomanry  were  fire- 
quently  composed  of  the  very  worst  cha- 
racters, though  they  were  all  Protestants. 
He  knew  many  of  the  individuals  by 
name ;  there  were  several  sheep-stealers, 
pick-pockets,  and  persons  guilty  of  other 
crimes  among  them. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  rose  to  order.  He 
said,  if  the  proceedings  of  that  House 
were  confined  within  its  own  walls,  he 
would  not  object  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but,  as  there  were  means 
by  which  those  proceedings  became  known 
to  the  public,  he  submitted  whether  the 
hon.  Member  ought  to  attach  crime  to 
persons  who  were  not  present,  and  could 
not  defend  themselves. 

Mr.  Blackney  would  only  remark  then, 
that  these  corps  were  composed  exclu- 
sively of  Protestants,  and  contained 
amongst  them  men  of  the  worst  character. 
If  the  people  of  England  did  not  wish  to 
see  a  rebellion  in  Ireland,  this  abominable 
force  ought  to  be  immediately  dissolved. 
He  believed,  even  in  consequence  of  the 
existence  of  this  force,  that,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  exertions  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy,  Ireland  would  now  be  in  a 
state  of  civil  war.  He  believed,  that  it 
was  owing  solely  to  the  exertions  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy,  that  the  people 
had  not  dreadfully  retaliated  for  the  New- 
townbarry  affair. 

Lord  Killeen  said,  that  in  the  county 
which  he  represented,  there  were  only 
three  Yeomanry  corps,  which  conducted 
themselves  verv  well.  With  the  view  of 
bringing  the  discussion  to  a  termination, 
he  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland  a  question.  About  three  weeks 
ago,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that 
the  issue  of  arms  to  the  Yeomanry  had 
been  suspended.  He  had  since  seen,  in  a 
publication,  a  statement  that  arms  had 
been  issued  to  a  certain  corps  in  the 
county  of  Wexford ;  and  as  lately  as  the 
2nd  of  August,  he  perceived,  from  the 
Dublin  Gazette,  that  Yeomanry  appoint- 
ments had  been  made.  He  wished  to 
know,  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  increase  the  Yeomanry 
force? 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that  Government 
bad  certainly  given  orders  to  suspend  the 
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issue  of  arms  to  the  Yeomanry.  The  arms 
which  had  been  issued  since  those  orders 
were  given,  must  have  been  issued  by  the 
commanding;  officers  of  the  different  corps, 
they  having  received  them  from  the  Go- 
vernment previously  to  the  orders  being 
given.  In  answer  to  the  noble  Lord's 
question,  he  could  state,  that  Government 
had  no  intention  of  increasing  the  Yeo- 
manry force  in  Ireland.  The  appoint- 
ments to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  refer- 
red must  have  been  made  to  fill  up  vacan- 
cies which  had  occurred. 

Mr.  Arthur  Chichester  said,  that  the 
strongest  feeling  prevailed  in  the  county 
of  Wexford  against  the  Yeomanry,  and 
that  many  petitions,  of  the  same  nature  as 
the  present,  would  be  transmitted  to  the 
House.  Before  this  force  was  organised, 
that  county  had  been  so  tranquil,  that 
a  company  of  infantry — the  only  force 
that  had  been  stationed  there — had  been 
withdrawn.  He  considered  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Yeomanry  essential  to  the 
peace  of  the  kingdom. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  there  was  no  question 
in  connection  with  Irish  policy  which,  at 
present,  excited  so  much  attention,  among 
the  people  of  that  country,  as  the  conti- 
nuance of  the  Yeomanry  corps.  The  pe- 
tition before  them  had  been  complained 
of,  as  containing  too  strong  language;  he 
was  afraid  many  more  of  the  same  kind 
might  be  expected  ;  but  he  was  of  opinion 
all  petitions  ought  to  be  received,  which 
were  not  couched  in  the  most  disrespect- 
ful language.  With  regard  to  the  utility  of 
the  Yeomanry,  he  would  only  refer  to  the 
presence  and  efficiency  of  the  regular  mili- 
tary at  the  Waterford  and  Clare  elections, 
where  it  was  proved,  that  they  had  done 
more  to  preserve  peace  by  kind  woids  than 
the  Yeomanry  had  by  their  bayonets,  to 
show  the  uselessness  of  the  latter  to  Ire- 
land. Let  Ministers  hearken  to  the  advice 
of  tlieir  real  friends,  in  this  matter,  not  from 
this  or  that  section  of  the  country,  but  from 
all  Ireland,  and  then  they  would  not  need 
to  tremble  for  its  faithful  allegiance  ;  but 
England  and  Ireland,  firmly  united,  would 
be  one  in  reality,  as  well  as  in  name — a 
blessing  which  was,  however,  only  to  be 
obtained  by  equal  justice  being  impartially 
distributed. 

Mr.  Lefroy  thought,  that  the  time  of 
the  House  had  been  most  unprofitably 
occupied  for  several  hours  in  a  discussion 
about  printing  a  petition.  He  hoped  that 
hon.  Members  would  discouutenance,  ia 


future,  such  a  proceeding.  He  saw  no 
good  whatever  which  could  arise  from  such 
a  debate,  but  much  contention  and  ill  wiU. 

Mr.  Walker  found  it  necessary  to  make 
a  few  observations  upon  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
He  knew  from  experience,  that  the  Irish 
Yeomanry  were  an  undisciplined  and  dan- 
gerous body  of  men,  who  frequently  re- 
fused to  obey  their  own  officers.  It  had 
been  said,  for  example,  tliat,  at  Newtown- 
barry,  they  had  not  been  ordered  to  fire. 
They  were  a  tumultuous  and  ungovernable 
force,  and  the  distinguished  nobleman 
who  now  presided  over  that  country,  who 
was  so  good  a  soldier,  would  never  sanc- 
tion the  continuance  of  a  body  which  was 
more  efficient  to  provoke  rebellion  than 
suppress  disorder.  He  believed  it  would 
be  better  for  all  parties  if  they  were  dis- 
armed and  disbanded. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Sir  Richard  Musgrave  moved,  that  this 
Petition  be  printed.  In  doing  this,  he 
must  be  permitted  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions upon  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Dundalk.  He  had  not  aspersed 
the  character  of  a  clergyman  ;  he  had 
merely  observed,  that  he  was  said  to  be  a 
pious  gentleman,  and  perhaps  was  reading 
his  Bible  while  the  Yeomanry  were  shoot- 
ing his  parishioners.  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  the  proper  person  to 
complain  of  strong  language,  wheu  he  so 
frequently  employed  it  himself.  That 
hon.  Member  appeared  as  the  nominal 
Representative  of  the  14,000  Catholic  in- 
habitants of  the  town  of  Dundalk,  and 
yet  he  had  not  hesitated  to  present  a 
petition,  in  which  Catholics  were  termed 
idolaters,  and  were  said  to  be  pointed  out 
in  Scripture  as  doomed  to  perdition.  He 
earnestly  hoped,  as  the  petition  proceeded 
from  the  friends  of  those  who  fell  on  that 
unhappy  occasion,  that  the  House  would 
not  reject  it,  because  the  strong  sentiments 
it  contained  were  not  agreeable  to  the 
delicate  ears  of  certain  hon.  Gentlemen. 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  that,  in  his  opinioD, 
the  petition  ought  not  to  be  printed.  He 
had  already  thrown  out  a  suggestion  to 
the  same  effect ;  but,  as  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers appeared  to  wish  this  should  be  done, 
if  the  matter  were  pressed  to  a  division, 
he  would  not  oppose  it  further. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  had  very  strong 
objections  to  the  petition  being jpnnted,  as 
it  referred  to  a  subject  which  be  believed 
was  iu  a  course  of  judicial  inTCil%ation, 
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Sir  George  Warrender  deolarod,  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  oppose  the  printing  of 
the  petition.  He  had,  on  a  former  even- 
ing, when  a  petition  was  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Dundalk,  taken  the  same 
course ;  in  each  instance  his  motives  were 
the  same.  He  objected  to  printing  snch 
petitions,  because  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House,  and  of  every  Gentleman  in  it,  to 
do  all  he  could  to  establish  the  welfare 
and  tranquillity  of  Ireland  ;  and,  in  pur- 
suing that  course,  to  set  his  face  against 
the  promulgation  of  any  sentiments, 
coming  from  whatever  party  they  might, 
which  had  a  tendency,  not  to  conciliate 
and  soften,  but  to  inflame  and  exasperate, 
those  angry  feelings  which  at  present  un- 
happily existed. 

Mr.  0*Connell  entreated  those  Gentle- 
men who  were  hostile  to  the  petition,  not 
to  divide  the  House  upon  the  Motion  for 
printing  it.  If  they  knew  the  feverish  and 
agitated  state  of  the  public  mind  in  Ire- 
land, they  would  not  take  such  a  step. 
If  they  refused  to  print  that  petition,  the 
suffering  people,  who  sought  for  redress, 
would  be  driven  to  despair.  Instead  of 
three  or  four  petitions,  which  were  now 
preparing,  a  thousand  petitions  would  be 
forthcoming — a  thousand  public  meetings 
would  be  held  on  this  subject.  Let  hon. 
Gentlemen  reflect  on  the  strong  language 
which  was  held  by  Mr.  Boyce,  and  other 
respectable  Protestants,  in  the  county  of 
Wexford,  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Yeomanry,  and  learn  from  it  what 
that  conduct  was.  He  was  always  anxious 
to  make  the  people  of  Ireland  turn  their 
eyes  towards  that  House,  and  look  to  it 
for  justice  and  protection ;  but  bow  could 
he  expect  that  they  would  do  so,  if  their 
well-founded  complaints  were  treated  in 
this  manner  ? 

Sir  Gearae  Murray  said,  that,  if  the 
House  divided,  h%  should  certainly  vote 
against  printing  the  petition.  He  had 
always  endeavoured  to  view  with  an  im- 
partui  eye,  the  two  parties  which  had  so 
long  divided  Ireland  ;  greatly  did  he  de- 
plore and  regret  the  excesses  which  were 
committed,  and  gladly  would  he  con- 
tribute, by  every  means  in  his  power,  to 
prevent  them.  The  manner  in  which  the 
Romans  governed  their  provinces,  bad 
been  beautifully  described  by  Tacitus,  in 
his  life  of  Agricola.  The  historian  said, 
'*  Ceterum  aiumarum  provincisa  prudens, 
simulque  doctui  per  diena  experimenta, 
parem  profici  aimis,  Up  jiijiiri»  lequtf eo'* 


tur,  causas  bellorum  statuit  excidere.** 
This  ought  at  all  times  to  have  been  the 
policy  of  England  towards  Ireland.  But 
it  had  not  been  so.  In  many  instances^ 
the  policy  pursued  with  respect  to  that 
country,  had  been  unjust  and  oppressive. 
Insubordination,  dissension,  and  blood- 
shed, were  frequently  the  consequence; 
but,  instead  of  looking  to  the  causes  oi 
those  disturbances — instead  of  directing 
a  strict  inquiry  into  the  reason  which  g^ve 
rise  to  discontent  and  dissatisfaction — the 
general  system  pursued  by  England  to 
Ireland,  under  such  circumstances,  had 
been,  to  increase  the  oppression,  and  to 
extend  the  injustice ;  and  he  did  not  con- 
fine these  remarks  wholly  to  former  cir- 
cumstances, but  to  a  recent  measure  in- 
troduced into  that  House,  to  show  the 
same  system  was  continued ;  he  alluded  to 
the  Irish  Arms  Bill — a  measure  which  he 
considered  unjust  and  tyrannical.  He 
lamented  that  it  had  been  introduced,  and 
it  gave  him  pleasure,  that  the  represent- 
ations of  the  hon.  member  for  Kerry  had 
been  successful  in  causing  it  to  be  aban- 
doned. If  it  were  even  abandoned  from 
weakness,  still  he  rejoiced  in  the  event. 
He  objected  to  the  printing  of  this  peti- 
tion, because  it  contained  what  he  believed 
to  be  calumnies  against  the  Yeomanry, 
many  of  whom  were  very  respectable  per- 
sons. He  could  nbt  consent  to  the  pro- 
mulgation of  a  petition  which  set  forth, 
that  the  Yeomanry  "  were  actuated  by 
sentiments  of  bitter  and  inveterate  hosti- 
lity to  the  Roman  Catholics,  whom  they 
on  all  occasions  treated  with  insult,  in 
order  that  they  might,  by  provdung^  find 
pretexts  to  murder  them  ;**  because  he 
believed  these  remarks  were  calumnious 
and  untrue.  He  had  known  the  services 
of  the  Yeomanry  in  the  year  1798,  and 
on  many  occasions  since,  and  he  believed 
many  intelligent  and  respectable  persons 
belonged  to  the  corps.  Statements  of  Cm 
irritating  nature  ought  not  to  be  sent 
forth. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  words  in 
which  the  subject  of  the  petition  was  con- 
veyed to  the  House,  as  well  as  the  nature 
of  the  petition  itself,  placed  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  difficult  position.  It  was,  per- 
haps, true,  that  the  printing  of  the  peti- 
tion would  be  likely  to  increase  irritating 
feelings  among  some  classes  of  people  in 
Ireland,  and  it  certainly  ought  to  be  tbie 
wish  of  every  Member  of  that  House,  to 
do  what  he  conld  to  soothe  the  fedisga  ef 
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the  different  parties  there.  If  they  were 
to  print  the  petition,  they  would  be  the 
means  of  giving  publication  to  the  sen- 
tence which  they  had  just  heard  read ;  and 
if  they  were  to  refuse  to  print  the  petition, 
they  should  be  irritating  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  already  enough  excited  by  the 
affair  at  Newtownbarry.  Seeing  the  diffi- 
culty by  which  they  were  met  on  either 
hand,  he  should  certainly  wish  to  avoid 
taking  any  decisive  measure.  He  should, 
therefbre,  suggest  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  propriety  of  withdrawing  his  Motion. 
If  he  were  obliged  to  give  his  vote  on  the 
question  of  printing  this  petition  or  not, 
he  should  take  what  he  considered  at  best 
but  as  a  balance  of  evils.  After  the  pe- 
tition had  been  presented — after  it  had 
been  received  by  the  House,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table,  he  must  say,  that  he 
felt  very  unwilling  to  decide,  that  it  should 
not  be  printed ;  but  still  he  thought  he 
should  be  right  in  saying,  that  there  would 
be  a  less  chance  of  creating  irritation  in 
deciding  that  it  should  not,  than  in  saying 
that  it  should  be  printed  ;  and  if,  there- 
fore, the  question  was  put  to  the  vote,  he 
should  certainly  oppose  the  printing ;  but 
he  must  repeat,  that  he  should  regret  the 
necessity  of  giving  a  vote  on  the  subject. 

Lord  Du7icannon  felt  himself  in  a  si- 
tuation of  some  difficulty.  He  regretted 
very  much,  that  he  should  be  obliged  to 
differ  from  his  noble  friend ;  but,  knowing 
as  he  did,  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the 
feeling  on  this  subject,  and  believing,  too, 
that  the  people  might  not  be  able  to  un- 
derstand the  distinction  between  the  re- 
fusal to  print  the  petition,  and  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  petition  itself,  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  here  was  a  peti- 
tion, stating  that  seventeen  persons  had 
been  killed,  and  twenty-three  wounded, 
by  the  Yeomanry,  and  the  petitioners 
called  this  massacre,  or  murder.  Now, 
in  the  time  of  Castlereagh  ["  Oh,  oh"]. 
He  was  not  surprised  that  the  mention  of 
Castlereagh's  name  induced  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  call  out  **  Oh,  oh."  Ten  years 
ago,  a  petition  had  been  presented, 
charging  certain  Yeomanry  with  the  same 
crime,  and  the  humane  and  generous 
Castlereagh  did  not  resist  the  printing  of 
that  petition,  because  he  knew  that  it 
would  allow  a  vent  to  exasperated  feeling. 
He  hoped  that  the  present  Ministry  would 
not  be  less  liberal  Uian  Sidmouth  and 
Castlereagh. 


Lord  Althorp  did  not  olgect  to  the 
printing  of  the  petition  because  it  cast 
imputations  upon  any  particular  persons, 
but  because  it  said,  that  the  whole  body 
of  the  Yeomanry  took  an  opportunity  of 
murdering  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  the  question  was, 
whether  the  House  would  irritate  a  class 
of  Yeomanry,  or  offend  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ?  Who  were  the  authorities  on  one 
side,  and  on  the  other  ?  Fhrst,  there  was 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Water- 
ford,  a  man  of  high  character,  and  a 
Gentleman  whose  opinion  was  of  im- 
portance. Opposed  to  him  was  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  Ireland,  a  Gentleman 
of  first-rate  parliamentary  reputation,  but 
who  could  not  possibly  be  equal  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  in  his  knowledge  of  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people.  Tlien  came 
the  member  for  Dundalk — he  gave  utter- 
ance to  that  hon.  Member's  name — he 
thought  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  add 
a  comment.  Then  came  the  hon.  mem- 
bers for  Donegall  and  Enniskillen;  and 
lastly,  there  was  the  noble  Lord,  the  mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Kilkenny — a  Gentle- 
man who,  if  not  actually  a  part  of  the 
Government,  was  so  linked  with  it,  as  to 
be  considered  a  portion  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  did  he  say?  Why,  that 
the  petition  ought  to  be  printed — that  the 
Government  should,  in  fact,  learn  how  to 
steer  the  vessel  of  the  State  in  a  different 
course,  and  raise  their  eye  to  a  better  and 
more  fixed  star,  than  they  had  hitherto 
taken  as  their  guide.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, where  was  the  choice  of  au- 
thority ?  Was  it  not  greater  in  favour  of 
printing  the  petition,  than  against  it  ?  He 
asked  the  question  of  the  Government, 
and  he  put  it  as  a  single  Irish  Member — 
who  had  coincided  with  them  ?  Was  there 
one  of  all  their  usual  supporters,  who 
joined  with  them  in  thinking,  that  this 
petition  ought  not  to  be  printed?  The 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
their  opponents,  supported  their  present 
view.  He  warned  the  Government,  how- 
ever, not  to  be  induced  to  accept  their 
alliance.  What,  would  the  Government 
select  them  in  preference  to  its  friends  ? 
He  warned  them  not  to  do  so— he  urged 
them  to  reply  to  their  new  allies, 
"  Your  praise  is  censure,  and  your  oensare  pmiie.*' 
Their  new  supporters  would  onlyembnce 
them,  to  hug  them  to  death.  He  called 
on  them  in  the  name  of  Ireland,  and  of 

the  whole  Irish  peoploi  not  to  be  aftaid  of 
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offending  the  Yeomanry^  for  they  were 
enrolled  together  in  bands,  that  were  in  no 
danger  of  separating.  Let  them  not  fear 
to  offend  the  Yeomanry ;  but  with  respect 
to  the  Irish  people,  he  would  only  repeat, 
that  there  were  8,000,000  of  agitated 
and  strongly  exasperated  men.  On  these 
men,  the  greatest  blessing  had  been  lately 
conferred,  and  he  called  on  the  Ministers, 
not  to  mar  the  effects  of  that  blessing  by 
their  conduct  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  Briscoe  thought,  that  before  the 
House  could  come  to  a  proper  vote  on  this 
subject,  the  petition  ought  to  be  read. 
They  had  heard  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence of  refusing  to  print  the  petition,  and 
he  thought  they  had  heard  enough  to  induce 
them  to  pause  before  they  determined  on 
rejecting  the  Motion.  The  impression  on 
his  mind,  from  all  he  heard,  was,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Yeomanry  was  unjustifiable. 
It  appeared  that  this  corps  was  regularly 
drawn  up  with  prepared  arms,  and  in 
their  front  was  an  nnarmed  body  of  per- 
sons ;  without  the  Riot  Act  having  been 
read,  and  contrary  to  the  orders  of  their 
Officer,  while  the  people  were  retiring 
they  fired,  and  killed  and  wounded  nearly 
fifty  persons.  None  of  the  men  who 
had  committed  this  atrocious  act  had 
been  punished,  and  the  sorrowing  rela- 
tives of  the  victims  felt  strongly,  and  ne- 
cessarily, therefore,  expressed  themselves 
strongly,  when  they  found  that  they  could 
obtain  no  justice  against  the  perpetrators 
of  this  murderous  outrage.  He  suggested 
that  the  petition  should  be  read  at  the 
Table,  that  every  Member  might  be  made 
fully  aware  of  its  contents. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  rose  and  was,  re- 
ceived with  marks  of  disapprobation  which 
tasted  for  several  seconds.  ''  I  can,"  said  the 
hon.  Member  "  await  the  pleasure  of  those 
who  are  thus  interrupting  me,  but  I  will 
be  heard.  If  I  am  trespassing  on  the 
House,  the  fault  does  not  rest  with  me. 
1  rise  to  tell  the  hon.  member  for  Loath, 
that  he  shall  not,  by  a  sneer — by  a  rhe- 
torical artifice — hold  my  conduct  up  to 
the  contempt  and  laughter  of  the  House. 
I  tell  the  hon.  member  for  Louth,  and  I 
will  act  up  to  my  declaration,  that  he 
never  shall,  with  impunity,  express  by 
innuendo,  and  without  stating  his  charge, 
any  thing  personally  offensive  to  me.  It 
may  be  quite  convenient  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  conclude  or  stop  short  with  a 
sneer  when  alluding  to  me,  but  I  tell  him 

that  such  conduct  shall  not  pass  without 


the  censure  and  rebuke  it  deserves.  The 
hon.  member  for  Louth  has,  I  say,  acted 
in  an  unparliamentary  manner,  and  his 
language  is  not  that  adopted  in  die  aociety 
of  gentlemen,  either  expressed  or  implied. 

The  Speaker  called  on  ^e  hon.  Mem- 
her  to  explain  his  last  sentence. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  asked,  what  por- 
tion of  it? 

The  Speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  alluaed  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Louth,  as  beine  unparlia- 
mentary, and  he  had  also  spoken  of  lan- 
guage used  by  that  hon.  Member  as  unfit 
for  the  society  of  gentlemen.  He  had  al- 
luded to  an  mnuendo,  and  also  to  the  si- 
lence, or  stopping  short,  of  that  hon. 
Member  at  a  particular  point.  Now  the 
hon.  Member  might  have  construed  that 
innuendo,  or  that  stopping  short,  in  a  way 
to  satisfy  himself,  though  the  House  might 
not  be  aware  of  its  correctness. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon :  My  understand- 
ing and  construction  of  the  case  is  this ; 
— ^The  hon.  member  for  Louth  said — **  It 
is  sufficient  to  mention  the  name  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Dundalk, — comment  is 
unnecessary."  Now  I  could  be  at  no  loss 
to  construe  this  into  a  something,  which  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  is  not  usual 
in  the  phraseology  adopted  amongst  gen- 
tlemen. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  regretted  the  import- 
ance, the  undue  importance,  which  had 
been  given  to  the  printing  of  this  petition. 
He  regretted,  too,  the  mode  in  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Louth  had  thought  fit  to 
address  the  House.  When  he  recollected 
the  speech  which  that  hon.  Member  had 
made  on  the  question  of  Reform,  and  the 
desire  he  then  expressed  (and  no  doubt 
very  sincerely),  that  all  distinctions 
founded  upon  religious  differences  should 
be  for  ever  abolished,  it  was  with  pain 
that  he  heard  the  hon.  Member  arrogate 
to  one  particular  class  in  Ireland  the  name 
of  the  Irish  nation,  to  the  exclusion  of 
that  other,  and  that  important,  though 
less  numerous  class,  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  He  had  before  opposed  the 
printing  of  a  petition  which  cast  reflections 
upon  his  Catholic  fellow-subjects,  and  on 
the  same  ground  he  should  now  concur 
with  those  who  determined  ^  to  refuse  the 
printing  of  this  petition,  which  cast  indis- 
criminate and  groundless  reflections  on  a 
lai^  body  of  the  Irish  people.  The  pe- 
tition stated,  that  the  Yeomanry  fired 
npon  Um  people,  not  only  without  oidvi, 
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but  in  defiance  of  directions  from  their 
officers :  that  was  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts  that  appeared  iu  the  investigation  of 
the  charge  in  a  Court  of  justice.  After  a 
full  investigation,  the  charge  of  murder  was 
dismissed.  The  case  might  again  come 
forward  for  judicial  investigation,  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  the  House  could  not 
sanction  the  printing  of  the  petition.  To 
him  it  appeared  wholly  impossible,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  believe  the  charges 
brought  forward  against  the  Yeomanry. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  (the  member  for  Meath), 
who  had  three  Yeomanry  corps  in  his 
county,  of  whose  conduct  he  had  spoken 
in  the  highest  terms  of  praise — did  he  de- 
sire to  give  currency  to  such  charges  as 
were  contained  in  this  petition  ?  It  was 
hardly  possible  to  believe  that  he  could 
entertain  such  a  wish.  On  these  grounds, 
therefore,  and  on  the  ground  that  legal 
proceedings  were  either  still  pending,  or 
were  now  likely  to  be  commenced,  with 
respect  to  the  matter  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  this  petition,  he  should  oppose  the 
Motion  for  printing  it. 

Mr.  Slieily  in  explanation,  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  with  much  courtesy, 
had  alluded  to  a  speech  of  his,  expressive 
of  his  wish  for  the  aboHtion  of  all  diifer- 
ences  founded  upon  religious  distinctions, 
and  had  accused  him  of  having,  in  the 
present  instance,  departed  from  the  pre- 
cept he  then  laid  down.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  mistaken  in  making  this 
charge  ;  for  he  (Mr.  Shcil)  well  knew  the 
difference  between  the  people  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  and  a  particular  chiss  of  Irish 
Yeomanry,  and  he  was  most  anxious  to 
make  a  distinction  between  them.  Now 
that  he  was  upon  his  legs,  he  wished  to 
say  something  in  the  way  of  explanation 
to  another  hon.  Member.  He  had  never 
intended  to  say  anything  that  could  give 
offence  to  the  hon.  member  for  Dundalk, 
and  he  was  most  anxious  to  remove  the 
impression  of  offence  from  the  mind  of 
that  hon.  Member.  The  pause  in  the 
middle  of  the  sentence  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  complained,  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  preserving  himself  from  saying 
that  which  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
offensive.  He  would  now  state  what  that 
was.  It  was  this — that  in  his  judgment, 
a  Gentleman  who,  since  he  had  been  in 
Parliamenft,  had  evinced  feelings  so  strong 
on  this  subject,  showing  no  unsoundness 
of  hearty  but  a  proneness  to  a  particular 
class  of  opinionsi  bad,  by  so  doing,  taken 


away  from  his  opinions  the  valae  of  au- 
thority upon  Irish  questions.  He  mast 
now  observe,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  as- 
tonishment to  him,  that  a  Gentleman  who 
was  so  strenuous  in  Christian  Orthodoxy 
should  permit  such  a  slight  matter  so  to 
have  ruffled  his  temper.  If,  however,  he 
had  inflicted  a  wound  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's feelings,  he  was  anxious  to  say,  that 
he  had  done  so  unintentionally,  and  he 
regretted  it. 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  begged  to  assure 
the  hon.  member  for  Loutli,  that  his  ex- 
planation had  conveyed  to  him  a  feeling 
of  entire  satisfaction.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  was  always  disposed  to  entertaiu 
the  highest  respect  for  persons  who  con- 
scientiously differed  from  him  in  opiuion. 
He  should  be  the  last  man  to  fiod  fault 
with  difference  of  opinion,  but  he  had 
thought  that  the  insinuation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  intended  to  dip 
below  that.  It  gave  him  much  pleasure  to 
find  that  he  was  mistaken. 

Lord  Killeeriy  as  he  had  been  pointedly 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
member  for  Tamworth,  must  beg,  that  the 
Huuse  would  permit  him  to  trespass  on 
its  attention  for  a  few  minutes.  He  had 
certainly  stated,  that  in  the  county  of 
Meath  there  were  three  corps  of  Yeo- 
manry, composed  of  most  respectable  per- 
sons, but  he  wholly  denied  the  inference 
the  hon.  Baronet  drew  from  that  statement, 
viz.  that  he  (Lord  Killeen)  could  not  voce 
for  the  printing  of  a  petition  which  cast  a 
stigma  upon  all  the  Yeomanry  of  Ireland. 
He  certainly  intended  to  vote  for  the 
printing  of  the  petition,  without,  however, 
adopting  all  the  language  it  contained. 
The  wording  was  much  too  general,  but 
as  it  emanated  from  a  general  county 
meeting,  he  thought  on  that  account  it 
ought  not  to  be  rejected.  The  House,  he 
acknowledged,  was  placed  in  some  dif- 
ficulty with  regard  to  it,  but  he  thought 
that  the  printing  of  the  petition  would 
not  add  much  to  the  publicity  which  it 
would  obtain  by  the  discussion  that  had 
already  taken  place. 

Mr.  James  Gra^/an  said,  that  the  House 
ought  by  no  means  to  reject  the  petition  in 
consequence  of  the  informality  of  the  ex- 
pressions in  which  it  was  couched.  If 
such  a  rule  of  rejection  were  estaUished, 
scarcely  a  petition  from  Ireland  would 
ever  be  admissible.  The  House  wit  not 
bound  to  adopt  as  its  own  the  sgrtiinenU 
and  feelings  of  any  petitionenu 
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Mr.  Daniel  W.  Harvey  wished  to  know, 
before  he  gave  his  vote  on  this  subject, 
whether  proceedings  relative  to  this  affair 
were  still  pending;  or  whether  it  was 
still  intended  to  bring  this  matter  to  a 
legal  inquiry  ?  As  he  was  answered  upon 
that  question,  he  should  give  his  vote  for 
or  against  the  printing  of  the  petition.  It 
was  said,  that  printing  this  petition  would 
calm  the  public  mind  in  Ireland;  but  if 
judicial  proceedings  upon  the  case  involved 
were  instituted,  or  were  to  be  instituted, 
he  should  object  to  the  Motion ;  for  to 
calm  the  public  mind  at  such  a  sacri- 
fice, by  tainting  the  stream  of  justice, 
would  be  utterly  unworthy  of  that  House. 
The  laws  should  be  held  sacred,  their 
course  should  be  unimpeded,  and  if  that 
were  not  the  case,  justice  would  become 
a  victim  to  the  slavish  tyranny  of  public 
opinion.  No  man  living  had  kindlier  feel- 
ings towards  Ireland  than  he  had  ;  but  he 
must  say,  that  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
bore  too  keenly  upon  the^iresent  Govern- 
ment. He  firmly  believed,  that  the  present 
Government  were  anxious  to  heal  the 
wounds  and  to  redress  the  wrongs  of  that 
hitherto  misgoverned  and  ill-fated  coun- 
try ;  but  the  Members  should  remember, 
that  the  cure  could  not  be  effected  in  a 
single  day  or  by  a  single  statute.  He 
hoped  to  hear  from  some  responsible 
member  of  the  Government,  that  this 
dreadful  transaction  was  undergoing  or 
would  undergo,  a  strict  investigation.  If 
such  was  the  fact,  if  a  legal  inquiry  was 
in  progress,  he  appealed  to  the  House 
whether  it  would  be  proper  to  give  cir- 
culation to  an  eo:  par^e  statement. 

Mr.  Stanley  rose,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  directly  answering  the  question  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Colchester.  Bills  had 
been  sent  up  to  the  Grand  Jury  for  mur- 
der, and  all  of  them  had  been  ignored. 
When  these  bills  for  murder  were  ignored, 
the  persons  who  acted  for  the  relatives  of 
the  parties,  refused  to  send  up  bills  for 
manslaughter  to  the  Grand  Jury.  The 
persons,  however,  who  acted  for  the  Crown, 
very  properly  thought,  that  it  was  their 
duty  not  to  let  the  matter  rest  so,  and  they 
therefore  sent  up  bills  for  manslaughter. 
All  these  bills,  except  one,  were  ignored ; 
and  when  the  trial  of  the  person  against 
whom  this  one  bill  had  been  found,came  on, 
none  of  the  witnesses  were  in  attendance. 
The  Crown,  however,  intended  to  proceed 
with  this  trial  at  the  next  assizes,  and,  be- 
sides this  one  person,  some  other  men  bad 


been  held  to  bail,  and  would  also  be  pro- 
ceeded against  at  the  next  assizes.  The 
legal  proceedings,  therefore,  which  had 
arisen  out  of  the  unfortunate  affair  men- 
tioned in  the  petition  could  not  be  said  to 
be  concluded  ;  and  it  should  also  be  recol- 
lected, that  the  relatives  of  the  parties 
might,  if  they  pleased,  prefer  bills  before 
another  Grand  Jury.  While  upon  this 
subject,  he  thought  he  might,  without  any 
violation  of  confidence,  read  a  passage  from 
a  letter  which  he  had  received  a  day  or 
two  ago  from  Lord  Anglesey.  The  pas- 
sage ran  thus — "I  have  directed  a  letter 
to  be  written  to  the  Wexford  Magistrates, 
the  sense  of  which  is  to  condemn  the  call- 
ing out  of  the  Yeomanry  upon  the  late  oc- 
casion, and  accounting  for  no  opinion 
being  given,  or  measures  taken,  upon  the 
matter,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  still  the 
subject  of  legal  investigation."  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  only  express  a  hope, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not,  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  it  was  by  his 
advice  that  the  agent  of  the  relatives  of 
the  parties  had  acted.  They  had  declined 
to  prosecute  further,  and  there  was,  in  fact, 
therefore,  no  legal  proceedings  pending 
on  the  subject.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  press  his  Motion  to  a  di- 
vision, in  order  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
might  see,  that  they  had,  at  least,  some 
friends  in  that  House. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had,  and  they  ought  to 
feel  it,  not  only  some  friends  in  that  House, 
but  a  great  many  friends.  Indeed,  he 
thought  he  might  safely  say,  that  there 
was  not  a  single  Member  of  that  House, 
who  was  not  the  sincere  and  warm-hearted 
friend  of  Ireland.  He  could  not  help  ap- 
pealing to  all  who  were  subjected  to  the 
affliction  of  listening  to  such  discussions 
as  these,  whether  it  was  just  or  wise,  or 
even  prudent,  to  sanction  the  notion  that 
the  peace  of  Ireland  was  to  depend 
upon  an  Irish  petition  being  printed  or 
not.  If  excitement  and  agitation  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland  to  so  great  an  extent  as 
to  produce  the  effects  which  were  de- 
scribed as  likely  to  flow  from  not  printing 
this  petition,  let  those  who  were  so  well 
acquainted  with  that  excitement  and  with 
that  agitation,  explain  to  their  mistaken 
fellow-countrymen^  that  it  was  not  out  of 
disrespect  or  disreg^ard  to  them,  but  merely 
in  conformity  with  the  usages  of  the  Housci 
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that  the  petition,  thou^^h  brought  up  and 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  was 
not  allowed  to  be  printed ;  or,  if  the  Gen- 
tlemen did  not  choose  to  give  this  explana- 
tion to  their  fellow-countrymen,  let  them, at 
least,  abstain  from  language  which  was 
an  encouragement  of  agitation,  and  a  pre- 
mium for  discontent.  He  greatly  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sheil)  should  have  put  this 
question  to  the  Government  in  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  put  it.  Let  him  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  with  propriety  have 
any  other  feeling  on  such  a  question,  than 
to  preserve  a  composed  course  ;  and  that 
to  say  to  a  Government,  **  This  side  votes 
for  you  generally,  and  that  side  never  gives 
you  a  vote,"  was  not  the  tone  in  which 
any  Government  ought  to  be  addressed, 
any  more  than  such  language  contained 
principles  on  which  any  honest  Ministers 
could  permit  themselves  to  act.  He  could 
not  persuade  himself,  that  that  House  could 
be  brought  to  commit  an  act  of  injustice,- 
through  apprehension  of  the  consequences 
which  might  result  from  the  performance 
of  their  duty — consequences,  which  those 
who  denounced  them,  had  the  best  means 
of  preventing. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  it  was  monstrous  to 
assert,  that,  because  the  House  received 
the  petition,  they  adopted  the  terms  in 
which  it  was  couched.  He  had  to  tell  the 
House,  that  seventeen  fellow-subjects  of 
his  had  been  put  to  death  without  the  forms 
of  the  law.  Whatever  language  others 
might  use  upon  the  subject,  he  would  call 
the  act  an  act  of  massacre  ;  aye,  an  act  of 
murder.  After  the  unfortunate  and  unavail- 
able appeal  to  the  authorities  of  Ireland, 
where  the  proceedings  could  not  have  been 
fair,  since  those  who  committed  this  atro- 
cious outrage  escaped  punishment,  what 
had  the  people  to  do,  but  to  appeal  to 
that  House  ?  He  called  upon  the  House 
not  to  refuse  the  petition  because  of  a  few 
unmeasured  expressions.  He  objected  to 
the  adoption  of  any  conduct  towards  Ire- 
land calculated  to  wound  the  feelings  of 
the  people ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  say  to  Ireland,  "  We  reject  your  peti- 
tion,  because  you  have  not  addressed  us  in 
language  to  which  we  are  accustomed." 
It  was  justice,  mere  justice,  that  Ireland 
required ;  and  the  petition  before  the  House 
asked  for  nothing  else,  and  should  cer- 
tainly not  want  his  support. 

Mr.  Crompton  repeated  the  statement 


which  Mr.  Stanley  had  made,  with  regard 
to  the  legal  proceedings  standing  over  till 
the  next  assizes,  and,  on  that  ground,  he 
should  vote  against  the  petition  being 
printed.  If  the  petition  were  printed,  it 
would  be  considered  that  the  House  adopt- 
ed its  contents  ;  and  this  would  be  finding 
parties  guilty  before  they  were  tried.  And 
on  what  evidence  would  the  House  do 
this?  Why,  upon  the  evidence  of  the 
petitioners,  who,  residing  in  Waterford, 
could  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the 
facts  of  an  aHair  which  had  taken  place  in 
Wexford.  He  had  no  doubt,  that  the 
printing  or  the  not  printing  of  this  peti- 
tion would  be  equally  made  a  ground  for 
exciting  discontent  in  Ireland  ;  but  he 
was  sure,  that  the  printing  of  the  petition 
would  be  an  act  of  injustice. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion  that 
the  petition  be  printed :  Ayes  76 :  Noes 
238— Majority  162. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adam,  Admiral 
Bainbridge,  E. 
Black  iiey,  W. 
Blarairc,  W. 
Bodkin,  J. 
Bouverie,  P. 
Boyle,  J. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brougiiam,  W. 
Brown,  J. 
Brownlow,  C. 
Bulwer,  11.  L. 
Burke,  Sir  J. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Chapman,  M. 
Davies,  Colonel 
Dawson,  A. 
Dering,  Sir  E. 
Doyle,  Sir  J.  M. 
Duncannon,  Viscount 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  Colonel 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  C. 
Fitzgibbon,  Hon.  R. 
French,  A. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Grattan,  J. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Host,  Sir  J.  W. 
Howard,?.  II. 
Hunt,  K. 
James,  W. 
Johnson,  A. 
Kemp,  T. 
Kennedyi  T, 


Killeen,  Lord 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lambert,  H. 
Lambert,  J. 
Langton,  O. 
Leader,  N. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
M'Namara,  W. 
Marshall,  W. 
MuUins,  F. 
Newport,  Sir  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R. 
O'Grady,  S. 
Paget,  T. 
Pendanris,  £• 
Penryn,  L. 
Power,  R. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Sheil,  R.  L. 
Stewart,  Lord  J. 
Strutt,  £. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Torreos,  R. 
Vernon,  G. 
Vincent,  Sir  F* 
Walker,  C. 
Warburton,  H. 
Watson,  Hon.  R. 
White,  H. 
Wilks,  J. 
Wood,  Joho 
Wyse,  T. 

TElXXtS. 

Hume,  J. 
MusgiETtj  Sif  K« 
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B£LGic  Negotiations.]  Viscount 
Palmerston :  I  wish  to  know,  whether  the 
hon.  Baronet,  whose  motion  with  regard 
to  Belgium  stands  for  this  evening,  would 
have  any  ohjection  to  postpone  it,  after  I 
shall  state  the  circumstances  which  I  am 
about  to  state  to  the  House.  Accounts 
have  been  received  this  day,  that  orders 
have  been  sent  from  the  Hague  to  the 
Dutch  troops,  to  retire  from  the  Belgic 
territory  ;  and  as  negotiations  are  about  to 
be  recommenced,  I  do  hope  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  see,  that  the  bringing  forward 
of  his  motion,  under  such  circumstances, 
could  not  in  any  way  conduce  to  the  pub- 
lic advantage,  while  the  discussion  to 
which  it  would  lead,  might  produce  serious 
mischief.  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
after  hearing  this  statement,  will  perceive 
the  propriety  of  his  not  pressing  his  motion, 
which  stancfs  for  this  evening. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  :  Before  I  consent 
to  postpone  my  motion,  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord.  I  beg  to  ask 
him,  whether  he  understands,  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  Dutch  troops  retiring  from 
Belgium,  the  French  troops  are  also  to 
retire  from  the  Belgic  territory? 

Viscount  Palmerston :  In  reply  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  I  beg  to 
state  that  which  I  have  already  stated  on 
a  former  occasion — namely,  that  such  an 
assurance  has  been  given  by  the  French 
government. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan:  Though  I  gave 
notice  of  this  motion  several  days  ago, 
and  though,  having  already  once  post- 
poned it  at  the  request  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  am  rather  reluctant  to  defer  bring- 
ing it  forward  on  this  occasion,  yet,  after 
the  statement  which  has  been  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  negotiations  are 
about  to  be  recommenced,  and  after 
his  assurance  that  accounts  have  been 
received,  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands 
has  withdrawn  his  troops  from  Belgium, 
so  that  there  is  no  chance  of  our  bemg 
engaged  in  conflict  with  him  at  present,  I 
am  not  unwilling  to  postpone  my  motion 
which  stands  for  thb  evening.  I  shall 
postpone  it  until  we  know,  whether  the 
French  government  will  act  up  to  the  as- 
surance to  which  my  noble  fnend  has  al' 
luded,  and  whether  it  will  redeem  the 
pledge  which  has  been  given  to  my  noble 
friend,  as  well  as  to  the  ministers  at  Paris, 
namely,  that  in  the  event  of  the  Dutch 
troops  retiring  from  Belgiam,  the  troops 
which  had  been  ordered  to  advance  by  the 


French  government,  would  be  at  once 
withdrawn  from  that  territory.  Aware  of 
the  feelings  which  at  present  exist  in 
France,  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  it  might 
be  inexpedient  to  discuss  this  motion  just 
now.  I  am  anxious,  however,  to  bring  It 
on  within  a  week,  as  we  shall  then  know 
whether  the  French  troops  have  been  with- 
drawn or  not.  I  therefore  consent  to  post- 
pone my  motion  for  a  given  period,  namely 
to  this  day  week,  as  we  have  a  right  to 
expect  to  hear,  within  that  time,  that  the 
French  troops  have  been  withdrawn  from 
Belgium. 

Lord  Stormont :  I  cannot  say  that  post- 
poning this  motion  altogether  meets  my 
approbation.  I  had  given  a  previous  no- 
tice on  the  subject  to  which  the  motion  of 
my  hon.  friend,  that  was  to  come  oh  this 
evening,  referred  ;  but  I  at  once  gave  way 
to  my  hon.  friend^  when  he  gave  notice  of 
his  motion  on  the  subject,  feeling  that  the 
affair  to  which  I  was  desirous  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  could  be  fully  gone 
into  in  the  discussion  on  that  motion.  As, 
however,  my  hon.  friend  has  now  post- 
poned his  motion  for  another  week,  and 
as  I  think  that  this  is  a  matter  of  too  great 
urgency  to  be  delayed  so  long,  I  beg  leave 
to  give  notice,  that  I  shall,  to-morrow, 
move  for  the  production  of  certain  papers 
relating  to  Belgium. 

Mr.  Croker :  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
notice  of  motion  which  had  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  the  first  instance,  I 
should  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  have  given 
notice  of  a  motion  in  reference  to  a  ques- 
tion of  urgent  and  pressing  necessity.  I 
thought  that,  in  the  discussion  to-night  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  ques- 
tion could  be  brought  before  the  House. 
As,  however,  the  hon.  Baronet  has  post- 
poned his  motion,  on  the  ground  of  public 
convenience,  and  in  consideration  of  the 
existing  state  of  things,  I  beg  to  give  no- 
tice, tlmt  I  shall  bring  forward  a  part  of  the 
subject  of  Belgium  before  the  House.  In- 
deed, so  urgent  and  so  pressing  do  I  con- 
sider the  necessity  for  bringing  this  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  that  it  is 
with  great  reluctance  that  I  postpone  it 
even  ror  a  single  day.  Before  I  bring  it 
forward,  I  wish  to  ask  my  noUe  friend,  at 
what  time  he  or  the  Ck>nference  became 
acquainted  with  the  letter  from  the  minis- 
ter of  foreign  aflairs  in  Holland,  dated  the 
2nd  of  August? 

Viscount  Palmerston :  That  letter  was 
addiesied  to  the  ministers  of  the  five. 


1211 


Beigic 


{COMMONS} 


Negotiations. 


1212 


Powers.  It  was  placed  in  my  hands  on 
Wednesday  week,  at  twelve  o'clock,  by 
the  Plenipotentiary  just  arrived  from  the 
Hague,  and  I  delivered  it  to  ihe  Confer- 
ence on  Thursday,  at  the  earliest  possible 
period. 

Mr.  Croker :  I  apprehend  that  my  noble 
friend  has  fallen  into  a  mistake  with  re- 
gard to  the  letter  to  which  my  question 
refers — I  apprehend,  that  he  speaks  of  the 
letter  dated  the  1st  of  August,  but  my 
question  relates  to  the  letter  of  the  2nd  of 
August,  which  specially  refers  to  that  of 
the  1st. 

Viscount  Palmerston :  What  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  letter  to  which  my  right  hon. 
friend  wishes  to  draw  my  attention  ? 

Mr.  Croker :  The  letter  to  which  I  al- 
lude is  to  be  found  in  the  ordinary  chan- 
nels of  public  information.  It  appears  to 
be  a  circular  letter  from  the  minister  of 
foreign  affairs  for  Holland,to  all  the  ambas- 
sadors of  all  the  Powers  ;  and  it  begins  by 
referring  to  the  letter  of  the  1st  of  August, 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  alluded.  The 
letter  of  which  I  speak  has  appeared  in  a 
public  journal  of  great  authority  and  ex- 
tensive circulation.  It  has  been  published 
in  The  Times  of  this  morning,  and  that 
journal,  in  one  of  its  leading  articles,  has 
made  observations  upon  it.  I  have  been 
obliged  to  enter  into  this  explanation,  to 
show  that,  in  the  question  which  I  have 
put  to  the  noble  Lord,  I  do  not  allude  to 
the  letter  of  the  1  st,  but  to  the  letter  of 
the  2nd  of  August. 

Viscount  Palmerston  :  I  cannot  answer 
my  hon.  friend's  question  at  this  moment 
positively  as  to  the  time  that  that  letter 
was  communicated  to  me.  It  was  read  to 
me  and  one  of  my  noble  friends  in  a  very 
hurried  manner  by  the  minister  of  the 
Netherlands,  subsequent  to  the  meeting 
of  the  Conference,  either  on  Friday  or 
Saturday  last,  as  well  as  I  recollect. 

Mr.  Croker :  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will 
be  able  to  state  to-morrow,  when  I  shall 
bring  forward  my  motion,  whether  it  was 
on  Friday  or  Saturday  that  that  letter  was 
for  the  first  time  communicated  to  him. 
I  shall  certainly  bring  forward  my  motion 
then,  as  the  matter,  I  repeat,  is  one  of  I 
urgent  necessity. 

Sir /^tcAarcf  Vyvyan:  My  noble  friend, 
the  member  for  Woodstock,  has  said,  that 
he  gave  way  to  me  on  this  subject,  and  he 
has  now  announced  his  intention  to  bring 
forward  a  motion  on  the  subject  to-morrow 
night.    I  have  postponed  my  Motion  in 


consequence  of  the  existing  state  of  thingi, 
and  I  would  beg  of  my  noble  friend  to 
wait  until  Thursday  next.  I  shall  be  ready 
to  resign  the  Motion  then  into  the  hands 
of  my  noble  friend ;  but  I  do  hope  that 
he  will  not  bring  the  question  forward 
until  that  day. 

Lord  Stonnont:  In  my  opinion,  this  is 
a  case  which  does  not  admit  of  delay,  and 
I  must,  therefore,  persevere  in  my  intention 
of  bringing  it  forward  to-morrow  night. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  whether  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  not  obtained  information 
that  the  French  troops  have  crossed  the 
Beigic  frontier,  and  have  taken  possession 
of  Mons  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  :  I  have  reason  to 
know,  that  the  French  troops  have  crossed 
the  Beigic  Frontier,  and  that  they  have 
arrived  at  Mons. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  whether  the  French  troops 
have  taken  military  possession  of  the 
citadel  or  the  town  of  Mons  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston :  Surely  the  House 
must  perceive  the  very  great  inconvenience 
which  would  result  from  my  being  obliged 
to  answer  questions  of  this  description. 
Any  information  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  a  right  to  expect,  I  shall  be  al- 
ways ready  to  communicate  on  the  fitting 
occasion ;  but  though  it  is  in  the  power  of 
any  hon.  Member  to  call  for  that  inform- 
ation, I  must  say  that  it  is  too  much  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  come  down  here,  and 
to  ask  me  for  the  news  of  the  day.  What- 
ever information  the  House  of  Commons 
may  require,  in  order  to  enable  it  to  form 
an  opinion  of  the  policy  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  I  shall  be  always  ready  to 
give ;  but  if  Gentlemen  expect,  that  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  are  here  to  serve  no 
purposes  but  those  of  a  newspaper,  I 
can  assure  them  that  they  will  find  them- 
selves greatly  disappointed. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos:  I  am  sorry 
the  noble  Lord  has  thought  it  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  refuse  to  answer  the 
question  which  I  put  to  him.  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  put  that  question  to  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  I  only  exercised  a  riefat  which 
I  possess,  as  a  Member  of  this  llouse,  in 

?utting  that  question,  and  I  must  say,  diat 
have  found,  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  a  disposition  to  withhold  from 
this  House,  ancl  from  the  conntrr,  that 
information  which  they  have  a  ngbt  to 
expect. 
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Sir  John  Wrottesley :  I  rise  to  order. 
I  cannot  allow  the  noble  Marquis  to  cast 
such  unmerited  imputations  od  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers. 

The  Speaker, — There  being  no  motion 
before  the  House,  and  as  the  nct>\e  Mar- 
quis has  not  stated  that  it  is  his  intention 
to  conclude  with  a  motion,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  he  is  out  of  order  in  the  obser- 
vations which  he  has  been  making. 

Viscount  Palmerston, — There  shall  be 
no  misunderstanding  on  the  point  to  which 
the  noble  Marquis  has  referred.  In  an- 
swer to  his  former  question,  I  stated  that 
the  French  troops  had  crossed  the  frontiers, 
and  had  arrived  at  Mons.  That  is  the 
only  information  in  my  possession  on  the 
subject. 

Lord  Eliot, — I  wish  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether,  subsequent  to  a  communica- 
tion which  the  king  of  Belgium  received 
from  this  country,  that  Monarch  did  not 
send  a  communication  to  the  French  go- 
vernment, requesting  that  the  advance  of 
the  French  troops  into  Belgium  should  not 
take  place,  and  that  the  answer  of  the 
French  government  was,  that  the  resolu- 
tion having  been  taken,  his  request  could 
not  be  complied  with,  and  that  the  troops 
must  advance  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston, — Surely  this  ques- 
tion furnishes  another  instance  of  the  in- 
convenience of  which  I  have  already  com- 
plained, with  regard  to  putting  ques- 
tions of  this  description.  It  appears  that 
1  am  not  merely  expected  to  give  the 
House  accurate  and  detailed  information 
as  to  every  thing  which  his  Majesty's 
Government  has  done,  but  that  I  am  also 
expected  to  furnish  the  House  with  in- 
formation as  to  what  has  been  done  by  all 
the  other  governments  in  Europe.  That 
does  not,  1  conceive,  form  any  part  of  the 
duty  which  I  feel  called  upon  to  discharge. 

Mr.  Croker.  —  The  question  which  I 
asked  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  put  to  him  be- 
cause the  subject  appears  to  me  to  be  one 
of  urgent  necessity,  and  because  it  will 
put  him  in  possession  of  the  object  of  the 
motion  which,  according  to  my  notice,  I 
shall  bring  forward  to-morrow  night.  That 
motion  I  could,  in  the  exercise  of  an  un- 
doubted right,  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
bring  on  to-night,  without  any  notice  what- 
ever, but  I  think  it  will  be  more  cour- 
teous towards  the  noble  Lord  to  fix  it  for 
to-morrow  night. 

The  conversation  dropped. 


Affray  AT  Bolton.]  Mr.  jETtunf  wished 
to  know,  whether  any  information  had  been 
received  at  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  relative  to 
an  affray  which  had  lately  taken  place  at 
Bolton  between  the  military  and  thepeopte« 
He  understood,  on  an  investigation  mio 
the  business  before  the  Magistrates,  it  ap- 
peared to  have  originated  in  a  fight  be- 
tween two  persons.  The  respectable  in- 
habitants felt  great  anxiety  from  the  ill- 
I  blood  which  existed  between  the  people 
and  the  military.  He  had  understood 
that  an  application  had  been  made  for 
the  removal  of  the  troops ;  he  wished  to 
ascertain  this,  and  whether  any  information 
had  been  received  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  that  accounts  of  this 
transaction  had  been  received  at  the  Home 
Office,  and  that  a  full  investigation  would 
be  made  into  the  subject  by  th^  Ma^i- 
trates,  who  had  been  absent  when  it 
occurred,  at  the  assizes,  but  who  on  their, 
return  would  be  able  to  inquire  Into  the 
whole  matter.  He  believed,  however,  the 
facts  of  the  case  were  nearly  as  they  had 
been  represented  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Preston,  but  it  had  not  been  thought  ex- 
pedient to  remove  the  troops.  They  were, 
however,  confined  to  their  barracks,  ahd 
care  had  been  taken  to  prevent  any  further 
collision  between  them  and  the  towns- 
people. 

Case  of  Samuel  Steovt.]  Mr.  T/umua 
Buncombe  rose  to  bring  forward  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  relative  to 
the  case  of  Samuel  Steon,  a  prisoner  con- 
fined in  Hertford  gaol.  He  was  willing, 
however,  if  the  House  desired,  to  give 
way  to  the  Committee  on  the  Reform 
Bill.  He  regretted,  indeed,  being  ob- 
liged to  bring  forward  his  Motion  at  all, 
for  if  the  statements  made  to  him  wefe 
true,  the  transaction  reflected  no  credit 
on  the  way  the  Shrievalty  business  was 
conducted  in  the  county  of  Hertford. 
The  facts  of  the  case  were  brieflr  these : 
he  had  received  communications  tnat  con* 
siderable  excitement  and  indignation  pre- 
vailed at  Hertford,  in  consequence  bf  a 
reprieve,  which  had  been  transmitted  to 
that  place  by  a  learned  Judge,  not  having 
been  communicated  to  a  man  of  the  name 
of  Samuel  Steon  for  seTeral  days.  It  had 
been  kept  back  by  the  Under  Sheriff,  ind 
the  feelings  of  an  innocent  xakn  wete  mudi 
lacerated  by  the  suspense.  From  this  re- 
spectable sources  wnence  he  had  d^ved 
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h[8  information,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  lay  :  and  told  liim  what  I  had  done,  when  he  ac- 

the  case  before  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  2U^»"1?,^  ™^***^^  l^'l  ^"8°?'*'  the  Under 
"  il  .,  1^  *  «  ♦  .„u«  «:fk  ♦ko  Sheriff's  partner,  had  been  there,  and  com- 
of  the  Home  Department,  who,  with  the  .^^^  of^a  paragraph,  alluding  to  the  respite, 
greatest  zeal  and  promptitude,  immediately  {„  ^^^^  ji^^^^  ^fmrury,  implying  it  was  untrue. 
commenced  an  inquiry.  In  answer  to  his  ijpou  which  Mr.  SVilson  answered,  "  You 
application  the  substance  of  the  High  know.  Sir,  it  is  true,  for  we  have  not  at  this 
Sheriff's  letter  had  been  communicated  to  moment  itceived  any  official  notice  of  it." 
him,  which  stated,  that  the  respite  was  After  this  interview  had  taken  place,  Mr. 
received  by  the  Under  Sheriff  on  Wcdncs-  \  Lloyd  communicated  to  the  prisoner,  that 
day  the  20th,  and  was  very  properly  com-  his  reprieve  was  certain,  but  this  was  not 
municated  to  the  prisoner  by  the  Chaplain  ,  until  Saturday.  This,  therefore,  was  a 
of  the  gaol  on  the  following  morning,  after  I  direct  contradiction,  the  truth  of  which 


the  chapel  service  was  over.  This  expla- 
nation, if  true,  would  be  extremely  satis- 
factory, but  he  had  the  authority  of  the 
chaplain  to  say  he  had  not  made  his  com- 
munication imtil  Saturday  instead  of 
Thursday,  so  that  instead  of  the  High 
Sheriff^s  letter  allaying  the  irritation,  ithad 
had  the  contrary  effect ;  and  he  had  been 
again  called  upon  to  require  that  the  case 
should  be  more  closely  investigated.  The 
Reverend  Mr.  Lloyd  (the  Chaplain)  who 
was  a  most  honourable  and  amiable  man, 
proverbial  for  his  kind  attentions  to  un- 
happy persons  in  the  situation  of  this  con- 
demnea  man,  Samuel  Steon,  had  stated 
in  a  communication  to  him — 

Samuel  Steon  was  condemned  on  Saturday, 
the  16th  of  July,  and  on  Wednesday  the  20th, 
in  the  afternoon,  a  young  man  in  a  gig,  on  his 
way  from  Chelmsford,  stopped  for  a  moment, 
seeing  the  turnkey  of  the  gaol  in  the  road  near 
the  gaol,  and  said,  '*  I  have  a  respite  for  Steon, 
hut  you  will  receive  it  in  a  few  minutes  from 
the  office."  On  the  following  morning,  Thurs- 
day, what  had  passed  the  previous  evening 
was  communicated  to  me ;  and  immediately 
after  chapel  I  told  Steon,  but  begged  of  him 
not  to  be  too  sanguine  about  it,  because,  till 
it  was  officially  announced,  I  could  not  be 
certain  of  the  truth  of  it.  Mr.  \Vilson  was  at 
the  time  very  ill  in  bed  ;  I  however  saw  him, 
and  inquired  whether  it  was  not  usual  for  the 
Under  Sheriff  to  communicate  to  the  gaoler 
the  receipt  of  a  respite  or  reprieve  immediately. 
His  answer  was,  yes;  and  expressed  great 
surprise  that  no  communication  had  been  made 
of  the  circumstance  on  the  previous  evening 
or  the  morning.  Thursday  and  Friday  passed 
off  without  any  further  notice  (than  that  of  the 
man  in  the  gig)  being  ^iven  to  the  gaoler  or 
turnkey  from  the  Sheriff 's-office.  On  Satur- 
day morning,  finding  things  in  the  same  state, 
I  told  Steon  after  chapel,  that  as  nothing  fa- 
vourable had  transpired  respecting  the  respite, 
he  must  consider  himself  as  liable  to  suffer 
death,  and  that  I  should  administer  the  sacra- 
ment to  him  on  the  Tuesday,  the  day  previous 
to  that  on  which  he  was  to  be  executed,  add- 
ing, that  I  still  hoped  the  information  given 


Mr.  Lloyd  was  ready  to  verify  on  oath,  to 
the  Sheriff's  statement.  Was  it  to  be 
endured  that  a  man  accidentally  passing 
in  a  gig,  was  to  be  the  means  of  communi- 
cating to  the  authorities  of  the  gaol  the 
information  on  which  a  man's  life  de- 
pended ?  Had  the  circumstances  not  been 
alluded  to  in  a  provincial  paper,  this  man 
must  have  remained  in  all  the  agonies  of 
suspense  up  to  the  hour  of  execution. 
He  submitted,  that  he  had  made  oat  a  case 
for  inquiry.  In  his  opinion,  the  High 
Sheriff  should  have  made  an  example  of 
the  Under  Sheriff,  for  his  criminal  negli- 
gence ;  and  both  the  High  and  the  Under 
Sheriff  should  be  taught  that  the  feelings 
of  guilty  persons,  and  much  less  of  in- 
nocent men  in  confinement,  should  not 
be  trifled  with.  He  was  bound  to  add, 
that  Mr.  Lloyd's  statements  were  con- 
tradicted flatly  by  the  affidavits  of  the 
Under  Sheriff.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  for  '*  copies  of  all  cor- 
respondence that  has  taken  place  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, the  High  Sheriff  of  the  county 
of  Hertford,  the  Chaplain  of  the  county 
gaol,  or  any  other  person,  relative  to  the 
cause  of  the  delay  of  the  respite  or  general 
reprieve  of  Samuel  Steon,  who  was  ordered 
for  execution  on  the  26th  of  July  last." 

Sir  Henry  Hardinye  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion, but  with  views  very  contrary  to  those 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Hertford.  He 
was  convinced,  that  the  papers  moved  for 
— viz.  the  correspondence  of  the  Sheriff 
with  the  Home  Department,  and  the  de- 
positions of  the  Under  Sheriff  and  gaoler 
— would  clear  up  any  doubts  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  conduct  of  the  Under 
Sheriff.  The  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  these : — Steon  had  been  convicted 
upon  what  appeared  to  be  very  conclu- 
sive evidence  ;    but,  in  conaeanence  of 

representations  which  were  made  by  tlie 

toThe  tumkev  migiit  be  true.    After  chapel    presiding  Judge  to  the  High  Sheriff,  that 
this  morning  (Saturday)  I  again  saw  the  gaoler,  t  officer  immediately  resolved  to  investigate 
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the  matter  more  closely ;  and,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Under  Sheriff,  he  insti- 
tuted an  inquiry,  by  which  circumstances 
favourable  to  the  convict  were  brought  to 
light ;  and,  having  had  depositions  taken, 
the  Under  Sheriff  forwarded  them,  at  his 
own  expense,  by  his  confidential  clerk, 
to  Mr.  Justice  Gaselee,  who  was  then 
at  Chelmsford,  presiding  at  the  Assizes. 
Having  laid  the  depositions  before  the 
Judge,  Mr.  Nicholson's  clerk  obtained 
a  respite,  with  which  he  immediately  has- 
tened back.  But,  instead  of  going  at 
once  to  the  house  of  his  master  (the  Under 
Sheriff),  be  stopped  at  the  gaol  upon  his 
way,  from  feelings  of  humanity,  in  order 
to  make  known  to  the  unfortunate  prisoner 
what  had  occurred  in  his  favour.  The 
gaoler,  Mr.  Wilson,  was,  at  the  time,  con- 
fined to  bed  by  illness,  and  could  not  be 
seen,  but  the  clerk  requested  the  under- 
gaoler  to  acquaint  Mr.  Wilson,  as  soon 
as  possible,  that  the  respite  had  been 
obtained.  In  calling  at  the  gaol,  on  his 
way  home,  to  give  that  information,  the 
clerk  had  certainly  taken  what  would  ap- 
pear to  be  the  best  means  of  speedily  re- 
lieving the  anxiety  of  the  unfortunate 
convict.  He  could  not  leave  the  respite 
for  the  inspection  of  the  gaoler.  He  was 
obliged  to  take  it  to  the  Under  Sheriff, 
to  whom,  and  not  to  the  gaoler,  it  was 
necessary,  as  his  authority  for  staying  the 
execution.  Now,  in  all  that,  the  clerk 
had  acted  humanely,  and  efficiently,  as 
was  proved  by  the  depositions  upon  oath, 
which  he  desired,  as  much  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Hertford,  should  be  laid  before 
the  House.  So  far  from  having  shown 
any  want  of  humanity,  the  Sheriff  and  his 
clerk  had  both  evinced  very  great  hu- 
manity, and  had  undertaken,  at  much 
trouble  and  expense,  to  procure  the  respite 
in  behalf  of  the  convict.  It  was  on  the 
morning  of  Wednesday,  that  Mr.  Nichol- 
son's clerk  left  word  at  the  gaol,  that  the 
respite  had  arrived,  and  the  turnkey  hav- 
ing informed  the  gaoler  of  it  on  the  next 
morning,  the  latter  immediately  commu- 
nicated the  intelligence  to  Steon.  He 
had  read  over  all  the  depositions,  and 
there  seemed  to  be  the  clearest  proof,  that 
Steon  had  been  relieved  from  anxiety  on 
Thursday  morning.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  in  Steon's  mind,  it  had  been  raised 
by  Mr.  Lloyd,  the  Chaplain.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  the  turnkey  said,  the  Under- 
Sheriff 's  clerk  did  not  know  him,  and  that 
the  only  authority  for  the  arrival  of  the 
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respite  was  the  word  of  a  stranger  passing 
by  the  gaol  in  a  gig.  Now,  if  Mr.  Uoyd 
had  any  doubt  of  the  correctness  of  the 
information,  that  very  charitable  and  be- 
nevolent person  might  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  send  to  the  Under  Sheriff  to 
ascertain  the  fact,  instead  of  harassing 
the  mind  of  the  unfortunate  man,  whom 
he  urged  to  take  the  Sacrament,  that  he 
might  be  prepared  to  die,  on  account  of 
the  uncertainty  of  the  respite. 

Mr.  Lamb  said,  he  regretted  exceedingly 
that  hi^  hon.  friend  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  bring  forward  the  present  Motion. 
He  did  not  see  what  parliamentary  pro- 
ceeding could  be  founded  upon  the  papers 
for  which  he  had  moved.  He  (Mr.  Lamb) 
had  a  great  respect  for  the  Chaplain  of 
Hertford  gaol,  on  whose  representation 
the  charge  against  the  Under  Sheriff  and 
the  gaoler  had  been  founded.  He  was  a 
most  benevolent  man,  and  exceedingly 
zealous  in  his  attentions  to  the  prisoners 
under  his  care.  He  admitted,  that  the 
Under  Sheriff  had  not  communicated  to 
the  gaoler  with  sufficient  care,  or  with  an 
attention  to  the  formality  which,  in  such 
an  important  part  of  his  official  duty,  he 
ought  to  have  observed,  the  important  in- 
telligence which  he  had  to  communicate. 
But  still  there  were  many  circumstances 
which  told  strongly  in  his  favour.  He 
had  taken  great  pains  to  examine  the  case 
of  the  convict,  and  to  forward  the  result 
of  his  inquiry  to  the  Judge.  The  clerk, 
too,  had  shown  a  wish  to  relieve  the 
anxiety  of  the  prisoner,  by  calling  at  the 
gaol,  instead  of  going  directly  to  Mr. 
Nicholson's  office,  as  he  might  have  done 
if  he  felt  no  concern  for  the  man's  feel- 
ings. But  all  that,  it  must  be  admitted, 
was  not  enough.  The  Under  Sheriff 
himself  ought  to  have  gone  to  the  gaol, 
and,  in  the  formal  manner  which  so  serious 
a  duty  required,  have  shown  the  respite 
to  the  gaoler ;  or,  at  least,  he  ought  to 
have  sent  to  the  gaol  an  official  copy  of 
the  respite.  He  believed,  however,  that 
the  most  important  part  of  the  charge  was 
unfounded.  He  meant  that  which  ap- 
plied to  the  anxiety  of  the  prisoner.  The 
respite  arrived  on  Wednesday ;  it  was 
communicated  to  him  on  Thursday  ;  and, 
according  to  his  own  affidavit,  which  he 
then  held  in  his  hand,  he  never  had  the 
least  doubt  of  the  fact  until  the  Saturday 
morning,  when  the  speedy  arrival  of  the 
Under  Sheriff  relieved  him  from  his  fears. 
He  was  sorry,  that  the  Motion  had  been 
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made  ;  but,  as  bis  bon.  friend  bad  intro- 
duced tbe  subject,  and  as  there  had  been 
conflicling  statements,  be  should  not  op- 
pose tlic  Motion.  From  the  affidavits 
which  he  bad  read,  it  appeared,  that 
Stcon  had  received  very  speedy  informa- 
tion that  tbe  respite  had  arrived  in  Hert- 
ford. 

Mr.  Curric  had  spoken  to  Mr.  Wilson, 
tbe  gaoler,  and  be  thought  that  there  was 
great  discrepancy  between  the  statements 
made  to  him  by  that  person,  and  those 
which  were  said  to  have  been  made  in 
the  depositions.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  tbe  Under  Sheriff  had  not  given  notice, 
with  due  regularity,  of  the  arrival  of  the 
respite.  The  Under  Sheriff  had  great  in- 
fluence over  the  gaoler. 

Mr.  Hunt  hoped,  that  the  bon.  member 
for  Hertford  would  persevere  in  his  Mo- 
tion, It  ought  to  be  ascertained  whether 
or  not  the  Under  Sheriff  had,  by  his  negli- 
gence, kept  an  unfortunate  man,  under 
sentence  of  death,  in  suspense  as  to  his 
fate  for  several  days.  He  had  before  now 
bad  occasion  to  make  complaints  against 
Gaolers  and  Under  Sheriffs  ;  and  he  knew 
how  such  persons  supported  each  other 
by  depositions  and  affidavits.  On  one 
occasion,  when  be  preferred  to  that  House 
a  complaint  against  an  Under  Sheriff  and 
a  gaoler,  and  when  the  former  bad  notice 
of  it,  be  came  over  to  the  gaol,  from  his 
residence  at  thirty  miles'  distance,  to  con- 
sult with  the  gaoler.  They  then  made 
affidavits  in  support  of  each  other.  But 
those  affidavits  were,  upon  investigation, 
found  to  bo  wholly  false.  He  should, 
therefore,  not  be  willing;  to  take  the  testi- 
mony of  the  gaoler  and  Under  Sheriff  of 
Hertford,  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  rev. 
Chaplain,  wbo  seemed  to  have  taken  a 
humane  view  of  the  convict's  case. 

Sir  Henry  Hardingc  said,  the  docu- 
ments proved,  that  tbe  turnkey  received 
the  information  from  the  Under  Sheriff's 
<:lerk,  and  then  told  the  gaoler,  who  was 
in  bed,  that  a  respite  had  arrived.  The 
gaoler  admits  this  took  place  on  the  Wed- 
nesday evening ;  this  important  fi\ct  was 
placed  beyond  doubt,  by  his  having  com- 
municated it  to  Mr.  Moyd,  who  apprised 
the  prisoner  of  the  fact  on  Thursday 
morning.  It  might  be  a  point  of  official 
etiquette  to  send  a  copy  of  the  respite  to 
the  gaoler,  but  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Under  Sheriff  to  keep  the  original  in  his 
own  office.  Ho  was  confident  no  blam<» 
could  be  attributed  to  that  offic^^r,  although, 


if  be  had  understood  the  hon.  member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  Currie)  correctly,  Mr.  Wil- 
son had  made  a  commuDication  to  him 
opposed  to  his  declaration  on  oath. 

Mr.  Currie  said,  he  had  made  no  such 
statement. 

Lord  Howick  protested  agaiost  prolong- 
ing the  debate,  after  his  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Lamb)  bad  said,  that  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  thought,  that  when  seri- 
ous allegations  had  been  made  against  the 
Under  Sheriff,  the  observations  of  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  friend  were  called  for 
and  necessary. 

Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe  said,  that  the 
gaoler,  Wilson,  was  so  far  from  thinking 
that  he  bad  received  on  Wednesday  an 
official  or  certain  notice  of  the  arrival  of 
the  respite,  that,  having  heard  nothing 
more  on  tbe  subject  than  what  had  been 
said  to  tbe  turnkey  by  the  gentleman  in 
the  gig,  he  sent  on  Monday  (five  days 
afterwards)  to  the  Under  Sheriff,  for  in- 
structions respecting  the  building  of  the 
scaffold,  preparatory  to  the  execution  of 
Steon,  which  had  been  ordered  to  take 
place  on  the  next  morning  (Tuesday). 
He  had  brought  forward  the  question  at 
the  suggestion  of  several  respectable  gen- 
tlemen of  the  county  of  Hertford,  with  the 
view  of  preventing  the  recurrence  of  a  like 
irregularity,  and  trusting  that  what  had 
taken  place  would  ensure  that  object,  he 
had  no  objection  to  withdraw  the  Motion, 
if  his  hon.  friend  desired  it. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  would  consent  to 
the  withdrawing  of  the  Motion  which  he 
iiad  seconded,  if  it  was  understood  that 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Nicholson,  the  Under 
Sheriff,  had  been  cleared  from  the  impu- 
tations which  had  lieen  cast  upon  it. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

BiTsiKEss  OF  THE  HousE.]  Lord  Al- 
thorp  gave  notice,  that  be  would,  on  Fri- 
day, move,  that  the  House  sit  on  Saturday 
to  discuss  the  Reform  Bill. 

Mr.  QouUmrn  protested  against  sncb  a 
step.  He  did  not  see  why  they  should 
be  called  upon  to  sit  on  Saturday  on  the 
Refurm  Bill,  to  the  neglect  of  otlier  busi- 
ness ;  but  his  chief  objection  was,  that  it 
was  the  only  day  in  the  week  which 
Members  could  properly  set  apart  for  pri- 
vate business.  He  considered  it  would 
be  better  to  discuss  the  Reform  Bill  on 
tlie  Mondays,  than  to  oblige  the  House 
to  meet  on  Saturdays. 
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Lord  Althorp  said,  that  Mondays  was 
set  apart  for  other  business.  His  propo- 
sition was,  that  the  House  should  sit  on 
Saturday  till  six,  and  commence  at  noon. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  thought,  that  after 
the  forbearance  of  the  House  on  many 
topics,  the  noble  Lord  ought  not  to  press 
his  motion  for  sitting  on  Saturdays.  He 
had  intended  to  make  a  motion  relating 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  had  delayed 
it,  because  he  would  not  interfere  with  the 
Reform  measure. 

Lord  Althorp  admitted  the  forbearance 
of  many  Members  of  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  but  he  did  not  think  his  pro- 
posal too  much,  as  probably  they  would 
not  have  occasion  to  sit  often  on  Satur- 
days. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  continue  the  Reform  debate  on 
Monday,  than  set  apart  Saturday  for  it. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  right  hon.  friend, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  a 
Motion  relative  to  the  affairs  of  Ireland 
on  Monday  next. 

Parliamentaky  Reform  —  Bill 
FOR  England — Committee — ^Twenty- 
first  Day.]  On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Althorp,  the  House  went  into  Committee 
upon  the  Reform  of  Parliament  (England) 
Bill. 

The  Chairman  read  the  eleventh  Clause, 
as  follows,  viz.  "And  be  it  enacted,  that 
each  of  the  counties  enumerated  in  sche- 
dule D,  to  this  Act  annexed,  shall  be 
divided  into  two  divisions  in  manner  here- 
after directed ;  and  that  in  all  future  Par- 
liaments there  shall  be  four  Knights  of  the 
Shire  instead  of  two,  to  serve  for  each  of 
the  said  Counties;  that  is  to  say,  two 
Knights  for  each  division  of  the  said 
Counties,  and  that  such  Knights  shall  be 
chosen  in  the  same  manner,  and  by  the 
same  classes  and  description  of  voters ; 
and  in  respect  of  the  same  several  rights 
of  voting,  as  if  each  of  the  said  divisions 
were  a  separate  County." 

Mr.  Goulhum  asked  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  (Lord  John  Russell),  in  what 
manner  he  intended  to  proceed  with  the 
discussion  upon  the  places  named  in  the 
Schedule,  should  the  Committee  agree  to 
the  principle  of  the  Clause ;  and  in  what 
manner  it  was  intended  to  discuss  the 
rule  by  which  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commissioners  were  to  be  guided? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  the 
Commtssioners,   in    making    a    division^ 


would  have  to  take  into  account  both  the 
amount  of  population  and  the  number  of 
square  miles  in  one  part  and  the  other  of 
the  county,  so  as  to  render  the  two  divi- 
sions as  nearly  equal  as  possible  in  extent 
and  in  population.  But  the  Committee 
must  be  aware,  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  there  already  existed  by  custom 
recognized  boundaries,  separating  one  part 
of  a  county  from  another,  with  which  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  interfere ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
bind  the  Commissioners  by  any  strict  and 
invariable  rule.  However,  it  was  intended 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill  a  Clause  in- 
structing the  Commissioners  to  take 
carefully  into  consideration  both  the  po- 
pulation and  the  extent  of  the  two  di- 
visions. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  such  a  Clause  prepared,  it  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  the  Committee 
to  hear  it  read. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  his  noble  friend  had 
stated  the  principle  of  the  Clause,  but  if 
it  was  read  now,  they  would,  in  fact,  dis- 
cuss that  Clause  out  of  its  proper  place. 

Mr.  Goulhum  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  it  was  proposed  to  divide  counties 
according  to  their  extent  and  population  ; 
but  that  would  be  found  difificult  to  ac- 
complish. For  instance,  in  the  case  of  a 
county  with  a  considerable  town  situated 
in  one  part  of  it,  and  having  in  the  other 
part  no  town,  the  population  would  ne- 
cessarily be  condensed  in  a  limited  space, 
and  the  whole  arrangement  would  there- 
fore be  upset. 

Lord  John  Russell  repeated,  that  the 
Commissioners  should  take  into  account 
both  the  extent  and  the  population  of 
counties.  For  instance,  there  were,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  some 
counties  a  very  large  population  in  one 
part,  and  a  very  small  one  in  another  of 
the  same  size.  Now  if  the  Commissioners 
were  to  look  only  to  the  forming  of  two 
districts  of  equal  population,  there  would 
be  in  one  of  the  divisions  only  a  very  small 
part  of  the  county.  It  should,  on  the 
contrary,  be  their  object  to  make  the  di- 
visions as  nearly  equal  as  possible,  both  in 
extent  and  numbers,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
union  with  Scotland,  where  the  number 
of  Members  allotted  to  that  country  was 
in  proportion  to  its  taxation  and  popula- 
tion as  compared  to  those  of  England. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  observed,  that  in  the 
most  populous  parts  of  the  counties,  the 
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principal  part  of  the  population  would  be 
abstracted  from  the  county  constituency 
in  consequence  of  having;  votes  for  the 
Representatives  of  the  great  towns ;  as  in 
Warwickshire,  where  a  great  partof  the  pre- 
sent county  constituency  would  be  cut  off 
in  consequence  of  a  Member  having  been 
gircn  to  Birmingham.  He  looked  upon  that 
circumstance  as  raising  a  great  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  the  division  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  said,  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  properly  to  divide  the 
manufacturing  counties  without  trespass- 
ing upon  the  limits  the  noble  Lord  said 
were  not  to  be  passed  over. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  thought,  that  the 
Committee  could  not  possibly  form  a  de- 
liberate opinion  respecting  the  expediency 
of  dividing  any  one  county  in  the  Sche- 
dule, unless  some  rule  for  the  division  was 
first   laid  down.     No  opinion   could  be 
formed  of  the   propriety   of   dividing  a 
county,  until  the  borough  population  were 
first  taken  out  of  it.     For  instance,  Mer- 
thyr   Tydvil  was  added  to  Cardiff,  from 
which  it  was  twenty-five   miles  distant. 
How,  therefore,  could  the  county  of  Gla- 
morgan be  divided  UDtil  it  was  ascertained 
what  number  of  voters  would  be  abstracted 
from  the  whole  county.     How  could  the 
noble  Lord  call  on  the  Committee  to  deal 
with   twenty-five  counties   in  the   gross, 
when  he  was  unable  to  explain  in  what  way 
he  should  deal  with  any  one  particular 
county  ?  It  might  be  very  well  to  say,  that 
it  should  be  left  to  the  Commissioners. 
But  would  the  county  Members  be  satis- 
fied to  leave  the  division  to  these  gentlc- 
*xien  ?  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  par- 
ticularly   anxious  not  to    tie  down   the 
Commissioners  by  any  strict  or  inflexible 
rule.  To  be  sure  he  said,  that  their  award 
was  to  be  submitted  to  the  King,  and  not 
to  be  valid  until  it  received  his  approba- 
tion.    If  the  King  should  in  any  case  not 
approve   of  the  proceeding  of  Uie  Com- 
missioners, what  was  then  to  be  done? 
Was  there  to  be  no  division  ?  The  Com- 
mittee ought  to  be  in  possession  of  the 
facts  of  every  case  in  this  Schedule,  as 
well  as  of  every  case  in  the  former  Sche- 
dules. The  Bill  had  been  so  long  in  Com- 
mittee, that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ought 
certainly  to  have  put  themselves  in  pos- 
session of  all  the  facts  respecting  each 
county  to  be  divided.    If  the  collection  of 
those  facts  would  have  been  attended  with 
expense,  that  certainly  ouo^ht  to  be  in- 


curred,  to  enable  them  to  state  at  once  to 
the  Committee  the  divisions  which  they 
proposed  to  make  of  each  county.     The 
noble  Lord  ought  to  be  aware  that  there 
were  counties  in  which — the  voters  in  the 
towns  having  been  taken  away — there  was 
scarcely  anything  left  for  a  conslituencvy 
even  without  dividing  them.     He  would 
mention  as   an   instance  the   county   of 
Durham,  if  he  might  do  so  without  being 
supposed  to  mean  anything  uncivil.     In 
making  distinctions  between  those  parts 
of  counties  which  had  large  towns  in  them, 
a  new  difficulty  would  be  occasioned  by 
the  circumstance  that  some  large   towns 
were  to  have  Representatives,  the  voters  in 
them  being  abstracted  from  the  county 
constituency;  whilst  some  other  towns, 
being    unrepresented    themselves,    must 
continue  to  be  reckoned  part  of  the  connty 
population,  and  would  have  bo  much  in- 
fluence as  to  be  enabled  to  domineer  over 
the  whole  division  which  may  have  been 
shorn  of  a  great  part  of  its  constituency 
to  supply  the  old  or  new  boroughs.     This 
clause  was  full  of  evil.     As  the  Minis- 
ters had  gone  so  far  into  popular  Repre- 
sentation, he  thought  that  Uiey  ought  to 
pause  before  they  entirely  destroyed  the 
influence  of  the  aristocracy  over  the  elec- 
tions for  counties,  which  this  clause  would 
most  probably  effect.     At  present,  except 
occasionally,  and  by  some  accident,  no 
man  but  one  that  had  some  property  and 
standing  in  a  county,  was  elected   as  a 
Representative  for  it ;  but  if  the  counties 
were  divided,  and  most  of  their  constitu- 
ency taken  to  add  to  that  of  boroughs, 
the  counties  would  be  reduced  to  mere 
districts  for  which  any  stranger  might  be 
returned.     Here  would  be  a  new  class  of 
representatives  entering  into  competition 
with  the  aristocracy,  who,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  not  likely  to  be  returned  for 
:  any  of  the  newly-created  boroughs,  which 
would,  in  all  human  probability ,  select  men 
of  a  lower  class  to  represent  them.     He 
would  maintain,  that  the  proposed  division 
of  counties  would  give  them. a  reduced 
constituency,  for  in  most  of  those  counties 
aftected  by  the  division,  towns  had  been 
enfranchised  in  such  a  manner  as  to  in- 
clude a  large  portion  of  the  old  county 
electors.     He  should  most  decidedly  ob- 
ject to  the  powers  of  the  proposed  Com- 
missioners being  final,  and  without  any 
revision  on  the  part  of  Parliament.     He 
would  put  it  to  the  House,  whether  such 
a  division,  so  much  under  the  direction  of 
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Commissioners,  was  not  imparting  to  the 
Executive  Government  a  power  which  no 
Administration  ought  to  possess  ?  It  might 
be  very  well  if  the  Commissioners  were 
directed  to  obtain  information,  and  turn 
their  attention  to  the  most  eligible  mode 
of  division,  and  having  done  that,  to  make 
a  report,  leaving  the  House  to  decide  ulti- 
mately upon  each  individual  case  pro- 
posed. He  should  not  object  to  men  of 
integrity  examining  these  matters,  and 
making  a  report  on  them ;  but  he,  for  one, 
never  would  consent  to  allow  any  authority, 
short  of  that  of  Parliament,  being  final  on 
such  an  important  point.  In  fact,  the 
House  could  never  form  a  correct  judg- 
ment respecting  any  of  the  counties  di- 
vided, unless  the  whole  matter  were  enter- 
ed into  in  detail  by  those  appointed  to 
examine  the  counties,  and  it  was  to  him, 
he  confessed,  a  matter  of  the  greatest  sur- 
prise, that  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
the  present  measure  did  not  regulate  all 
these  matters  in  detail,  so  as  to  bring  them 
at  once  before  the  House,  and  explain  to 
it  what  would  be  the  operation  of  every 
clause  in  the  Bill. 

The  question  having  been  put, 
Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  he  rose  to 
propose  the  amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  He  should  leave  it  to  hon. 
Members  to  state  the  details,  as  regarded 
those  counties  in  which  each  was  interest- 
ed. By  merely  looking  at  a  map,  it  was 
clear  that  some  counties  might  be  so  di- 
vided as  to  render  the  division  merely 
nominal,  and  to  create  a  close  or  pro- 
prietary division  of  counties.  This  would 
be  as  bad  as  nomination  boroughs  ;  and 
for  his  part,  he  should  much  prefer  retain- 
ing twenty-five  of  the  places  in  schedule 
A,  to  giving  two  more  Members  each  to 
twenty-five  counties,  upon  the  condition 
of  dividing  them.  The  consequence  and 
rank  of  county  Representatives  must  be 
thus  greatly  reduced  ;  and  as  to  a  division 
by  Commissioners,  he  objected  to  it  as 
unconstitutional.  The  clause  provided, 
that  after  the  report  of  the  Commissioners, 
it  should  be  lawful  for  his  Majesty — not 
imperative  on  him — to  issue  his  proclama- 
tion accordingly,  so  that  the  Government 
would  be  free  to  act  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners' report  or  not,  as  they  pleased. 
One  reason  assigned  for  this  division  was, 
that  where  there  were  four  Members  re- 
turned by  the  whole  county,  a  compromise 
usually  took  place.  This  was  answered 
by  what  happened  at  the  last  electioa  in 


the  city  of  London,  in  Yorkshire,  and  in 
Weymouth.  Was  there  any  compromise 
in  these  cases  ?  No.  Each  of  these  three 
places  sent  four  Members,  all  of^he  same 
principles.  He  did  not  see,  that  the  di- 
vision was  more  necessary  in  these  twenty- 
five  counties,  than  it  was  in  the  seven 
counties  which  were  to  have  three  Mem- 
bers each,  and  which  were  not  to  be  di- 
vided. It  was  not  clear  to  him,  how  the 
expense  of  county  elections  could  be  re- 
duced by  it,  for,  according  to  the  Bill, 
there  might  be  fifteen  polling-places, 
which  must  add  greatly  to  the  expense. 
What  inconvenience  could  there  be,  in 
each  elector  voting  for  four  Members  in 
place  of  two  ?  The  booths  should  be 
erected  at  the  expense  of  the  county.  He 
greatly  feared,  that  to  prevent  the  evils  of 
a  division  of  counties,  it  would  eventually 
become  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the 
Ballot.  The  hon.  Member  concluded,  by 
proposing  an  amendment  on  the  clause, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be,  to  give  the 
right  of  returning  four  Members  to  the 
electors  of  the  county  at  large,  without 
any  division  of  it.  He  gave  notice,  that 
he  certainly  meant  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  on  his  amendment. 

Lord  AUhorp  would  offer  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  every  opposi- 
tion in  his-  power,  because  he  conceived 
that  it  would,  if  adopted,  effect  a  very 
important  alteration  in  the  general  opera- 
ation  of  the  whole  Bill.  The  objections 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  seemed  to  him  of  very  little  weight. 
He  could  not  see  how  that  clause  could 
bestow  such  an  undue  influence  upon  the 
great  landed  proprietor  in  the  division,  as 
would  render  the  Ballot  necessary  as  a 
protection  to  the  less  wealthy  electors, 
nor  could  he  apprehend,  on  what  ground 
the  hon.  Member  conceived  that  these 
divisions  would  be  practically  so  many 
close  boroughs,  in  the  hands  of  the  rich 
landed  proprietors.  No  doubt  the  in- 
fluence of  property  would  tell  in  the  pro- 
posed divisions,  particularly  so  far  as  it 
was  in  the  hands  of  some  one  or  two 
large  landholders — that  is,  these  indivi- 
duals would  have  a  much  greater  chance, 
indeed  certainty,  of  being  returned  for  the 
divisions  in  which  their  property  lay,  than 
they  could  have  of  being  returned  for  the 
whole  county  at  large ;  but  he  was  sure, 
that  that  influence  could  not  be  so  pre- 
ponderating, as  to  warrant  the  apprehen- 
sions of  tlie  hon.  Gentleman,    How  ih% 
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hon.  Gentleman  could  suppose  the  clause 
now  under  discussion    would  lead  to   a 
similar  mode  of  nomination  in  the  county  ; 
Representation,  to  that  which  existed  in  | 
the  borough  nomination,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  conceive.     The  patron  of  the  l>orough  i 
could    elect    at    his    bidding    whoniso-  | 
ever  he  pleased.     But,  however  influen- 
tial a  person  might  be  in  a  county,  he 
could    not    have  that  power.     Without 
doubt,  there  would  always  be  an  influence 
exercised  by  a  person  possessing  property, 
and  this  was  neither  to  be  wondered  at 
nor  objected  to,  but  that  influence  would 
depena  upon  his  popularity  in  some  de- 
gree.    The  arrangement,  besides,  he  was 
pretty  certain,  would  preclude  those  par- 
tial compromises  which  took  place  between 
the  large  proprietors,  and  the  independent 
interest,  in  the  larger  counties.  At  present, 
it  was  too  much  the  case,  that  one  Mem- 
ber was  returned  by  the  individual  hold- 
ing the  largest  property  in  the  county,  and 
the    other  by  the   independent  interest. 
But  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  the  clause  would  tend  to  increase  the 
aristocratic    influence  in  the  Represent- 
ation of  counties,  was,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
framers  of  the  Bill,  no  objection  at  all. 
On  the  contrary,  they  felt  the  necessity, 
while  they  were  adding  to  the  democratic 
share  of  the  Representation,  by  extending 
the  franchise  generally,  and  adding  to  the 
Members  of  the  large  towns,  of  preserving 
the  balance  of  the  aristocratic  share,  by 
increasing    the   influence    of    the    great 
landed  proprietors  in   the  counties.     In 
saying  this,  he  did  not  mean  that  it  was 
an  object  with  Ministers,  that  the  great 
landed  proprietors'  influence  should  en- 
tirely prevail  in  the  proposed  divisions, 
for  he  was  convinced,  that  some  degree 
of  popular  influence  would  be  necessary 
to  the  candidate.     All  he  meant  was,  that 
it  was    expedient    that    the    aristocracy 
should  preserve  their  due  influence  in  the 
Representation  of  that  House.  The  clause 
would  effect  this  by,  in  a  great  degree, 
confining  the  Representation  of  the  county 
divisions  to  the   gentlemen  of   property 
resident  in  them,    and,    therefore,    best 
acquainted  with  their  wants  and  interests. 
He  considered  it  an  evil  of  the  present 
system,  that  mere  popularity  should  be 
the    means    of  returning    Memlxirs   for 
counties,  oftentimes,  even,  of    returning 
strangers,  to  the  exclusion  of  gentlemen 
of  retiring  habits,  holding  large  property 
ia  the  county,  and  well  qualified  to  repre- 


sent  its  intL'rests;  and  he  knew  not  how 
that  evil  could  be  entirely  got  rid  ofy   so 
long  as  the  freeholders  of  a  wide  surface 
of  country  were  distracted  in  their  choice 
of  the  candidates  proposed  by  the   diii- 
tricts  best  acquainted  with  their  respect- 
ive merits — a  distraction  that  almost   iu- 
cvitably  ends  in  their  choosing  scmie  po- 
pular individual,  whose  chief  merit  is,  thai 
his  name  is  best  known  to  all.     The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  as  an  objection ,  that 
the  ex])enses  of  the  elections  would  not 
be  diminished  by  the  mode  proposed.   Did 
the  hon.  Member  forget  the  expense  of 
appointing  agents,  of  canvassing,  which 
each  candidate  had  to  incur,  and  which 
must,  of  necessity,  be  considerably  en- 
hanced, when  the  whole  of  a  county  was 
to  be  canvassed,  instead  of  a  part?     He 
was  fully  persuaded,  that  the  expenses  of 
elections  would  be  so  much  smaller,  that 
many  men  of  great  respectability,  of  good 
family,  and  proper  qualificatioDs,  would 
be  elected,  but  who  did  not  possess  the 
money  necessary  to  procure  their  return 
under  the  old  system.     The  objection  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  the  power  whidi 
the  clause  gave  the  Government,  sppeared 
to  him  to  be  totally  without  foundation.  It 
was  not  intended,  that  the  King's  sanction 
should  be  optional,   but  imperative,  and 
the  clause,  us  he  read  it,  made   it  impe- 
rative on  the  King  to  sanction  the  report 
If  the  hon.  Member's  proposition  should 
be  acted  on,  the   result   would    be,    in 
counties    returning,    say   four   Members, 
that   at   least   three  of  them   would    be 
persons  of  this  popular  description,  while 
the  fourth  would  only  come  in  on  a  kind 
of  compromise.      For  these  reasons,  he 
would  offer  to  the  hon.  Member's  amend- 
ment all  the  opposition  in  his  power- 
not  that  he  was  prepared  to  say,  that  if  it 
should  be  carried,  that,  therefore,  the  Bill 
should  be  abandoned,  but  that  it  involved 
a  principle  which  would  materially  aflfiect 
the   Bill,  which,  as  a  whole,  had  been 
adopted  by  that  House,  and  approved  of 
by  the    country.     He  was  aware  that 
there    existed    a    difference   of    c^inion 
among  the  friends  of  the  Bill,  as  to  the 
merits  of  this  county-division  clause ;  but 
he  still  thought,  that  the  Reform  majority 
would  not  be  acting  up  to  their  duty  to 
the  public,  if,  by  way   of   compromise 
between  hostile  premises,  they  should,  in 
the  present  case,  vote  for  the  amendmenti 
Ministers  owed  it  to  the  pnblie  to  carry 
the  Clause  as  it  stood,  if  poMiUef 
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Mr.  Gore  Lauglon  would  oppose  the 
amendment  to  the  utmost  of  his  power. 

Mr.  Davies  Gilbert  said,  that  at  the 
cummencement  of  his  life,  no  one  had 
ever  been  more  hostile  than  he  was  to 
Parliamentary  Reform.   His  opinions  had, 
however,   somewhat  cliauged  ;    and,   al- 
though he  did  not  go  the  whole  way  with 
Ministers  in  the  present  measure,  yet  he 
did  agree  with  them  to  a  certain  extent. 
To  certain  clauses  of  the  Bill  he  was  most 
friendly.     No  one  felt  more  than  he  did, 
the  necessity  of  additional  county  Mem- 
bers, to  counteract  democratic  inHueuce. 
The   augmentation  of  county   Members, 
was  essential  for  that  purpose ;  and,   if 
that  were  to  be  the  case,  the   counties 
must  be  divided,  and  two  Members  given 
to  each  division.     It  was  absurd  to  sup- 
pose, that  this  division  would  create  an 
effect  similar  to  that  of  nomination  bo- 
roughs; for  he  asked,  whether  these  divi-  I 
sions  would   not  all   be   equal    to,    and  I 
many  larger  than,  several  of  the  smaller  ' 
counties  ?    He  was  favourable  to  the  prin- 
ciples, that  county  Representation  should 
l>e  in  the  hands  of  country  gentlemen,  and  ' 
that   seven  or   eight  gentlemen  of  large  : 
property,  should   have  all  the  influence 
in  the  division  of  a  county,   that  was  to  ; 
be  derived  from  popularity  and  property.  | 
Again,  the  expense  of  contests  would  be  i 
diminished  ;   for,  if  there  were  any  one  ! 
person  out  of  four  candidates  for  a  whole  | 
county,    objectionable,    the    whole    four  ! 
would  be  involved  in  the  expense  of  the 
contest,  and  the  effect  would  be  similar  to 
that  which  was  known  by  having  what  was 
called  a  third  man  in  a  borough.     There 
was  only  one  alteration  which  he  wished 
to  see  made,  as  to  the  county  elections, 
and  that  respected  the  40s.  freeholders, 
whom  he  wished  to  see  in  some  degree 
assimilated  to  the  freeholders  of  Ireland. 
A  40s.  freehold  of  inheritance  he  would 
not  disturb;  but  a  freehold  for  life,  or, 
what  was  more   absurd,  for  the  life  of 
another,  or  an  annuitant  of  40^.,  he  should 
wish  to  see  put  an  end  to,  at  least  put 
on  the  same  footing,  and  subject  to  the 
Bame    qualificatioDS,    as   copyholders   itt 
counties  were  to  be  put  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Cripps  thought  this  was  one  of  the 
most  important  parts  of  the  Bill,  and,  if 
it  could  be  so  arranged  as  to  avoid  in- 
fluence and  partiality,  would  be  unques- 
tionably beneficial.  He  understood  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  among  the 
•upporters  of  the  Bill,  on  this  clause.  The 


noble  Lord  had  hinted,  that  the  rejection  of 
this  clause  would  destroy  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  ;  he  thought  these  fears  were  not 
altogether  groundless.  There  were  diffi- 
culties, no  doubt;  to  overcome,  in  the  di- 
vision but,  looking  at  the  whole  of  the 
proposed  alterations,  there  would  be  less 
than  to  leave  the  counties  as  they  were. 
He  could  not  conceal  from  himself,  that 
to  divide  them  was  to  bring  them  nearer 
to  a  level  with  boroughs,  but  he  must 
deny  there  was  any  fear  whatever  of 
their  becoming  like  close  boroughs.  If 
they  looked  to  the  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, it  must  be  admitted,  that  the  agri- 
cultural, as  well  as  the  mercantile  in- 
terest, ought  to  be  attended  to.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  members  for  Yorkshire,  were 
not  the  four  Members  at  present  who  re- 
presented that  county,  inHuenced  chiefly 
by  the  commercial  interest?  and  as  that 
had  principally  returned  four  Members,  it 
would  most  likely  have  weight  enough  to 
return  the  two  additional  ones  to  be  grant- 
ed. The  danger,  he  considered,  would  be 
greater  to  the  agricultural  interest,  to  have 
Members  elected  for  the  whole  county, 
than  for  each  of  the  Ridings  to  return  two 
separately.  The  great  towns  being  en- 
franchised, also,  would  lessen  their  influ- 
ence in  the  county  elections.  If  the  di- 
vision, then,  could  be  properly  arranged, 
he  thought  they  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  agricultural  interest,  and  the  coun- 
ties might  be  justly  and  fairly  represent- 
ed under  them.  Although  there  might 
be  impediments  in  the  way,  yet  be  con- 
sidered these  could  be  surmounted.  It 
must  also  be  remembered,  that  the  ex- 
pense of  elections  would  be  materially  de- 
creased, by  the  number  of  agents  and 
voters  required  being  much  less.  This, 
of  course,  could  not  apply  to  those  coun- 
ties where  there  were  to  be  three  Members, 
further  than  a  greater  number  would  have 
to  bear  the  necessary  expenses  among 
them.  Taking  all  these  circumstances  into 
consideration,  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  and  should  support  it. 

Mr,  Vernoji  said,  as  he  had  hitherto 
cautiously  abstained  from  interfering  in 
the  debates  upon  this  Bill,  already  too 
much  protracted,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  pardon  him  if,  on  this  occasion, 
when  the  interests  of  those  whom  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  were  more  imme- 
diately concerned,  he  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain, as  briefly  as  possible,  his  reasons  for 
the  YOte  which  be  was  about  to  give.    He 
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was  the  more  anxious  to  do  so,  because 
he  was  aware  that  many  of  the  most  stre- 
nuous reformers,  many  of  the  most  zeal- 
ous supporters  of  this  Bill,  and  not  a  few, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  even  among  liis  own 
constituents,  were  decidedly  averse  from 
the  division  of  counties.     He  would   not 
enter  into  all  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  against  that  measure,  he  would 
content  himself  with  saying,  that  he  did 
not  participate  in  the  fears  of  those  who 
thought  that  undue  influence  would  there- 
by be  created,  nor  did  he  see  any  thing  in 
it  which  militated  against  the  great  prin- 
ciples  upon   which    the   Bill    had   been 
framed.     If  to  the  Bill  in  its  former  stages 
he  had  been  able  to  give  his  most  uncom- 
promising, yet  he  must  be  allowed  to  add, 
his  most  conscientious  support — if  he  was 
prepared  to  continue  to  give  it  the  same 
support  in  its  progress  through  the  Com- 
mittee— he  must  confess,  that  he  did  not 
see  any  thing  in  this  clause  which  should 
induce  him  to  deviate  from  that  course  in 
this  instance.      He  was  aware  that  the 
noble  Earl  now  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  Reform  Bill  which  he 
introduced  into  this  House  in  the  year 
1798,  proposed  to  divide  the  counties  with- 
out increasing  the  number  of  their  Repre- 
sentatives.    To  that  proposition  he  could 
not  have  agreed ;    but  now  that  all  the 
counties  enumerated  in  schedule  G  were 
to  have  four  Members,    he  did  think  it 
better,  on  many  accounts,  that  those  coun- 
ties should  be  divided,  and  he  did  so  for 
these  reasons — first,  because,  although  he 
concurred  with  the  hpn.  member  for  Lei- 
cestershire (Mr.  Paget),  in  approving  of 
large  constituent  bodies,  he  did  think,  that 
that  principle  might  be  carried  too  far — so 
far  indeed  as  to  defeat  its  own  object.     He 
also  thought,  that  an   elector  would    be 
likely  to  give  his  two  votes  much  more  in- 
dependently, much  more  conscientiously, 
and  much  more  from  principle,  than  he 
would  do  if  he  had  the  privilege  of  voting 
for  four  Members.   Secondly,  he  approved 
of  the  division    of  counties,    because  it 
would  allow  of  a  more  frequent  intercourse 
between  a  Member  and  his  constituents  ; 
it  would  allow  them  to  become  acquainted 
with  his  opinions,  and,  by  enabling  them 
to  place  confidence  in    his  political  in- 
tegrity, do  away  in  a  great  measure  with 
the  necessity  of  pledges,  which  had  been 
so  much  complained  of  lately,  which  he 
admitted  in  a  general  way  to  be  undesir- 
able, but  which  he  believed  to  have  been 


indispensable  at  the  last  dection.  An- 
other reason  was,  that  the  expense  of  can- 
vassing counties  would,  by  the  proposed 
clause,  be  very  much  diminished,  finder 
the  present  system,  the  electors  were  fre- 
quently compelled  to  choose,  not  the  best 
nor  the  wisest — not  the  most  efficient — 
not  the  person  whom  they  thought  the 
most  fitting  to  represent  them — Init  him 
who  had  the  longest  purse.  He  begged 
to  thank  the  House  for  the  indaleent  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  listened  to  him. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  state  some  of  the 
reasons  for  the  vote  which  he  should  gire 
on  this  question ;  and  he  assured  theOp 
that  he  should  not  give  that  vote  with  the 
less  satisfaction,  when  he  thought  that  this 
clause  would  tend  to  allay  the  fears  of 
many  who  had  opposed  the  Bill  from  con- 
scientious, though,  as  he  conceived,  from 
mistaken  motives. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  were  be  to 
consider  this  proposition  abstractedly,  and 
without  reference  to  the  Bill,  he  should 
have  the  greatest  objection  to  it.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  immunities  of 
the  ancient  divisions  of  England  come  to 
an  end.  When  he  heard  the  noble  Lord, 
the  member  for  Yorkshire,  on  a  former 
occasion  congratulate  himself  with  re- 
spect to  the  county  of  York,  and  say, 
<<  we  are  in  this  proud  situation — we  are 
separate  from  every  county  in  England, 
for  true  it  is,  we  are  to  have  six  Members, 
but  we  are  to  have  two  Members  for  each 
of  our  old  Ridings,  and  we  are  to  preserve 
those  divisions  that  have  existed  since 
the  days  of  Alfred ;  and,  therefore,  I  ob- 
ject to  the  proposition  of  giving  York  ten 
Members.''  When  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
heard  that  from  the  noble  Lord,  he 
thought  it  a  just  and  natural  feeling.  It 
was  one  he  did  not  wish  to  destroy,  nor 
could  he  be  surprised  that  any  honour- 
able man  should  feel  an  objection  to  a 
division  of  the  limits  and  the  loss  of  the 
unity  of  his  county.  It  was  quite  con- 
sistent that  men  should  maintain  those  local 
feelings  with  a  general  feeling.  God  for- 
bid they  should  be  ever  destroyed,  and, 
therefore,  abstractedly  from  this  Bill, 
which  he  looked  upon  but  as  a  precedent 
for  a  departmental  division  of  the  country, 
this  proposition  should  have  had  his  de- 
cided opposition.  He  thought  it  unjust  to 
that  display  of  public  spirit,  which  every 
man  wished  to  see.  And  let  it  not  be 
said,  because  there  were  now  two  nominal 
divisions  in  Sussex,  that  this  would  havu 
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no  effect ;  for,  after  counties  were  divided 
into  separate  portions,  their  common  feel- 
ing would  be  extinguished — they  would 
be  like  Holland  and  Belgium,  no  longer 
the  same.     This  might  be  derided  as  pre- 
judice, but  he,  with  the  member  for  York- 
shire, must  feel  it  was  more.     Let  them 
look    at    the  consequences.      Let  them 
take  the  county  of  Stafford  for  instance. 
When  this  division  took  place,  he  who  be- 
longed to  No.  1  Stafford,  would  have  a 
different  interest  from  him  who  belonged 
to  No.  2  Stafford ;  they  would  no  longer 
have  the  same  identity  of  feelings,  as 
natives  of  the  same  county,   which  had 
before  existed  among  them.     It  was  true, 
that  all  this  might  be  denounced  as  so 
much  prejudice ;  so  it  was,  perhaps ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  those  feelings  existed, 
and  it  was  a  part  of  those  feelings  which 
had  always  made  Englishmen  so  ready  to 
defend  the  Constitution  of  the  country. 
Another  provision  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
most  seriously  lamented  was,  that  the  di- 
vision of  the  counties  vms  to  be  effected  by 
Commissioners,  and  not  by  the  House  of 
Commons  itself.     He  saw  no  reason  why 
the  House  should  not  undertake  the  task 
of  dividing  the  counties.     They  had  de- 
tails enough  before  them.  Why  could  not 
a  Committee  of  the  House  consider  and 
report  the  facts,  and  the  House  make  the 
final  decision  ?     He  saw  no  reason  why 
the  House  was  not  perfectly  competent 
to  decide  on  this  point ;  and  if  it  were 
so,  on  what  constitutional  grounds  was 
the  important  function  devolved  on  another 
authority,  without  appeal  to  that  House, 
of  deciding  what  should  be  the  future 
Representation  of  England  ?  It  was  a  mon- 
strous dereliction  of  duty,  that  that  House 
— the  Representatives   of  the  people — 
should  devolve  to  other  and  extrinsic  hands 
the  office  of  deciding  what  should  be  the 
Representation    of  twenty-Bve  populous 
counties.    The  noble  Lord  had  said,  there 
would  not  be  an  appeal  even  to  the  Crown 
itself,  which  would  be  barred  from  review- 
ing tlie  decisions  of  these  Commissioners, 
however  unjust.     If  the  Bill  was  to  pass 
into  a  law,  they  were  bound  to  use  their 
best  endeavours  to  make  it  perfect  as  far 
as  it  went;  and  he,  therefore,  thought, 
that  they  ought  to  make  the  most  stren- 
uous opposition  to  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners  for  the  peiiformance  of  a 
duty  which  really  belonged  to  the  House ; 
and  if  it  was  said,  that  the  House  was 
too  numerous  a  body  ta  take  this  mattor 


into  consideration,  his  answer  was,  that 
in  that  case  a  Committee  of  the  House 
might  be  appointed,  whose  Capacity  to 
perform  the  task  would  be  unexoeptxm- 
able,  and  whose  decision,  as  emanatiog 
from  an  authorised  portion  of  the  Hottie, 
could  not  be  called  in  question  by  Aa 
House  itself.     Another  great  obiectibn 
which  he  had  to  this  part  of  the  Bill  was, 
that  the  House  was  called  upon  to  give 
at  once  its  consent  to  an  indefinite  dtvi- 
sion  of  all  the  principal  counties  of  Eng- 
land, without  so  much  as  knowing  whe- 
ther the  division  was  to  run  from  north  to 
south,  or  from  east  to  west ;  so  that,  in 
voting  for  the  additional    Members    to 
counties,  they  would  be,  in  fact,  voting 
for  something,  the  effect  of  which  they 
could  not  by  any  possibility  foresee.    As 
he  had  already  said,  to  the  division  of  the 
counties,  taking  it  abstractedly,  be  bad 
the  greatest  objection ;  but  when  he  view- 
ed the  subject  with  reference  to  this  Bill, 
at  the  same  time  taking  into  consideration 
the  disfranchisement    that  had  been   in- 
flicted on  the  borough  system,  by  means 
of  schedules  A  and  B,  he  thouriit,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  division  of  uie  counties 
was  a  judicious  step.    He  had  to  consider 
in  what  manner  he  could  best  me  that 
countervailing  influence^  which  should  be 
consistent  with  such  a  measure ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say,  that  he  thought  there  were 
solid   arguments  for  the  division  of  the 
counties,  as  the  means  of  maintaining  the 
wrecks  of  aristocratical  influence.      He 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord, 
that  it  was  not  intended  entirely  to  de- 
stroy   aristocratical  representation ;  and 
he  thought,  that  the  small  remains  of  that 
representation  might  be  better  maintained 
by  dividing  the  counties,  than  by  continu- 
ing them  as  they  were  at  present.    Those 
who   thought    the   Bill  did  not  go  fiir 
enough,  might  very  consistently  be  hostile 
to  such  a  plan ;  but  he  avowed  that  bis 
reason  for  supporting  it  was,  because  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  po^ 
pular  influence  was  greatly  increased  by 
this  Bill,  and  he  thought  that  the  division 
of  the  counties  would  give  a  kind  of  coun- 
terpoise.    He   repeated,  that  be  never 
would  vote  for  the  introduction  of  dausei, 
which  would  render  the  Bill  ineffici^t, 
with  a  view  of  defeating  it.  Still  he  thought 
great  improvements  might  be  made.    It 
was  a  great  object  with  him  to  dispense 
with  the  necessity  of  employinp^  Commis- 

sioiie»9  and  to  leave  their  dutiea  to  F«r* 
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liament  itself.  It  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vaotage,  under  thi8  point  of  view,  if  there 
could  be  an  arrangement,  after  constitut- 
ing the  electoral  districts  of  a  town,  to 
prevent  any  proprietor  living  in  the  town 
from  exercising  an  influence  in  the  county 
elections.  He  did  not  see  the  reason  for 
excluding  a  40s.  freeholder  from  the  right 
of  voting  for  a  town,  and  giving  him  a 
right  of  voting  for  the  county.  Why  not, 
afier  determining  the  boundaries  of  a  new 
town,  say  that  all  409.  freeholders  in  the 
town,  and  10/.  freeholders,  should  exercise 
the  right  of  voting  in  the  district,  and  not 
in  the  CQunty,  instead  of  telling  them  ''  You 
cannot  vote  for  the  district,  though  you  may 
for  the  county."  If  the  40s.  freeholders 
were  allowed  to  exercise  their  elective  fran- 
chise only  within  the  new  electoral  dis- 
tricts, the  necessity  of  riding  Commission- 
ers might  be  dispensed  with,  and  it  would 
be  scarcely  necessary  to  look  for  lOZ.  free- 
holders witliin  the  limits  of  a  town. 
There  was  one  other  clause  to  which  he 
had  an  objection.  The  Bill  gave  to 
freeholders  in  counties  of  cities,  for  the 
first  time,  the  right  of  voting  for  counties. 
In  these  counties  of  cities,  the  splitting  of 
freeholds,  and  other  practices,  had  led  to 
the  greatest  abuses.  He  would  call  the 
noble  Lord's  attention  to  the  county  of  the 
city  of  Lichfield,  where  freeholders  had  a 
right  to  vote,  and  the  noble  Lord  knew 
how  many  annuitants  had  been  created  in 
violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  law.  The  Bill 
would  give  to  these  annuitants  of  Lich- 
field, amounting  to  400  or  500,  a  new 
right  of  voting  for  the  county.  It  would 
be  better  to  confine  them  within  the  coun- 
ty of  the  city,  than  to  let  them  into  the 
county.  Much  difficulty  arose  from  the 
mode  in  which  England  was  to  be  divided, 
which  would  throw  considerable  discre- 
tion into  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners ; 
and  it  was  extraordinary,  that  after  this 
House  had  struggled  so  hard  against  the 
interference  of  another  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature with  their  elections,  they  should 
devolve  so  great  a  power  of  interference 
on  gentlemen  of  whom  the  House  could 
know  nothing.  Seeing  tlie  destruction  of 
aristocratic  influence  which  was  to  take 
place,  from  the  mode  in  which  the  fran- 
chise was  extended  in  towns,  he  thought 
that  the  safest  course  to  take  would  be,  to 
adopt  that  division  of  counties  by  which 
gentlemen  of  landed  property  would  have 
their  fair  share  of  influence  in  the  Repre- 
KUtation  of  counties*    He  owned  that  he 


had  not  seen  any  practical  good  effect 
from  allowing  Yorkshire  to  send  four 
Members  for  the  whole  county,  rather 
than  for  its  separate  divisions;  and  he 
thought,  that  that  county  would  have  con- 
sulted its  fair  influence  just  as  much, 
or  more  in  returning  one  of  its  own  landed 
gentry,  rather  than  the  highly  respectable 
individual  who  had  since  become  High 
Chancellor  of  England.  Under  llieae  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  vote  in  favour  of 
the  proposition  of  Ministers,  for  the  divi- 
sion of  counties. 

Mr.  Gisbome  was  surprised  at  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  arguments  against  the 
proposed  elective  qualification  for  borougha. 
He  was  himself  one  of  the  lichfield  an- 
nuitants, and  he  would  only  ask,  what 
would  the  effect  be  of  allowing  these  40«. 
freeholders  to  vote  in  boroughs  ?  Simply 
this,  that  any  Gentleman  who  had  100/. 
a  year  in  a  borough  could  make  fiftv  an- 
nuitants for  40s.,  and  so  secure  an  influ- 
ence, whereas,  by  their  l)eing  thrown  into 
the  county,  their  power  would  be  merged 
in  the  mass. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  they  should  be  as 
much  on  their  guard  against  fictitious  voteii 
in  counties  as  in  counties  of  towns.  But 
on  what  principle  were  the  counties  to  be 
inundated  with  these  voters  from  towns  ? 
The  spirit  of  the  law  was  decidedly  evaded 
by  the  creation  of  annuitants  in  this  way. 
He  had  no  objection  whatever  to  the  6ona 
Jide  40s,  freeholders  being  left  as  they 
were,  but  he  would  certainly  confine  the 
new  voters,  and  the  annuitants,  to  the 
counties  of  towns  in  which  they  happened 
to  be  placed. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley  said^  that  if  the 
annuitants  of  Lichfield  were  confined  to 
the  county  of  the  city,  the  freedom  of  the 
election  would  be  completely  curtailed, 
and  a  person  of  large  property,  by  dividing 
it  into  annuities,  might  acquire  such  influ- 
ence as  to  convert  the  place  into  a  close 
borough.  The  spirit  of  the  law  might  be 
against  the  practice  of  creating  annuities* 
but  the  letter  was  in  its  favour,  and  if  the 
votes  so  created  were  to  be  limited  to  the 
counties  of  towns,  these  places  must  be- 
come in  a  short  time  little  better  than  no- 
mination boroughs.  A  man  who  might 
create  400  or  500  votes,  by  such  a  pro- 
cess in  a  county,  would  not  possess  mate- 
rial influence  among  a  body  of  %fiQO  or 
10,000  electors;  but  in  a  town,  whm  the 
number  was  comparatively  sma(b  the 
temptation  to  create  them,  woiid  be  to 
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great  as  most  likely  to  lead  to  the  practice 
being  largely  adopted. 

Colonel  Davies  was  anxious  to  bring 
t  he  Committee  back  to  the  real  question 
before  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
no  doubt,  assigned  an  inconsistent  reason 
for  his  vote,  for,  after  having  declaimed 
against  the  appointment  of  Commissioners, 
he  said  he  would  vote  for  the  clause  which 
constituted  them,  concluding,  to  be  sure, 
with  a  hope  that  the  Government  would 
alter  its  intentions.  Another  reason  for 
his  vote  was,  that  this  division  of  counties 
would  be  against  democratic  influence, 
which,  he  said,  was  unduly  exercised,  be- 
cause there  were  forty  or  fifty  additional 
Members  given  to  great  towns.  But  did 
he  forget,  that  for  the  sixtv-three  additional 
county  Members,  Gentlemen  of  ancient 
lineage,  and  all  as  much  aristocrats  as  the 
first  Peer  of  the  realm,  would  be  the  per- 
sons most  likely  to  be  returned?  Influ- 
ence of  property  would  no  doubt  prevail, 
but  in  only  one  instance  that  he  was  aware 
of,  had  it  returned  both  Members  for  one 
county.  He  should  vote  for  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  behind  him ;  and  he 
would,  when  they  came  to  the  eighteenth 
clause,  acting  upon  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  move  that  the  free* 
holders  of  boroughs  should  vote  for  bo^ 
roughs,  and  not  for  counties. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  the  part  of  the 
Bill  which  he  approved  of  least  was  the 
division  of  the  counties ;  but  the  feeling 
in  favour  of  the  whole  Bill  was  so  unani- 
mous through  the  country,  that  he  had 
been  induced  to  alter  his  opinion.  He 
was  not  so  much  afraid  of  aristocratic  in- 
fluence as  some  other  persons  seemed  to 
be ;  and  although  he  believed  he  should 
oflend  many  of  his  constituents,  yet,  as 
the  country  demanded  the  whole  Bill,  he 
was  bound  to  preserve  the  consistency  of 
the  measure,  and  to  vote  for  the  division 
of  counties.  He  hoped,  however,  that  in 
the  future  clauses  some  provision  wonld  be 
made  for  the  further  extension  of  voting 
in  counties,  and  he  should  therefore  vote 
for  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  said,  he  would  sup- 
port the  proposition  for  a  division  of  coun- 
ties. He  had  formerly,  upon  the  question 
of  giving  four  Members  to  Tork,  intonated 
his  opinion,  that  the  Members  should  be 
given  to  the  East  and  West  Rklings, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  the  princi- 
{rie  would  be  equally  beneficial  in  the 
cOm  pceat  covntiee  or  Xigland.    tJl  m* 


perience  told  them  that  candidates  for  whole 
counties  had  found  the  expense  immense 
whether  they  were  popular  or  unpopular. 
Nothing  could  prevent  this,  for  if  a  man 
depended  on  his  popularity  alone,  aid 
neglected  canvassing,  he  would  moitpwh* 
ably  lose  his  election.  Now^  this  vary 
necessity  prevented  gentlemen  of  mo* 
derate  fortunes  from  oflering  themselves, 
for  even  if  they  were  returned  in  the  first 
instance  witliout  much  ex|)ense,  yet,  on  a 
subsequent  election,  a  principle  of  honour, 
and  a  wish  to  stand  by  their  friends,  might 
involve  them  io  a  contest  which  could  not 
be  carried  on  but  at  the  ruin  of  their  for- 
tunes :  for  these  reasons  lie  supported  the 
division,  and  approved  of  distributing  the 
franchise  which  was  to  be  taken  away  from 
the  small  boroughs,  to  iociaasing  tba 
county  Members.  But  although  he  might 
approve  the  division  abstractedly,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  method  of  arranging  the 
divisions  through  the  means  of  Uommit*. 
sioners,  whose  report  was  to  be  approved 
by  the  King  in  Council,  and  not  to  be  lakl 
before  Parliament.  He  had  no  doubt,  that 
the  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  would 
be  the  best  (qualified  persons  that  could  be 
found,  but  in  a  matter  requiring  such  ex- 
tensive and  minute  local  knowl^ge  of  all 
the  principal  counties  of  England,  no  small 
number  of  gentlemen  could  be  expected 
to  have,  or  be  able  to  obtain,  a  sufficient 
knowledge.  Serious  errors,  therefore,  would 
be  committed,  which  might  be  corrected 
if  the  returns  were  laid  before  the  House, 
by  which  the  local  knowledge  of  each  indi* 
vidual  member  might  be  used  to  perfect 
the  whole.  If  this  were  not  dona  they 
might  expect  petitions  without  number, 
and  endless  discusstons,  he  therefore 
hoped  the  Government  would  abandon 
this  system  of  delegation,  and  leave  the 
boundaries  to  be  arranged  by  Parliament, 
who  would,  he  was  convincel,  pass  a  b31 
for  that  purpose  much  sooner  than  thrii 
Commissioners  oould  agree  on  tlwrplaA 
of  division.  Another  point  he  would  beg 
to  ynggest  to  the  noble  Lord^i  conaidera* 
tion  was,  whether  it  would  aotbeadviaabla 
to  restrict  the  power  to  cieata  fianchisea 
by  the  means  of  annuities.  His  right  hon. 
firiend  seemed  to  thmk  this  practice  wonld 
be  guarded  acainst,  Inr  voters  being  obliged 
to  swear  to  their  quaufieatioaa,  bat  this  in 
very  many  cases  of  creation,  would  only 
give  rise  to  perjury. 

Sir  Gewrge  Murray  saw  so  much  of  a 
denocialio  pcteoipU  ia  the  Bfll^  that  1m 
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should  be  happy  to  give  all  the  Members 
in  his  power  to  the  counties,  to  counteract 
it.  He  objected  to  the  division  of  the 
counties,  because  he  wished  to  avoid  tak- 
ing any  step  towards  recognizing  the  em- 
ployment of  Commissioners,  and  because 
it  might  lead  afterwards  to  a  departmental 
division  of  the  kingdom ;  which  he  thought 
highly  objectionable  in  any  case,  and  which, 
in  other  hands  than  those  of  the  present 
Government,  might  ultimately  prove  dan- 
gerous, and  be  made  still  further  to  ope- 
rate to  an  increase  of  democratic  influence. 
He  feared  this  influence  would  be  fur- 
ther augmented  by  the  additional  Repre- 
sentation given  to  the  Metropolitan  dis- 
tricts ;  and,  unless  some  expedient  were 
adopted  to  counterbalance  the  influence 
exercised  by  a  coercive  body  on  the  spot 
where  the  Representatives  of  the  people 
meet,  over  the  views  and  sentiments  of 
their  Representatives,  he  conceived  this 
access  to  the  democratic  influence  would 
prove  fatal  to  the  Constitution.  With 
these  views  he  agreed  to  the  suggestion, 
and  if  he  had  been  present  at  the  time  it 
was  discussed  it  should  have  had  his  sup- 
port, that  Yorkshire  should  have  ten  Mem- 
bers, among  whom  there  would  most  likely 
prevail  such  a  thorough  identity  of  inter- 
ests and  sentiments,  as  would  be  sufficient 
to  counteract  the  proposed  increase  of 
Metropolitan  Members. 

Mr.  Littleton  could  by  no  means  believe 
the  division  of  counties  would  lead  to  the 
adoption  of  departmental  districts.  If  he 
had  any  suspicion  of  the  kind,  he  would 
oppose  the  clause,  but  he  could  not  imagine 
it  would  lead  to  any  such  result.  He  had,  | 
therefore,  heard  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  member  for  Tam worth, 
with  great  satisfaction,  in  which  he  in  a 
great  measure  withdrew  his  opposition  to 
this  clause,  and  he  must  give  the  same 
credit  to  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who  took 
the  same  views.  He  believed  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  in  general  was  sincere, 
and  he  should  be  ready  to  listen  to  any 
arguments  they  could  urge  against  such 
parts  of  it  as  they  could  not  approve. 
With  respect  to  the  clause  at  present  be- 
fore them,  he  was  the  last  man  to  consent 
to  any  undue  preponderance  being  given 
to  either  the  aristocracy  or  the  democracy; 
but  of  this  he  was  convinced,  that  unless 
the  counties  were  divided,  the  contests  for 
a  teat  would  be  so  frequent  and  expensive, 
and  there  would  be  such  a  truckling  of 

interests,  that  no  Member  would  be  able  to 


retain  his  place  unless  he  made  mean  and 
unworthy  sacrifices  to  the  sentiments  and 
prejudices  of  his  constituents.     No  man 
of  honour  and  character  would  stand  a 
contested  election  on  such  terms.     He  be- 
lieved there  was  no  danger,  by  assenting 
to  the  clause  now  before  them,  that  the 
progress  towards   departmental  divisions 
would  be  facilitated.     He  was  well  aware 
there  were    many  hon.  Members  who  en- 
tertained such  strong  feelings  against  the 
Bill,  that  they  would  not  give  their  sup- 
port to  any  part  of  it,  but  as  the  measure 
was  now,  beyond  doubt,  destined  to  pass 
through  the  House,  he  would  appeal  to 
them  whether  they  should  not   concede 
some  portion  of  their  opposition,  and  apply 
themselves  to  the  improvement  of  a  mea- 
sure, the  success  of  which  was  now  inerit- 
able.      He    had   no  wish    to    embarrass 
Government,  but  as  he  believed  a  great 
source  of  complaint  would    be  removed, 
and  by  its  being  known  who  were  to  be 
the  Commissioners,   he  recommended  an 
immediate  explanation  with  respect  to  the 
persons  who,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  were  to  be  appointed  to  carry  this 
clause  into  effect.     For  his  own  part  he 
was  perfectly  indifferent  as  to  who  were 
to  be  appointed  to  determine  die  bounda- 
ries.    He  was  quite  convinced  that,  whe- 
ther done  by  Commissioners  or  by  Parlia- 
ment, the  effect  would  be  the  same.     He 
had  no  doubt  the  Commissioners  would 
be  men  of  honesty  and  integrity,  and  ss 
an  individual  Member  he  shoula  be  quite 
content  to  abide  by  their  decision. 

Mr.  Briscoe  regretted,  that  he  felt  him- 
self bound  to  support  the  Amendment, 
as  he  supported  every  part  of  the  Bill 
which  had  come  under  their  consider- 
ation ;  because  he  thought  the  original 
proposition  had  a  tendency  to  subvert  and 
neutralize  much  of  the  advantage  con- 
ferred by  the  Bill.  How,  he  would  ask, 
could  those  who  favoured  popular  Re- 
presentation vote  for  a  measure  which 
would  deprive  the  middle  classes,  and  men 
of  moderate  property,  of  all  their  just  in- 
fluence in  their  counties?  This  clause 
would  undoubtedly  have  that  effect,  by 
giving  to  large  properties  such  a  prepon- 
derating influence  in  each  districtp  as  would 
tend  to  convert  the  divided  counties  into 
nomination  boroughs.  It  was  calculated 
to  restore  and  increase  those  nests  ofcor- 
ruption  which  it  was  the  professed  object 
of  the  Bill  to  destroy,  and  it  jnmld  so 
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fair,  and  free  Representation  of  the  people. 
They  would  have  under  its  operation  less 
enjoyment  of  the  elective  franchise  than 
they  had  at  present.  For  these  reasons  he 
opposed  it,  and  was  determined  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  that  if  he  regarded  the 
present  clause  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Bill,  he  should  perhaps  be  disposed  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Kent,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  safety  of  the 
whole  measure,  vote  for  this  particular 
part  of  it.  He,  however,  believed,  that  the 
proposed  division  of  counties  would  be  a 
most  unpopular  act,  and  would  be  attend- 
ed with  other  mischievous  effects.  The 
general  object  of  the  Bill  was,  to  extend 
the  franchise  so  as  to  prevent  by  numbers, 
those  corrupt  practices  which  could  only 
be  brought  fully  to  bear  on  a  small  body 
of  electors.  The  division  of  counties  was 
an  exception  to  this  principle,  and  by  less- 
ening the  number  of  constituents,  the 
separate  parts  of  each  county  would  be 
likely  to  be  influenced  by  the  corrupt  prac- 
tices said  to  prevail  in  certain  boroughs. 
The  half  of  some  counties  would  be  very 
little  better  than  nomination  boroughs,  and 
the  other  half  would  be  swamped  and  over- 
borne by  the  influence  of  some  large  manu- 
facturing town.  He  thought  the  Bill 
would  stand  on  as  firm  a  footing,  whether 
it  did  or  did  not  contain  this  clause.  The 
division  of  counties  would  destroy  the  per- 
fect freedom  of  election,  while  it  was  cal- 
culated to  increase  the  expenses  of  elec- 
tions. He  saw  no  difficulty  in  giving  to 
every  elector  four  votes.  It  would  ensure 
the  election  to  the  most  popular  candidate, 
by  this  rule,  that  an  individual  might 
ensure  one  vote,  and  take  one  elector  to 
the  poll  for  that  purpose ;  yet  the  other 
three  votes  would  be  free.  He  felt  quite 
convinced,  that  the  freedom  of  election 
would  be  better  maintained,  the  influenceof 
powerful  individuals  be  less  available,  and 
the  respectability  of  county  Representation 
be  better  preserved,  by  maintaining  the 
counties  entire.  For  these  reasons  he 
should  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  that  he  felt 
no  necessity  to  make  any  apology  for  op- 
posing this  clause  as  other  Members  had 
just  done.  He  had,  from  the  beginning, 
opposed  every  clause  of  this  Bill,  and  he 
saw  no  object  to  be  answered  by  making 
any  apologetical  excuses  for  the  observa- 
tions which  he  was  abont  to  make.  The 
Bill  altogether,  as  it  was  first  propounded, 


was  too  glaring,  too  enormous^  even  for  a 
Whig  Government,  but  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  their 
second  plan  of  Reform,  had  committed  the 
authority  of  cutting  up  all  the  counties  in 
the  country  to  a  Commission  of  their  own 
appointment,  whose  acts  were  to  be  irre- 
sponsible and  without  appeal.  He  ob- 
jected to  this  arrangement,  because  he  did 
not  know  but  that  the  Commissioners 
would  be  guilty  of  gross  partiality,  corrup- 
tion, and  all  sorts  of  blunders  and  mis- 
takes. The  power  which,  by  the  first  plan 
of  Reform,  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  Privy  Council,  in  the  division  of 
counties,  was  not  half  so  wild,  so  danger- 
ous, so  irresponsible  and  Jacobinical  as 
the  plan  now  proposed,  of  confiding  that 
same  power  to  irresponsible,  unknown 
riding  Commissbners.  There  was  to  be 
no  appeal,  no  matter  what  blunders,  what 
partiality,  or  what  corruption  might  take 
place.  And  was  this  a  system  under  which 
Englishmen  should  be  compelled  to  live  ? 
Twenty-five  counties  were  proposed  to  be 
carved  into  districts  by  Commissioners, 
from  whose  will  and  pleasure  there  was  to 
be  no  appeal.  He  agreed  with  much  that 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  friend,  but 
he  could  not  agree  with  him  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  dividing  the  counties  into  de- 
partmental districts,  as  this  clause  pro- 
posed to  do.  It  might,  perhaps,  confer 
some  advantage  upon  the  Aristocracy; 
but  he  would  not  take  that  advantage 
at  the  expense  of  principle.  He  would 
not  invade  the  constitution  of  Parliament, 
and  the  rights  of  the  subject,  from  a  sup- 
position that  he  might  strengthen  the  power 
of  the  Aristocracy.  He  considered  the 
clause  to  be  injurious,  degrading,  and  im- 
proper. In  short,  he  would  not  take  any 
little  bonus  at  the  expense  of  an  irre- 
sponsible, an  impeccable  power  upon  the 
part  of  Commissioners  of  whom  lie  knew 
nothing.  The  Government  all  throueh 
had  been  deficient  in  giving  any  thing  like 
explanation  upon  any  one  clause ;  and  as 
to  that  now  under  consideration,  it  was 
so  utterly  at  variance  with  every  con- 
stitutional principle,  that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  entertain  it.  The  di- 
vision of  counties  went  upon  no  prin- 
ciple, either  as  to  property,  as  to  space,  or 
as  to  the  payment  of  taxes;  there  was 
nothing  in  the  clause  to  compel  the  Com- 
missioners to  act  by  any  mle ;  no  stand- 
ard was  fixed  for  their  guidance,  nor  was 
there  any  tribunal  to  correct  their  errors 
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or  their  corruption.  Only  let  the  House  see 
what  a  deviation  they  were  about  to  make 
from  their  own  Standing:  Orders  which  had 
been  devised  for  the  protection  of  property. 
In  cases   of  bills  for  canals,    docks,   or 
roads,  notice  was  to  be  previously  served 
upon  all  the  parties  interested  before  their 
property  could  be  interfered  with.    A  com- 
mon   turnpike-road    could    not    be    cut 
through  any  county,  without  notice  being 
given  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  intended 
undertaking,  and  maps  and  plans  of  its 
direction  being  lodged  in    the  Speaker's 
chamber.     Yet  it  was  now  proposed  to 
commit  to  certain  persons   the  power  to 
cut  up  all  the  counties,  without  hearing 
evidence,    and    without    appeal.     What 
a  mockery,    what  an  insult   was  this  to 
the  county  constituency  of  this  country. 
This,  indeed,  was  not  an  incipient  step  to 
reform  or  revolution,  for  revolution  had 
already  advanced  with  giant  strides.     For 
his  own  part  he  felt  no  necessity  to  dis- 
guise his  opinions  ;  he  need  not  muffle  his 
speech  any  more  than  many  others  of  his 
hon.  friends ;  he  and  they  could  equally 
speak  out ;  and  he  would  say  again,  that 
this  Bill  was  a  decidedly  Jacobinical  Bill. 
They  had  already  alH>lished  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  boroughs,  only,  as  it  would 
appear,  to  be  the  precursors  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  those  for  counties.     But    it  all 
tended  to  forward  the  progress  of  revo- 
lution.    It  all  tended  to  a  direct  Jacobin- 
ical division  of  the  country.     It  was  a 
sequel  to  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  in  1821,  for  the  purpose 
of  apportioning  England  into  departmental 
divisions.  What  would  be  the  consequence 
of  adopting  the  proposition  under  consi- 
deration ?    There  were  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  now  fancied  themselves  county 
Members.     Would  they  be  so  by-and-by  ? 
For  instance,    there    would  be   no  hon. 
member  for  Wiltshire.     He  would  be  split 
into  a  member  for  the  north  of  Wiltshire, 
and  a  member  for  the  south  of  Wiltshire. 
The  noble  Lord    opposite  would  not  be 
the  member  for  Northamptonshire.     He 
must   be  described  by  a  circumlocution, 
travelling  through   the  names  of  several 
little  districts.     There  would  be  the  mem- 
ber for  the  north  of  Surrey  and  the  mem- 
ber for  the  south  of  Surrey, — the  member 
for  the  Maidstone  division  of  Kent,  and 
the  member  for  the  Canterbury  division 
of  Kent.      Fifiy  per  cent  would  be  de- 
ducted from  the  present  importance  and 
dignity  of  a  county  Member.    At  present 


the  Member  for  a  county  thoaght  him- 
self greatly  superior  to  the  Member  for 
a  borough.     But  when  a  present  county 
Member  became  only  a  half-county  Mem- 
ber, he,  the  humble  member  for  Biorough- 
bridge,   might  stand    erect  by  his  side. 
The  proposition  was  to  bring  down  the  in- 
dependent and  dignified  county  Member 
to  the  level  of  the  poor  corrupt  Member 
for  a  borough.    This  was  a  change  ?Aich, 
in  his  opinion,  was  exceedingly  unwhole- 
some.    And  who  were  the  Commissioners 
to  be.?    Addison  had  said  **  that  it  was 
impossible  to  dislike  those  whom  we  had 
never  seen,  and  whom  we  did  not  know." 
He  could  not  be  supposed,  therefore,  to 
speak  from  prejudice.     But  he  felt  it  im- 
possible to  consent  to  intrust  these  incogs 
niti  Commissioners  with  the  power  of  de- 
stroying or  diminishing,  at  their  pleasure, 
the  influence  of  the  landed  interest  of  the 
whole  country.    It  was  an  anomaly  in  the 
practice  of  the  Constitution,  to  which  he 
would  oppose  all  the  resistance  of  which 
he  was  capable. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  persuade  the 
House,  that  nothing  but  plunder  and  cor- 
ruption could  come  from  the  Commission- 
ers.    Now,  he  would  ask,  what  would 
have  been  the  consequence,  if  they  had 
proceeded  in  a  Committee  of  that  House 
to  make  the  divisions  which  were  proposed 
to  be  made  by  Commissioners?    They 
would  have  had  all  the  same  reproaches  to 
undergo ;  for,  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  disposition  to    trace  e¥ery 
thing  to  a  desire  of  plunder  and  corruption, 
he  would,  in  all  probability,  have  said, 
that  the  Committee  was  formed  of  the 
friends  of  Government,  and  they  would 
have  been  involved  in  a  labyrinth  of  de- 
tails of  which  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
the  House  had  already  had  an  example,  it 
was  in  anticipation  of  this  difficulty,  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  had,  in  the  first 
instance,  placed  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
which  was  now  changed  to  Commissionen. 
The  objections  which  had   been    urged 
were  partly  to  the  proposition  itself  of  di- 
viding the  counties,  and  partly  to  the 
mode  of   doing  it.     As  to  the  mode, 
although  the    counties  were  to  be    di- 
vided by  the  Commissioners,  and  although 
it  was  intended  that  they  should  remain 
as  divided  by  them,  yet  there  was  nothing 
to    prevent    Parliament    from  Itovising 
their  decision;  and  to  alter  the  dhbion  3* 
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it  should  not  appear  the  best  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  any  particular  county. 
Now  with  regard  to  the  proposition  itself, 
he  thought  that  with  respect  to  the  influ- 
ence of  the  aristocracy,  there  would  be  no 
very  great  dilference  between  the  e£fect8 
of  ihis  proposition  and  the  plan  of  each 
county  undivided  sending  four  Represent- 
atives. Where  there  was  a  large  property 
in  a  county 9  it  was  sure  to  have  a  share  in 
the  Representation,  whether  there  were 
two  Members  or  four ;  and  although  the 
division  might  in  some  places  give  a  greater 
command  to  property,  yet  it  would  bring 
a  greater  variety  of  interests  into  the  Re- 
presentation, and  small  properties  would  ac- 
quire a  greater  weight  than  they  could  pos- 
sess if  the  whole  county  sent  four  Members. 
From  his  experience,  his  opinion  of  the 
freeholders  of  this  country  was,  that  they 
were  very  competent  to  select  two  suitable 
candidates,  out  of  three  or  four,  to  repre* 
sent  them  ;  but,  when  the  Representatives 
were  to  be  four,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
chance  rather  than  of  choice.  He  con- 
sidered it  a  great  advantage  to  the  Const!* 
tution  of  that  House  that  its  county  Mem- 
bers were,  for  the  most  part,  as  it  were, 
permanent  Members,  because  that  circum- 
stance imparted  a  consistency  to  their 
measures ;  but  the  election  of  four  Mem- 
bers would  be  much  more  liable  to  vacilla- 
tion and  vicissitude  than  of  two.  He  con- 
sidered, too,  that  the  division  of  counties 
would  be  a  great  means  of  limiting  the 
expense  of  elections,  which  was,  he 
thought,  most  desirable.  As  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  member  for  Worcester, 
for  admiiting  freeholders  to  vote  for  towns, 
he  thought  it  would  produce  an  opposite 
effect  to  that  intended  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  would  make  nomination  boroughs 
in  a  very  short  time. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  objected  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  Commissioners  by  his  Majesty's 
Government,  for  what  appeal  could  oe 
made  against  their  decision  by  Members 
at  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  ?  Why 
not  name  the  Commissioners  if  any  thing 
like  fair  play  was  intended  ?  He  had  no 
delicacy  in  stating  his  objections  to  every 
clause  of  the  Bill.  He  objected  to  the 
line  of  argument  taken  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Stafford,  for  he  thought  the  old 
system  was  the  best  safeguard  to  the 
purity  of  election.  The  further  this  Bill 
went  on,  the  less,  he  was  sure,  would  it 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people. 

Mr,  0*Connell  said,  the  peopU  of  Eng** 


land  had  shown  great  |;ood  seote  in  beine 
enamoured  of  this  Bill,  inasimich  as  it 
took  the  nomination  of  boroughs  from 
aristocrats,  who  provided  for  thenr  ffiendi, 
as  Generals,  Admirals,  and  Biskopt,  at 
the  expense  of  the  public.  But  while  he 
admitted  the  consistency  of  the  right  ban. 
member  for  Tamworth,  who  had  voted 
against  the  disfranchisement  of  rotten  bo- 
roughs, and  now  intended  to  vote  for  rot- 
ten nomination  districts,  or  divisions  of 
counties,  he  could  not  follow  his  example. 
It  would  be  vain  to  talk  of  a  popular  Re- 
presentation, if  this  clause  were  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.  They  were  only  labour- 
ing night  after  night  in  vain  if,  with  one 
vote,  they  disfVanchised  nomination  bo- 
roughs, and  the  next  vote  established  no- 
mination districts.  This  Bill  would  be 
but  a  mockery,  and  the  Govemmeiit 
would  only  **  keep  the  word  of  proBoJae  to 
the  ear,"  and  not  to  the  good  sense  of  the 
people,  if  they  persevere  in  thia  coarse. 
This  division  clause  was  a  complete  con- 
tradiction to  those  that  preceded  it ;  and 
of  what  avail  could  it  be  to  destroy  Bo- 
roughbridge  if  they  gave  to  a  large  pro- 
prietor the  Representation  of  one-half 
or  the  quarter  of  a  county  7  The  Tories 
acted  consistently  in  denyine;  the  demo- 
cratic principle,  but  he  could  not  say  the 
same  of  those  Members  who  cherished  Re- 
form, and  who  wished  to  see  the  democratic 
principle  in  more  extensive  operation. 
£very  man  who  was  acquainted  with  his- 
tory must  know,  that  the  most  flourishing 
States  were  always  those  in  which  the  de- 
mocratic principle  most  prevailed,  and  the 
oligarchical  aristocracy  nad  the  least  pre- 
dominance. It  was  bjf  the  recognition  of 
the  democratic  principle,  that  England 
had  become  the  most  powerful  and  pros- 
perous country  in  the  world.  The  old 
oligarchical  principle  should  be  put  down, 
or  nothing  would  be  done.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  could  be  any  free  election 
without  the  Vote  by  Ballot,  although  he 
would  not  now  contend  for  that  i  but  cer- 
tainly, in  the  absence  of  Uie  Ballot,  notUng 
could  ensure  a  free  election  but  a  nu- 
merous constituency  and  the  influence  of 
public  opinion.  In  deference  to  other 
Reformers,  he  felt  reluctant  in  stating 
these  opinions ;  but  as  he  was  a  thorough 
and  sincere  Reformer,  he  must  oppose 
every  species  of  nomination. 

Lord  MiUon  would  support  the  propo- 
sition for  the  division  of  the  counties.  He 
was  not  insensible  to  the  argamentB  wUdi 


1247  Parliamentary  Refoi-m—  {COMMONS}  Bm/or 
had  been  adduced  against  the  proposition  ; 
but  he  thought  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Kerry  had  exaggeratetl  the  eft'ecls  which 
would  be  produced  by  this  claui>e;  which 
could  only  be  attributed  to  his  want  of 
ftnfticient  knowledge  of  the  nature  of  pro- 
perty in  this  country.  The  divisions  of 
counties  would,  in  several  instances,  give 
a  consliiuency  of  100,000  persons,  and 
even  in  Cumberland,  no  less  than  78,000. 
So  far,  then,  what  became  of  the  charge 
of  nominatioD  ?  The  effect  of  the  clause 
would  be  the  same  in  this  House,  whether 
countiea  were  divided  or  not.  He  denied 
that  the  dlHsiona  of  counties  would  throw 
the  nomination  of  Members  into  the  hands 
of  the  aristocracy.  And  whatever  the 
power  of  any  knot  of  individuals  might  be 
m  cases  of  public  excitement,  the  aristo- 
cracy could  do  no  mischief. 

Mr.  Hunt  would  not  detain  the  Commit- 
tee, for  it  was  obvious  there  was  at  once 
a  defection  in  the  ranks  of  Ministers,  and 
a  split  in  the  enemy's  camp.  He  concur- 
red with  the  noble  Lord  in  approving  of 
the  division,  as  the  best  mode  of  proceed- 
ing under  all  the  circumstances.  He 
thought  Government  ought  not  to  be  left 
in  the  lurch  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
expressed  bis  belief  that  to  defeat  this 
clause,  was  to  defeat  the  whole  Bill.  He 
could  not,  however,  avoid  saying  a  word 
upon  the  inconsistency  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Kerry,  and  others,  who  knew  this 
clause  was  in  the  Bill  of  last  year,  which 
they  so  strenuously  supported,  and  for 
which  they  had  so  recently  declared,  shout- 
ing aloud  for  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and 
nothing  but  the  Bill ;  and  who  now,  never- 
theless, deserted  Ministers,  and  rushed 
forward  to  oppoise  it.  He  must  observe, 
too,  that  he  had  been  denounced  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Kerry,  when  he  had  said 
this  Bill  was,  in  essence,  an  aristocratic 
measure  ;  and  yet  now  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man asserted  the  same  thing.  Touching 
the  appointment  of  the  Commissioners,  he 
had  a  scheme  to  propose.  It  was  to  call 
a  county  meeting,  and  let  the  freeholders 
appoint  three  honourable  men  belonging 
to  the  county,  who  knew  the  localities,  and 
on  whom  they  could  depend,  to  divide  the 
county.  In  conclusion  he  stated,  that  all 
true  Reformers— all  who  wished  to  see 
the  Bill  carried — ought  to  support  Govern- 
ment on  the  present  occasion,  because 
they  ^ad  been  deserted  by |many  who  ought 
to  have  adhered  to  them. 

Mr.  QmOntm  said,  tliat  the  great  dilG< 
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culty  in  which  they  were  placed  arose  from 
the  Government  having  left  them  in  igno- 
rance of  the  mode  in  which  these  divlsioiiB 
were  to  be  efieclcd.  Dealing  with  this 
proposition  in  the  abstract,  and  in  refer- 
ence to  a  measure  which  the  House  adopt- 
ed, he  took  a  balance  of  the  evils,  and 
preferred  voting  for  the  division,  as  being 
the  best  ciilcnlaied  to  sustain  the  just  in- 
fluence of  property. 

Lord  Slajiltij  said,  that  he  had  taken 
the  greatest  pains  to  ascertain  the  feeling 
of  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour  lo 
represent,  and  he  had  found  but  one  indi- 
vidual who  wished  to  see  that  county  di- 
vided.  Under  these  circuinstauces,  he 
should  make  no  apology  for  voting  against 
this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  knowing 
this  to  be  the  most  unpopular  part  of  the 
Bill  throughout  the  country,  he  must  per- 
sist In  pressing  his  Motioni 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  said,  that  if  this 
was  the  last  vote  he  should  give,  he  would 
say  "no"  to  the  proposition  for  dividing 
the  counties. 

Mr.  Blamire  said,  that  he  knew,  from 
his  knovrledge  of  the  diETerent  interests  of 
the  county  of  Cumberland,  that  that 
county  would  be  rendered  much  less  in- 
dependent by  being  divided  as  the  Bill 
proposed.  Though  that  county  had  a 
small  population,  it  had  a  large  constitu- 
ency, amounting  to  above  9,000 ;  and  he 
believed  that  the  division  would  have  a 
roost  injurious  effect  upon  the  freedom  of 
election  in  that  county. 

The  Committee  then  divided  on  tbe 
clause— Ayes  241 ;  Noes  132 — Haioriw 
109.* 

House  resumed  —  Committee  to  sit 
again  the  next  day. 


"No  Lists  were  published  of  the  Ayes  and 
Koes  on  this  division,  but  the  folluwing  notie)! 
of  some  who  usually  oppose  the  Bill  and  voted 
in  favour  of  this  clauae,  and  of  others  who 
usually  support  the  Bill,  but  voted  against  this 
clause,  may  conrey  a  little  useful  infennalion. 

Fijlecn  Mcmberi  wfio  voted fm-  the  cloMt,  Imt 
who  hitltfrlo  have  voted  gtneraUy  agaiiul  Ue  Bid. 
Apsley,  Lord  Lowther,  J. 

Aibuihnot,  Colonel        Mabon,  Lonl 
Ashley,  Lord  Praed,  H. 

Ashley,  Hon.  W.  Warrendflr.SirG. 

Cholmondely,  Lord         ViUien,  VlteOBBt 
Dugdale,  W.  T.  Wood.Coloari 

Eastnor,  Lord  Wynn,  C.  Iftf  ' 

Eliot,  Ix)rd  '- 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  August  12,  1831. 

MrwuTU.]  Returns  ootlcTed.  On  the  Motkm  of  Lofd 
W YNPORD,  the  declared  ralue  of  all  British  ManuliMtiifes 
Exported  to  Portugal  every  year  during  the  last  I3me 
yean,  also  Exported  to  France. 

Bill  oominitted.    Augmentation  of  Ecdesiastical  Benefices. 

Ieish  Magistracy.]  Lord  Teynkam 
moved  for  the  names  and  residences  of  all 
the  Ma^strates  who  had  been  struck  out 
of  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  in  Ireland, 
during  the  last  four  years  (causes  speci- 
fied). 

Lord  Plunkett  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  resist  the  noble  Lord's  Motion, 
although  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  its 
expediency.  He  understood  the  noble 
Lord's  object  was  to  question  the  propriety 
of  one  of  the  removals  which  had  not  been 
effected  by  him  (Lord  Plunkett),  but  by 
his  learned  predecessor  (Sir  A.  Hart).  He 
had  inquired  very  fully  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  that  case,  and  they  were  of 
such  a  nature,  that  he  could  not  recom- 
mend the  reinstatement  of  the  gentleman 
in  question. 

Return  ordered. 

Case  of  Samuel  Steon.]  The  Mar- 
quis o^  Salisbury  begged  l^ave  to  ask  the 

List  of  twelve  Irish  Members  who  usually  vote 
for  the  Billy  but  who  voted  against  this  clause, 

Blackney,  W.  O'Conor,  Don 

Lambert^  J.  Power,  R. 

MuUins,  F.  Ruthven,  £.  S. 

Musgrave,  Sir  R.  Sheil,  R.  L. 

O'Connell,  D.  Walker,  C.  A. 

O'Connell,  M.  Wyse,  T. 

List  of  thirty-seven  English  Members  who 
voted  against  the  clause,  though  they  generdUy 
vote  for  the  Bill. 

Adeane,  H.  J.  Martin,  J. 

Bainbridge,  E.  Paget,  T. 

Blamire,  W.  Phillips,  C.  M. 

Blake,  Sir  F.  Robinson,  G.  R. 

Briscoe,  J.  I.  Ryder,  R. 

Buxton,  F.  Sanford,  A. 

Evans,  Colonel  Stanley,  Lord 

Davies,  Colonel  Throckmorton,  R.  G. 

Dixon,  J.  Tomes,  J. 

Fonlkes,  Sir.W  Townshend,  Lord  C. 

Guise,  Sir  B.  W.  Tyrrell,  C. 

Halse,  J.  Vincent,  Sir  F. 

Hughes,  Colonel  Wilks,  J. 

Ingilby,  Sir  W.  Wason,  R. 

James,  W.  Watson,  Hon.  R. 

Knight,  R.  Waterpark,  Lord 

King,  E.  B.  Webb,  Cokmel 

lipyd,  TvB.  yrestem,  C.  C. 


noble  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  the  affidavits  relative  to  the  case 
of  Samuel  Steon,  which  h'ad  been  sent  to 
the  Home  Office,  were  deemed  satis* 
factory,  and  whether  he  considered  the 
Under  Sheriff  of  Hertfordshire  exonerated 
from  blame  on  account  of  his  alleged  de- 
tention of  that  prisoner's  respite.  He  put 
this  question  in  consequence  of  some 
remarks  which  had  appeared  not  only  in 
country  papers,  but  also  in  a  great  leading 
newspaper  in  the  metropolis,  with  which 
Government,  he  feared,  was  but  too  in- 
timately connected. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  the  noble  Marquis 
should  have  questioned  him  on  such  a 
matter  as  this,  merely  because  it  happened 
to  have  been  mentioned  in  the  public 
prints ;  but,  in  reply  to  bis  inquiry,  he 
had  no  objection  to  state,  that  he  did  not 
attach  blame  to  the  High  Sheriff  of  Hert- 
fordshire for  not  having  expedited  the 
respite  referred  to.  The  High  Sheriff, 
however,  being  the  responsible  person,  he 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  the  conduct  of 
the  High  Sheriff's  deputy. 

The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  said,  he 
should  have  acted  more  regularly  had  he 
stated,  that  this  subject  had  already 
formed  a  topic  of  conversation  in  another 
place. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  it  was  dis- 
orderly to  bring  the  matter  forward. 

The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  did  not  con- 
sider himself  out  of  order  in  having  asked 
the  question  of  the  noble  Viscount* 

Fraudulent  Debtors'  Bill^  Lord 
Wynford  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Fraudulent  Debtors'  Bill,  and  stated,  that 
he  had  some  amendments  which  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce,  in  order  to  obviate 
the  objections  of  bis  noble  and  learned 
friend  (Lord  Plunkett).  It  often  happened, 
that  when  judgment  was  recovered  m  this 
country,  the  only  means  by  which  the  cre- 
ditor could  get  what  the  law  said  he  ought 
to  get,  was,  by  the  imprisonment  of  the 
person  of  the  debtor.  This  remedy  might 
have  been  effectual  when  prisons  were  not 
quite  so  comfortable  as  at  present.  But 
now,  when  the  prisoners  had  the  Rules,  it 
was  found  that  prisons  afforded  very  com- 
fortable lodgings,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  imprisonment  was,  in  many 
instances,  quite  inadequate  to  compel 
debtors  to  pay  their  debts,  although  they 
bad  abundi^nt  fu^aqs  of  doing  sq.    t^ 
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though  they  should  have  doable  the 
amount  of  their  debts  in  the  Funds,  or  in 
the  haiids  of  *third  persons,  they  often 
preferred  remaining  in  prison,  or  going 
abroad,  to  the  payment  of  their  debts. 
Large  properties  were  thus  spent  in  prison 
and  in  foreign  countries,  which  ought  to 
go  to  pay  the  debts  due  to  creditors, 
whose  ruin  was  often  the  consequence  of 
non-payment.  There  were  in  one  of  the 
prisons  of  the  metropolis  one  hundred 
persons  who  had  the  means  to  pay,  and 
yet  chose  to  remain  in  prison  rather  than 
pay  one  farthing ;  and  thousands  had 
absconded  and  gone  abroad,  to  avoid  the 
payment  of  their  debts.  lie  had  received 
many  communications,  by  post,  from 
bankers  and  others,  complaining  of  this 
state  of  the  law,  and  urging  him  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Bill.  He  had  long  turned 
this  subject  in  his  mind,  and  he  had  con- 
sulted other  noble  and  learned  Lords,  and 
found,  after  much  reflection  and  inquiry, 
that  there  was,  in  fact,  no  remedy  for  this 
evil  hut  that  of  subjecting  the  parties  to 
the  laws  of  bankruptcy.  An  amendment 
of  the  law  of  outlawry,  or  a  change  in  the 
Insolvent  Debtors'  Laws,  he  apprehended 
would  be  found  wholly  insufficient  for 
that  purpose.  The  objection  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bankrupt-laws  had  always 
been,  not  that  they  gave  too  little,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  that  they  had  the  effect  of 
giving  too  much,  protection  to  debtors, 
and  it  was  notorious,  that  no  debtors  were 
RO  well  treated,  in  every  respect,  as  those 
who  had  become  such  under  the  laws  of 
bankruptcy.  The  object  of  this  Bill,  how- 
ever, was  not  to  extend  the  Bankrupt- 
laws  to  all  descriptions  of  persons,  but 
only  to  those,  not  being  traders,  who 
fraudulently  refused  to  pay  their  debts 
when  they  had  the  power  to  pay  them. 
It  was  only  applying  to  them  the  same 
law  to  which  the  most  honorable  merchants 
were  subject.  And  then  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  that  the  bankrupt  had  some 
privileges  which  did  not  belong  to  the 
mere  insolvent,  for  if  his  bankruptcy  was 
owing  to  misfortune,  and  he  himself'  was 
clear  from  blame,  he  had  an  allowance 
made  to  him,  and  both  his  person  and 
future  property  were  protected  by  his  cer- 
tificate. It  had  been  objected,  that  a 
debtor  of  this  description  might,  under 
this  Bill,  in  case  he  did  not  surrender  in  a 
given  time,  be  transported  as  a  felon  ;  but 
that  would  depend  on  the  discretion  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor;  and  a  decidedly  fraudu- 


lent debtor  would  havt  no  reason  to 
complain  that  he  was  made  liable  to  be 
transported.  Then  it  had  been  objected, 
with  respect  to  those  reaidiog  abroad,  that 
this  Bill  did  not  make  it  neceasarv  that 
they  should  l)e  personally  sen'ed  with 
notice.  But  it  would  often  be  impostiUe 
to  serve  them  personally,  as  they  could 
effectually  prevent  that  by  a  change  of 
name ;  and  persons  residing  abroad,  who 
had  property  in  this  country,  were  alnioat 
always  very  well  informed  as  to  what  was 
passing  here,  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
that  service  beino^  made  at  their  last  place 
of  abode,  and  aavertisenients  inserted  in 
The  (Gazette,  and  in  their  county  news- 
paper would  be  quite  sufficient  notice.  It 
had  been  objected  that  judgment  credilon 
would,  by  this  Bill,  be  deprived  of  their 
lien  on  the  freehold  property  of  the 
debtors,  and  reduced  under  the  con- 
mission  to  the  condition  of  simple  oentraot 
creditors ;  but  he  had  a  clause  to  propaae, 
by  which  it  was  provided,  that  the  eom- 
mission  should  not  deprive  judgment 
creditors  of  their  lien,  provided  it  should 
appear  to  th^Lord  Chancellor,  on  inquiry, 
that  the  judgments  had  been  fairly  and  Aoaa 
Jide  obtained;  and  it  was  not  desirable 
that  fraudulent  judgments  should  be  pro- 
tected. He  had  also  an  amendment  to 
propose,  providing  that  no  estates  in  re- 
mainder, nor  any  estates,  except  those  in 
actual  possession,  should  be  sold  under 
the  Bill.  Another  amendment  was,  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  not  take 
effect  against  persons  residing  abroad, 
until  the  expiration  of  twelve  months  firoia 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  within  which  time 
they  might  exempt  themselves,  by  return- 
ing and  paying  or  compounding  with  their 
creditors.  The  object  of  this  Bill  was  not 
to  imprison  debtors,  but  to  compel  them 
to  pay  their  debts,  for  he  considered  im- 
prisonment for  debt  to  be  improper, 
except  to  compel  the  debtor  to  give  up  hb 
property. 

Lord  Plunkett  felt  still  bound  to  resist 
the  Bill  altogether,  notwithstanding  the 
clauses  which  his  noble  and  learned  triBBd 
proposed  to  introduce,  which,  he  was  ready 
to  allow,  were  great  improvements,  bacanse 
he  considered  it  harsh  and  oppiaiaifa  to 
the  debtors  who  were  to  be  the  object*  of 
it.  It  would  be  an  especial  hardship  npon 
those  who  were  not  engaged  in  VtAt^  W 
merely  went  abroad  for  their  own  .laisine^ 
or  amusement.  [Lord  ^^i|AM/  T|mv 
might  remain  at  home  till  lliuy  ffti  JSmu 


1253 


Frauduleni 


{Aug.  12} 


Debion'  Bill 


19U 


debts].  It  might  be  proper,  that  they 
should  so  remaia  at  home;  and,  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  could  find  some 
proper  means  to  keep  them  at  home,  he 
should  be  glad  of  it ;  but  this  measure 
was  too  harsh.  If  the  noble  Lord  could 
prevent  landed  proprietors  from  leaving 
the  kingdom  at  all,  he  certainly  should 
have  no  objection  to  such  a  proposition, 
but  this  really  was  a  species  of  7ie  exeat 
regno  interference  which  he  could  not 
understand.  According  to  the  present 
Bill,  if  any  private  gentleman  went  abroad, 
and  did  not  compound  with  his  creditors 
after  three  months*  notice  in  the  Gazette, 
and  in  the  public  papers  of  the  county  in 
which  he  had  last  resided,  to  be  served  at 
his  said  residence,  he  would  be  subjected 
at  once  to  the  operation  of  the  Bankrupt- 
laws.  Now,  many  such  persons  would  go 
abroad  for  the  purpose  of  not  keeping  up 
a  residence  at  home :  that  provision, 
therefore,  in  such  cases  could  not  be  com- 
plied with.  But  this  Bill,  their  Lordships 
must  pert!ei?e,  would  besides  convert  a 
mere  breach  of  contract  into  a  criminal 
act;  and  if  the  question,  whether  the 
absent  party  had  gone  abroad  with  a  view 
to  elude  his  creditors,  should  be  tried  by  a 
Jury,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the 
unfortunate  emigrant  would  be  liable  to  be 
prosecuted  as  a  felon  and  transported  for 
life.  He  objected,  moreover,  to  the  general 
principle  of  the  Bill,  because  it  applied  a 
code  of  laws  framed  for  traders  to  private 
individuals — a  class  never  contemplated 
by  the  framers  of  the  laws  which  it  was 
now  proposed  should  affect  them.  With 
regard  to  judgments,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said,  they  would  still  be 
effectual  as  liens  upon  the  property,  pro- 
vided it  were  found,  on  inquiry  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  they  were  not 
fraudulently  entered  up.  But  the  great 
value  of  a  judgment  was,  that  it  should 
not  be  inqnired  into.  Therefore,  judg- 
ment creditors  must  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  this  clause,  and  to  place  such 
persons  under  the  same  course  of  pro- 
ceedings as  was  adopted  in  the  Bankrupt- 
laws,  was  manifestly  unjust.  Independ- 
ently of  these  objections,  he  had  other 
grounds  for  objecting  to  the  course  now 
proposed.  The  Bankrupt-laws  might  be 
very  proper  within  their  own  limits ;  but 
he  was  afraid,  that  when  they  were  applied 
10  those  who  were  not  traders,  they  would 
work  infinite  injustice.  He  objected  to 
this  Bill,  because  he  thought,  that  the 


ren^edy  would  be  infinitely  worse  than  tlie 

disease  which  it  was  intended  to  cure. 

His   noble    friend   might  be   inclined  to 

apply  to  him  the  Horatian  maxim — 

— **  Si  quid  novisti  reetius  istit, 

^^  Candid  us  imperii :  si  non,  his  utere  mecum«" 

He  was  not,  however,  inclined  to  take  the 
remedy  out  of  his  noble  and  learned 
friend's  hands.  If  their  Lordships  felt 
inclined  to  support  this  Bill,  he  would  not 
press  his  objections  further ;  but  if  they 
did  not  feel  so  inclined,  he  must  persist  in 
his  resistance  to  the  Bill. 

Lord  Tenterden  said,  that  his  official 
engagements  of  late  had  afforded  him  no 
time  for  making  himself  acquainted  with 
any  Bills,  and  certainly  not  with  the  Bill 
of  his  noble  and  learned  friend.  He 
would  therefore  propose,  that  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  should  be  postponed 
for  a  few  days,  in  order  that  he  might 
have  time  to  look  into  it.  If  then  he 
saw  any  objections  to  this  Bill,  he  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  stating  them. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  thought  it  neces- 
sary that  the  Bill  should  be  reprinted  ;  for 
the  Bill,  as  now  printed,  contained  a  clause 
which  referred  to  the  superintendence  of 
the  Great  Seal,  and  of  which  no  mention 
was  made  in  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood. 
He,  therefore,  agreed  with  his  noble 
friend,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  thinking 
that  it  would  be  for  the  convenience  of  all 
parties  to  have  the  further  consideration 
of  thi;s  Bill  postponed  for  some  time,  that 
they  might  have  an  opportunity  to  con- 
sider the  new  arrangements  introduced 
into  it. 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  there  was  no 
occasion  that  the  clause  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  alluded  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  as  the  power  of 
superintendence  was  already  in  the  Great 
Seal  under  the  Bankrupt  Act.  [The  Lord 
Ohancellor  did  not  mean  as  respected  judg- 
ments ,but  as  to  felony.]  There  was  nothing 
at  all  about  felony  in  the  Bill ;  the  clause 
merely  intended  to  give  the  Court  of 
Chancery  the  power  it  possessed  already 
under  the  Bankrupt  Act,  but  it  did  not  go 
to  compel  the  Court  to  exercise  it.  It 
was  felony  for  a  bankrupt  not  to  surrender, 
but  then  the  Great  Seal  had  the  power  of 
enlarging  the  time  for  such  surrender,  and 
thereby  virtually  defeated  the  object  of 
the  prosecution.  He  proposed  to  leave 
the  matter  as  it  stood  at  present;  and, 
therefore,  the  hardships  which  had  beefi 
pointed  out  by  the  noble  and  learned 
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Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  did  not 
exist,  because  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
England  possessed  this  power  in  the  usual 
course  of  the  exercise  of  his  authority. 
He  was  more  confident  than  ever  in  the 
Bill,  now  that  he  had  heard  how  weak 
were  the  arguments  which  his  noble 
friend,  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  had  to 
urge  against  it.  When  all  the  amend- 
ments which  noble  Lords  had  sui^gested 
were  added  to  the  Bill — and  he  was  most 
anxious  that  it  should  receive  every  im- 
provement that  could  be  suggested — he 
-would  certainly  take  the  opinion  of  their 
lordships  upon  it.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  proposal  of  his 
noble  friend,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  He 
would  therefore  move,  that  these  clauses, 
be  printed,  which  he  had  now  added ; 
that  the  Bill  be  then  recommitted ;  and, 
that  it  be  read  a  third  time  on  Tuesday 
next. 

The  Earl  of  Eldon  felt  great  satisfaction 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  consented  to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill.  In  protecting  the  just  rights  of 
creditors,  their  Lordships  ought  to  take 
care  not  to  injure  innocent  persons, 
against  whom  no  fraud  could  be  justly 
imputed.  Men  might  be  accused  as 
fraudulent,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  they 
were  not  so.  He  had  a  strong  inclination 
to  assist  his  noble  friend  in  attaining  the 
object  he  had  in  view  ;  but  in  legislating 
upon  this  subject,  they  must  be  extremely 
careful  not  to  involve  the  interests  of 
those  who  did  not  deserve  to  be  brought 
within  the  operations  of  a  law,  which 
should  only  apply  to  persons  really  guilty. 
If  the  utmost  care  was  not  taken,  ap- 
pearances might  be  assumed  as  proofs 
of  fraud.  For  instance,  a  gentleman 
might  go  abroad,  leaving  certain  debts  at 
home,  and  would  become,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  subject  to  the  Bank- 
rupt-laws, made  for  the  protection  of 
trade ;  non  constat  that  the  creditor 
would  take  care  to  serve  him  with  suffi- 
cient notice,  even  under  the  terms  of  this 
very  Bill.  Jt  ought  to  be  framed  with  an 
accurate  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  would  operate  in  all  its  bearings ;  and  it 
should  be  recjuired  of  the  creditor  in  every 
case  under  this  law  that  he  had  done 
every  thing  which  the  law  prescribed,  to 
enable  him  to  bring  his  debtor  within  its 
operation.  His  only  wish  was,  to  ascer- 
tain the  state  of  the  laws;  and,  at  the 
came  lime,  to  give  hi^  noble  and  learned 


friend    all  the  assistance  he    could,  to 
further  the  general  object  he  appeared  to 
have  in  view. 
Bill  postponed. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  12,  1831. 

MiNUTKS.]  Bill  read  a  second  timeb  Gmdl*  DutiM 
RepeaL 

Returns  ordered.  On  Uie  Motion  of  Lord  Killibv,  the 
names  of  the  several  stipendiary  Magtstratea  in  Inland, 
the  date  of  their  Appointmenta,  the  ainouBt  of  tiMr 
Salaries  and  Emoluments,  and  the  aouiwa  fkom  whaaet 
derived;  also,  an  account  of  the  SupenmniationB  gnatad 
to  the  Chief  Constables  of  P6Iice:--On  the  Motion  of  Sir 
Hbnry  Parn bll,  of  the  sums  p^d  Satothe  rsiliisinsi. 
in  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  January*  18SU  by  tiw  Fort 
Office,  towards  the  repayment  of  Loans  edvaDead  ton 
bundii^  the  Menai  and  Conway  Bridgea,  and  Itar  an 
account  of  the  Tolls  reodved  on  the  said  Brldgoii 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  HiTaroGOs  ftom  die  flwmlrf 
ot  Conunerce  and  Manuftctures  at  Manrhoafr,  te  the 
renewal  of  the  Sugar  Reflnery  Aett  ftom  tiieOpanllve 
Spinners  and  others  of  Asbton-undcr-Uaak  la  flnoorof 
the  Cotton  Factories  Appccntioes'  Bill ;  ftona  the  Owam 
of  Tenements  at  Manchester,  agafaut  the  UaUltty  of 
Landlords  Bill.  By  Mr.  CALbAoaaM,  ftom  the  InheWr 
ants  of  Garrocloyne;  and  by  Lord  Killbbw.  ftom  the 
Roman  Catholic  Inhabitants  of  StaauBuDait  Moor 
Church,  Julianstown,  Naran,  and  Screen,  agninst  any 
ftirther  Grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  Soeiely.  By  Mr. 
Callagbait,  ftom  the  MiUecs  of  Coric,  a^imt  the  Im- 
portation of  Fordgn  Flour.  By  Sir  HsaaT  PAaaiLL» 
ftom  the  Inhabitants  of  Ballinakin,  and  ftom  theCrthoHe 
Clergy  of  Portarllngtoo,  Smo,  and  KUteuad.  By  Sir 
Richard  Muborate,  from  the  Catholic  lahafaltantB  of 
Ballydulf,  of  Temple  Michael,  KQeoeUa,  KOwatmMy, 
PortUw,  Crook,  Kilsaint,  Nidiolat,  BattenlOfWB,  aai 
Trinity-without-Watcrford,  against  any  Airthcr  OiiBt  Id 
the  Kildarc  Street  Society.  By  Mr.  SiacLAia*  ftom  the 
Provincial  Synod  of  Caithness  and  Sulherlaad,  for  the 
abolition  of  Slavery.  By  Sir  W.  W.  Wtnk,  ftom  tte 
High  Sheriff  and  Grand  Jury  of  the  Couaty  of  DaA^i 
and  by  Mr.  Nicrolsor  Caltbbt,  ftom  the  MalMHt  of 
Ware  and  its  vicinity,  against  die  ase  of  HolaiKa  ii 
Breweries  and  DistilloieB. 

Taxes  oy  Knowledge.]  Mr*  Hey- 
wood  presented  a  Petition  from  the  Me- 
chanics'  Institution  of  Bolton,  praying, 
that  as  shortly  as  possible  after  the  patt- 
ing of  the  Reform  Bill,  meaaurei  might 
be  adopted  to  remove  the  duties  on  paper, 
upon  advertisements,  and  the  other  Taxm 
on  Knowledge.  The  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed his  entire  concurrence  in  the 
prayer  of  the  Petition. 

Mr.  Wilks  mast  also  support  the  prayer 
of  the  Petition.  He  hoped  Govemment 
would  afford  every  facility  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  useful  knowledge  to  the  working 
classes,  for  in  proportion  as  the  people 
possessed  constitutional  rights,  they  ought 
to  be  furnished  with  the  means  of  en- 
abling them  to  exercise  these  rights  intel- 
ligently, which  would  materiaUy  contribute 
to  the  advantage  of  the  countiy.  Hie 
taxes  of  which  the  petitioners  conjoined. 
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were  already  evaded  to  a  great  extent,  and 
he  was  persuaded  their  repeal  would  be 
beneficial  to  the  public,  without  material 
injury  to  the  revenue. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland).  ]  Lord  Mor- 
-peth  presented  Petitions  from  Leeds,  Hali- 
fax,  and  Dewsbury,  recommending  the 
adoption  of  a  system  of  Permanent  Relief 
for  the  Poor  of  Ireland.  The  persons 
from  whom  these  Petitions  proceeded, 
belonged  to  the  great  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, from  which  large  contributions  had 
been  drawn  for  the  relief  of  the  distressed 
Irish.  The  Petitioners  attributed  the 
frequent  recurrence  of  this  distress  to  the 
state  of  society  in  Ireland,  and  expressed 
their  opinions,  that  the  destitute  persons  of 
that  country  ought  not  to  be  supported  by 
perpetual  drafts  on  English  charity.  Al- 
though the  principles  of  Christian  charity 
were  universal,  yet  the  application  of  the 
means  must  necessarily  be  confined  to 
particular  countries  and  neighbourhoods. 
,  Mr.  Sadler  supported  the  prayer  of  the 
'^  petition.  The  meeting  at  which  the 
Dewsbury  petition  was  agreed  to,  was 
highly  respectable,  and  the  general  feeling 
was,  that  it  was  a  most  improper  and  in- 
sufficient method  of  obtaining  relief,  to 
carry  a  begging-box  round  the  country; 
for  the  consequence  was,  that  the  utmost 
distress  had  been  endured  before  relief 
could  be  administered.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  that  part  of  the  petition  which  sug- 
gested the  necessity  of  establishing  a 
compulsory  provision  for  the  relief  of  the  I 
Irish  Poor,  and  expressed  his  readiness  to  | 
concur  in  the  adoption  of  means  calcu- 
lated to  put  an  end  to  the  necessity  which 
so  frequently  arose,  of  resorting  to  volun- 
tary contribution  for  the  relief  of  such 
dreadful  distresses  as  seemed  now  to  be 
almost  periodical.  A  distinction  had  been 
taken  between  affording  relief  to  the  aged 
and  impotent,  and  those  able  to  work,  but 
who  could  not  find  employment.  This 
point  had  been  made  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion at  the  meeting  to  which  he  al- 
luded at  Dewsbury — and  it  had  been 
unanimously  resolved,  that  no  mode  of 
relief  would  be  satisfactory  which  did  not 
include  an  efficient  and  practicable  plan  for 
affording  assistance  to  persons  able  and 
willing  to  work,  but  who  were  deprived  of 
employment  by  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  their  country.    Distress,  accompanied 

by  crime,  formed  a  dreadful,  but  «  per« 


petual  feature,  in  the  history  of  Ireland. 
Private  charity  only  reached  the  extremity 
of  the  evil  when  the  previous  sufferings 
could  no  longer  be  borne.  Humanity, 
common  sense,  and  justice,  all  combined 
to  shew  the  impropriety  of  |)ermitting  a 
starving  multitude  to  depend  upon  such 
uncertain  and  slender  resources.  He  had 
no  wish  to  provoke  premature  discussion, 
but  he  was  convinced  that  the  feelings  he 
had  uttered  would  soon  prevail  throughout 
the  kingdom.  There  was,  however,  one 
circumstance  to  which  he  must  revert,  he 
meant  the  excitement  which  prevailed  in 
the  minds  of  English  labourers,  at  the 
approach  of  the  migratory  mass  of  labour 
which,  about  the  present  time,  was  periodi- 
cally thrown  into  the  market  of  this 
country  from  Ireland.  Considering  the 
unhappy  circumstances  of  these  people  at 
home,  no  man  of  humanity  would  wish  to 
prevent  them  obtaining  employment  here, 
but  it  could  not  be  concealed  that  their 
presence  caused  strong  feelings  of  discon- 
tent, which  was  greatly  augmenting  in  the 
minds  of  the  English  peasantry.  On  all 
these  grounds,  therefore,  it  was  necessary 
that  some  efficientmeans  should  be  adopted 
for  improving  the  condition  of  the  poor  of 
Ireland,  and  doing  away  with  the  neces- 
sity of  making  them  dependent  on  the 
casual  charity  of  the  humane,  which,  after 
all,  was  a  poor  resource,  and  only  afforded 
a  mockery  of  relief.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  bear  in  mind,  that  the  petition  spoke 
the  sentiments  of  a  respectable  and  well- 
educated  class  of  the  community. 

Colonel  Davies  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  member  should  found  an  argument 
for  the  establishment  of  Poor-laws  in 
Ireland,  on  the  excitement  which  the  pre- 
sence of  Irish  labourers  created  in  the 
minds  of  the  English  peasantry.  He 
was  of  opinion,  that  the  establishment  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland  would  not  raise  the 
wages  of  labour  in  that  country.  It  would 
rather  tend  to  reduce  wages.  At  ^11 
events,  he  was  satisfied  that  it  would  not 
keep  a  single  Irish  labourer  from  visiting 
this  country  ;  so  long  as  an  Irishman  could 
earn  12s.  or  15$.  a  week  by  crossing  the 
Channel,  he  would  never  remain  at  home, 
to  starve  on  a  miserable  pittance,  doled 
out  to  him  by  the  operation  of  Poor- 
laws. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  did  not  think  the 
prevention  of  Irish  labourers  coming  into 
this  country  was  a  proper  motive  for  the 
establishment  of  Poor*Uw8  in  Ireland, 
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The  decision  of  the  House  must  be  guided 
by  higher  considerations.  When  the  sub- 
ject was  regularly  brought  forward,  he 
should  be  fully  prepared  to  state  the 
grounds  on  which  he  concluded,  that  it 
was  not  only  necessary,  but  just  and  ex- 
pedient, that  some  legal  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  poor  of  Ireland,  in  their 
own  country. 

Mr.  Hodges  must  also  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating,  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  establish 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Hunt  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  unfortunate  condition 
of  the  people  of  England,  who  were  driven 
out  of  their  own  markets  by  labourers 
from  Ireland.  When  he  was  a  farmer, 
there  was  such  a  scarcity  of  hands,  that 
farmers  would  have  been  glad  to  procure 
extra  labour  at  any  expense  ;  but  the  case 
was  now  reversed.  From  the  enormous 
pressure  of  taxation,  the  farmers  could  not 
employ  sufficient  labour  properly  to  cul- 
tivate their  land.  He  hoped,  that  mea- 
sures would  be  adopted  with  a  view  to 
stimulate  agriculture  in  this  country,  and 
was  satisfied,  that  by  such  a  course,  suffi- 
cient employment  would  be  afforded,  not 
only  to  our  own  population,  but  to  every 
Irish  labourer  who  should  visit  England. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  regretted  to  observe 
in  the  public  prints,  a  disposition  to  create 
dissension  between  the  English  and  Irish 
labourers,  and  he  therefore  gladly  availed 
himself  of  that  opportunity  to  refer  to  an 
outrage  said  to  have  been  committed  by 
a  part  of  the  population  of  Lincolnshire, 
on  some  Irish  labourers.  He  was  happy 
to  say,  that  the  story  of  the  mutilation, 
which  had  been  published  in  some  of  the 
newspapers,  had  received  a  complete  con- 
tradiction in  the  county  paper,  where  the 
report  was  described  to  be  completely  false 
and  scandalous. 

Mr.  Sadler  begged  to  be  permitted  to 
observe,  as  it  might  be  inferred  from  the 
course  the  conversation  had  taken,  that  he 
objected  to  the  Irish  coming  to  this  coun- 
try to  seek  for  employment,  that  he  had 
not  the  least  desire  to  prevent  their  doing 
so.  They  had  a  right  to  seek  elsewhere 
for  the  subsistence  of  which  they  were  de- 
prived at  home  by  the  unnatural  conduct 
of  the  rich.  Those  persons  who  opposed 
the  introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ireland 
■were  extremely  inconsistent  in  their  rea- 
soning. Formerly  they  contended  such 
a  measure  would  raise  the  price  of  labour. 


and  thereby  prove  injurious  to  the  buyeis 
of  labour,  or  to  those  who  employed  the 
people.  Now  it  was  said,  the  meaMire 
would  reduce  the  value  of  labour.  It  was 
not  possible  that  both  of  these  opposite 
arguments  could  be  well  founded.  Any 
measure  which  created  capital,  must  na- 
turally increase  the  demand  for  labour, 
and  in  the  same  proportion  augmeot  the 
value  of  the  remuneration. 

Mr.  Protlieroe  was  much  gratified  by 
the  increasing  interest  this  subject  acquired 
upon  every  fresh  discussion ;  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  yielded  to  oone  in  inftportaBoe. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Settlement  by  Hiring  Bill.]  Loid 
Morpeth  presented  Petitions  from  the 
Churchwardens  and  Overseers  of  tbe  poor 
of  Leeds  and  Halifax,  against  the  Settle- 
ment by  Hiring  and  Service  Bill.  Ht 
wished  to  know  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  introduced  the  Bill,  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  press  it  during  tbe 
present  Session  ? 

Mr.  JohnWeyland  said, the ohjeet  of  the 
Bill  was,  to  promote  a  free  cireulatioB  of 
labour  in  the  agricultural  parte  of  the 
countrv,  and  that  the  measure  would  not 
nffcct  the  manufacturing  interesta^  and  he 
did  not  understand  what  reason  they  had 
to  petition  against  a  measure  which  was 
not  to  affect  them.  He  was  extremely 
reluctant  to  relinquish  the  Billy  but  if  he 
found  no  chance  of  making  any  progress 
in  it  in  a  few  weeks,  he  ^oukl  withdrew 
it,  with  the  intention  of  bringing  it  forward 
at  another  opportunity. 

Mr.  Estcoiirt  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  persevere  with  the  Bill,  and  not 
think  of  abandoning  it,  because  certain 
manufacturers,  in  a  particular  part  of  the 
country,  thought  proper  to  oppose  it 
Tiiose  persons  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  situation  of  agricultural  hibonrers, 
well  knew  the  evils  they  endured  were 
much  increased  by  the  present  laws  of 
settlement.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was,  to 
gwQ  the  labourer  a  free  market  for  his 
only  commodity,  labour,  and  the  Hevse 
might  find  time  to  discuss  a  measure  of 
so  much  importance. 

Mr.  JohnWeyland  intended  topeffievere 
with  the  Bill,  if  the  business  of  toe  Home 
would  permit  his  doing  so:  if  the  Ikmi. 
Member  could  obtain  him  an  oppoftunity 
for  forwarding  his  measure^  he  sfcould  be 
happy  to  avail  himself  of  it.  He  hoped 
that  some  day  might  be  set  ipail  for  thf 


IMl 


/mprcpMMfiUs  of  the         {Aug.  12}         House  pf  CmmoM.  t90l 


ccMMidefmliou  0!  itM  kvportaot  subjects 
connected  witk  tlM»  eaisliiig  sUte  of  ibe 
ftgricvltiifBl  Imbottren. 

Mr.  ^mdltf  ksew  tbe  petitiooert  were 
men  well  ftcqsainted  with  the  ittteresti  of 
the  country,  and  he  thought  their  ob- 
jectioot  to  the  Bill  worthy  of  the  eoDsider- 
atJOA  of  the  Hovse. 

Mr.  Heifnomd  recoroineoded  the  hon. 
Member  to  fioetpone  bit  Bill,  until  an 
opportunity  couki  be  had,  to  obtain  for  it 
that  full  consideration  which  its  import- 
ance deterred. 

Lord  Mpfpeih  felt  it  neceaeaTy  to  move 
that  these  petitiooa  be  printed,  in  order 
that  the  House  roigbt  have  an  opportunity 
fully  to  appreciate  the  arguments  of  the 
petitioners,  as  the  boa.  Gentleman  was 
no4  dispoeed  to  withdraw  his  Bill.  The 
petiticmers  did  not  so  much  object  to  its 
general  principle,  as  to  that  e.laoM  which 
confined  the  operation  of  the  measure  to 
towns  the  popolatioa  of  which  did  not 
exceed  1,0<M)  persons. 

The  petitions  to  be  printed. 

RoHiiV  Catholic  MAmmfiiGSs.]  Lord 
Morpeth  presented  a  Petition  from  Leeds, 
praying,  that  Marriages  celebrated  in 
Roman  CathoKe  Chapen,  by  persons  pro- 
fessbg  that  religion,  might  be  legalised. 
This  Petition  directed  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  great  defect  in  the  existing 
law,  for  the  cdnseqncnce  of  these  mar- 
riages being  invalid  was,  that  the  issue 
were  considered  bastards,  whereby  the 
parishes  in  the  mannfacturnig  districis 
were  seriously  burthened. 

Mr.  O'FerraU  said,  that  in  coasscpMnte 
of  the  state  of  the  law  respectmg  Roman 
Catholic  Marriages,  husbands  were  in- 
doced  to  desert  their  wives.  This  subject, 
in  a  moral  pomt  of  view,  well  deserved 
the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Petition  to  bo  printed. 

Improykkxhts  ot  the  Houss  ov 
Com  M017S.]  Colonel  Trench  begged  to  be 
permitted  to  move,  that  Sir  J^  Wrot- 
teshy  atid  Lord  Tullamors  be  added  to 
tim  Coumtttee  apporated  to  inquire  into 
the  propriety  of  making  some  Architectural 
impfovements  in  the  House.  As  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  origiaall^  appointed  with- 
out a  full  explanation  bamg  given,  he  was 
anxioua  to  avail  himself  of  the  present  op- 
portunity of  briefly  stating  an  outline  of 
the  improvements  conteaq>lated.  When 
^ei  loforms  wtrs  i«  pi^grtsSf  ^  a.  most 


important  nature,  it  was  not,  he  hoped, 
presumptuous  in  him  to  suggest  modes  for 
improving  the  approaches,  accommoda- 
tion, and  atmosphere,  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  principal  points  to  whkh 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  appoiated 
at  his  suggestion  had  been  directed,  were 
— first,  that  from  want  of  sufficient  room 
in  the  seats  on  crowded  nights,  the  Mem* 
hers  were  in  the  habit  of  collecting  on  the 
floor ;  next,  that  the  voice  was  continually, 
in  consequence  of  the  current  of  air  from 
the  eastern  windows,  carried  into  the  lan- 
tern or  loft  above,  and  lost  to  all  but  the 
persons,  generally  females,  seated  there, 
whom  the  gentlest  and  softest  sigh  uttered 
by  Gentlemen  below  never  escaped.  He 
had,  in  the  Estimate  of  the  improvement, 
received  representations  which  led  him  at 
first  to  believe  that  2,000/.  would  have 
been  eqaal  to  the  expense.  He  had  since 
been  led  to  infer,  on  juster  grounds,  by 
an  architect,  who,  strange  to  say,  had  the 
rare  quality  of  keeping  the  expense  within 
the  precise  calculations  of  the  Estimate, 
that  the  alteration  would  amount  to  3,000/. 
The  Estimate  embraced  the  project  of  ex- 
tending the  House  and  the  gallery  back  to 
the  lobby,  so  as  to  enable  the  House  to 
contain,  with  convenience,  about  120 
Members  more.  By  carrying  the  lobby 
forward  to  the  entrance  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  there  would  be  a  space  gained  for 
the  new  lobby  of  500  square  feet,  which 
would  be  a  great  improvement;  and  a 
passage  would  be  secured  round  the  House 
and  the  galleries,  so  as  to  prevent  the 
constant  interruption  occasioned  now  by 
hon.  Members  rising  and  crossing  each 
other,  so  as  to  escape  through  the  north  and 
south  doors  into  the  lobby,  without  passing 
through  the  House.  There  was  yet  an 
important  feature  relative  to  the  commu- 
nication of  the  voice,  which  he  hoped  the 
plan  would  materially  improve.  At  pre- 
sent, the  Speaker's  part  of  the  House  was 
remarkable  for  giving  effect  to  the  voice 
— that  near  the  gallery  vras  directly  the 
reverse;  the  reason  was,  that  the  voice 
was  wafted  directly  across  the  House 
by  the  draught  of  air  from  the  windows, 
and  wm  lost  in  the  lantern  above — it  was 
thus  abstracted  not  to  return.  His  project 
was,  to  substitute  for  the  even  flat-surfaced 
roof  a  broken  and  slanting  roof,  which 
would  retain  the  voice  within  the  House 
— like  that  of  a  well-known  lately-erected 
music-room  at  Brighton,  it  was  desirable 
tiM  tfktt^roof  should  cinrrespoQd,  in  ti^» 
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style  of  its  breaking  and  its  ornaments^ 
with  the  ancient  character  of  the  venerable 
Chapel  of  St.  Stephen,  so  as  to  render  the 
alteration  consistent  with  the  rest  of  the 
building.  He  should  say  no  more  at  pre- 
sent,  l)ecause  he  had  taken  other  means  to 
call  the  attention  of  Members  to  this 
subject,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be  able 
to  ascertain  from  the  Estimates  annexed 
to  the  plans  and  specifications,  the  object 
he  proposed  to  accomplish. 

Lord  Morpeth  was  sure  every  hon. 
Member  must  feel  grateful  for  the  pains 
taken  by  the  gallant  Officer  for  their 
future  accommodation.  He  begged  to 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  how  his  plan 
would  affect  the  accommodation  for  stran- 
gers? 

Colonel  Trench  said,  the  proposed  al- 
teration would  much  enlarge  the  accom- 
modation for  strangers.  The  back  of  the 
present  gallery  would,  if  the  alterations 
were  made,  be  the  iVont  of  the  future 
gallery. 

Mr.  Hunt  cordially  agreed  with  the  pro- 
posed improvement,  and  considered  that 
the  thanks  of  the  House  would  be  due  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  even  if  the 
expense  amounted  to  double  what  he  esti- 
mated it  at. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Breach  of  Privilege.]  On  a  ques- 
tion that  certain  Petitions  against  any 
further  grant  to  the  Kildare  Street  Society 
be  laid  on  the  Table, 

Mr.  James  E.  Gordon  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  brinp;ing  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  one  of  the  most 
atrocious  Breaches  of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House  that  had  ever  been  comnn'tted 
a^inst  any  of  its  Members.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  follow  up  his  statement 
with  any  motion  on  the  subject,  for  he  had 
taken  a  much  more  effectual  means  of 
setting  himself  right  with  the  public.  It 
would  be  recollected,  that  some  time  ago 
he  had  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  some  blasphemous  publications,  which 
he  then  and  still  thought,  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  escape  without  the  visitation  of 
the  laAV.  Alluding  to  that  circumstance, 
the  Breach  of  Privilege  to  which  he  re- 
ferred had  been  committed  in  a  public 
Srint  of  the  very  lowest  class.  The  hon. 
lember  here  read  the  passage,  which 
began  by  alluding  to  his  notice  of  the 
blasphemous  publications,  and  to  the  part 
taken  by  the  hon,  member  for  Preston 


(Mr.  Hunt)  on  that  occasion.  It  described 
the  hon.  Member  as  the  opponent  of  the 
rights  of  the  peop]e-*«s  the  purchased 
agent  of  the  Tory  party  against  the  Reform 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  was  proceediDg, 
when — 

Mr.  Ruthven  rose  to  order.  He  sub- 
mitted, that  as  the  hon.  and  g^ant  Mem- 
ber did  not  intend  to  make  any  moCkmy 
he  was  out  of  order  in  entering^  upon  a 
matter  which  had  nothing^  to  do  with  anj 
business  before  the  House. 

The  Speaker  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  rose  to  order 
was  himself  out  of  order.  There  was  a 
Motion  before  the  House,  so  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  James  £.  Gordon)  could 
not  make  a  new  motion  on  it.  He  was 
quite  in  order,  in  taking  that  opportunity 
of  adverting  to  the  subject  which  he  had 
introduced  to  the  House ;  and  if,  in  his 
doing  so,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Rnth?en) 
had  seen  anything  disorderly,  he  had  dis- 
covered more  than  had  yet  appeared  to 
him  (the  Speaker). 

Mr.  James  E,  Gordon  resumed. — ^The 
article,  of  which  he  had  read  only  a  small 
part,  after  alluding  in  very  offensive  terms 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Preston,  as  the 
I  mouth-piece  of  the  Tories  against  the 
Bill,  and  as  the  pot-companion  of  Hether- 
ington  (the  reputed  writer  of  one  of  these 
low  publications),  went  on  to  describe 
him  (Mr.  James  E.  Gordon),  as  the  author 
of  many  of  those  blasphemous  articles  in 
that  low  print,  and  the  correspondent  of 
the  editor  ;  and  then  it  gave  two  pretended 
Letters — gross  forgeries — purporting^  to 
be  from  him  to  the  editor.  He  had  felt 
it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  but  would  take  no 
further  notice  of  it  here,  having  adopted 
other  means  of  setting  himself  right  with 
the  public. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  it  seemed  as  if  the 
object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  rather  to  promulgate  the  libels  against 
him  (Mr.  Hunt)  than  to  defend  himself, 
for  he  had  read  some  of  the  offensive 
terms  that  had  been  applied  to  him, 
tliough  he  had  carefully  avoided  reading 
the  contents  of  the  Letters  that  were  im- 
puted to  himself.  For  his  own  part,  he 
totally  disregarded  the  libellous  attacks  of 
the  Press.  It  was  well  known  that  in 
nineteen  cases  out  of  twenty  what  it  stated 
was  grossly  false.  The  rress  atlMlced 
any  and  every  one  who  presumed  to  have 
an  opinion  of  bis  own,  or  to  fSBtsit  ta 
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differ  from  the  opinions  which  it  chose 
to  deliver  oaany  subject,  but  particularly 
on  the  Reform  Bill.  Every  man  was  held 
up  as  an  enemy  of  the  people  who  ventured 
to  offer  an  opinion  hostile  to  any  part  of 
the  Bill;  but  for  his  own  part  he  de- 
spised such  attacks,  and  therefore  took  no 
notice  of  them.  By  the  way,  if  Ministers 
were  in  their  places,  he  would  inform 
them,  that  they  themselves  had  fallen 
under  the  displeasure  of  the  editor  of  The 
Times  on  this  subject,  as  appeared  by  an 
article  in  that  paper  of  this  morning. 

Mr.  O'Ferrall  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  take  that  fact  as  an 
answer  to  the  charge  that  had  been  made, 
of  The  Times  being  in  the  pay  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  Rutkven  said,  the  wisest  course 
would  be,  to  take  no  notice  of  such  low 
publications,  and  they  would  speedily 
sink  into  oblivion.  It  was  the  object  of 
the  authors  to  have  their  scurrility  noticed 
in  the  House,which  very  materially  tended 
to  increase  the  sale. 

Petitions  to  be  printed. 

Steam  Carriages.]  Sir  George  Clerk 
appeared  at  the  Bar  with  the  report  of 
the  general  Turnpike  Tolls  (Scotland)  Bill. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  brought  up, 

Mr.  Dixon  objected  to  bringing  up  the 
Bill,  as  it  proposed  to  impose  such  duties 
on  Steam  Carriages  as  would  amount 
to  a  complete  prohibition.  All  he  was 
anxious  to  do  now  was,  to  propose  that 
the  consideration  of  this  Report  should 
be  postponed  until  the  Committee  which 
was  sitting  on  Steam  Carriages  had  made 
its  report. 

The  Speaker  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  House  could  know  no- 
thing of  the  Report  until  it  was  brought 
up.  The  hon.  Member  might  afterwards 
make  his  objection  on  the  question  that 
the  Report  be  agreed  to. 

The  Report  was  then  brought  up. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  recommitted, 

Mr.  Dixon  objected  to  the  enormous 
tolls  which  the  Bill  proposed  on  steam- 
carriages,  which  would,  m  effect,  be  three 
times  the  amount  of  other  carnages  carry- 
ing the  same  weight.  By  the  enactments 
of  this  Bill  2s.  6d.  must  be  paid  for  thirty- 
four  cwt.  of  coals,  which  would  tend  in  the 
infancy  of  a  most  useful  invention  to  pro- 
hibit it  from  coming  into  operation.  With- 
out going  into  the  question  of  the  policy  of 
tiu)ie  toUsi  he  wished  tiutt  thisBiU  9bouU 


not  proceed  further  until  the  Committee 
alluded  to  should  have  made  its  report. 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  suggested,  Uiat  the 
Bill  should  be  recommitted  for  that  day 
week.  In  the  interim,  the  steam-caniege 
Conunittee  would  probably  make  its  n> 
port. 

Sir  George  Clerk  denied,  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  had  imposed  anything 
like  a  prohibitory  toll  on  steam-carriages. 
On  the  contrary,  it  adopted  the  scale 
of  tolls  suggested  for  such  carriages  by  the 
very  individual  who  had  invented  them, 
ana  they,  in  reality,  would  be  the  same  as 
if  the  carriages  were  drawn  by  horses. 
His  object  was  to  have  this  Bill  recom- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
He  would  have  it  committed  nominally  for 
Monday,  and  printed,  but  he  was  un- 
willing to  postpone  it  to  any  time  which 
might  risk  its  chance  of  passing  this  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  that  Mr. 
Gurney,  the  inventor  of  steam-carriages, 
considered  the  proposed  scale  of  tolls  very 
fair. 

An  Hon.  Member  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Dixon)  would 
study  a  little  the  principles  of  friction  and 
draught,  he  would  find  reason  to  alter  his 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  tolls  on  steam- 
carriages. 

Mr.  Dixon  said,  that  hon.  Memben 
were  mistaken  as  to  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Gurney.  It  did  not  go  to  the  case  oi 
heavy  goods.  He  thought  the  House 
would  do  very  wrong  to  legislate  upon 
a  matter  concerning  which,  to  a  great 
extent,  it  must  be  deficient  in  proper  in- 
formation. Would  it  not  be  better  tc 
wait  until  they  had  the  report  of  the  steam- 
carriage  Committee  before  them?  The 
country  suffered  more  from  ignorant  legis- 
lation than  from  any  other  cause,  and  he 
thought,  that  to  put  a  stop  to  such  legis- 
lation was  of  more  importance  than  the 
Reform  Bill  itself. 

Bill  recommitted,  and  to  be  printed. 

Jedburgh  Election.]  Sir  Charge 
Clerkj  seeing  the  learned  Lord  (the  Lcvd 
Advocate)  in  his  place,  wished  to  put  s 
question  to  him.  As  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  on  the  Jedbnijgh 
Election  Petition,  it  was  bis  (Sir  George 
Clerk's)  intention,  to  have  brought  some 
of  the  circumstances  whfeh  appeared  be- 
fore the  Committee,  under  thlB  notice  o( 
the  Hooae,  bot  undentaoding  tbat  Ai 
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learned  l/>rd,  as  public  prosecutor  in 
»Scoliandy  had  directed  proceedings  to  be 
Gonmenced  against  some  of  the  parties, 
he  tliought  it  belter  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  regular  tribunals.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  learned  Lord,  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  go  on  with  the  pro- 
ceedings against  those  parties  ? 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  he  had  insti- 
tuted proceedings  against  some  of  the 
parties,  but  the  case  was  prevented  from 
coming  on  by  the  absence  of  some  wit- 
nesses. It  was  his  intention  to  go  on  with 
the  proceedings. 

Sit  George  Clerk  under  those  circum- 
stances would  not  bring  the  matter  before 
the  House. 

Altering  a  Petition.]  Mr.  Gillon 
presented  a  Petition  from  Linlithgow, 
praying  tbeT  House  to  accelerate  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Reform  Bill. 

The  Speakery  on  the  Petition  being 
brought  up,  called  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  some  erasures  that  ap- 
peared on  the  face  of  the  petition,  and 
asked  him  to  explain  how  they  occurred. 

Mr.  Oillon  said,  that  the  petitioners 
having  used  some  strong  language,  which 
he  thought  might  not  be  favourably  re- 
ceived by  the  House,  he  had,  not  having 
much  experience  on  the  subject,  not 
thought  It  unparliamentary  to  make  the 
alteration  by  erasing  those  words. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  a  little  con- 
sideration would  have  served  to  show  the 
hon.  Member,  that  the  petition,  so  altered, 
and  not  by  the  petitioners  themselves, 
ceased  to  be  the  petition  of  those  whose 
names  were  annexed,  and  therefore  could 
not  be  received  by  the  House.  If  the 
hon.  Member  saw  anything  objectionable 
in  the  language  of  the  petition,  he  should 
either  have  abstained  from  presenting  it, 
or,  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  objectionable  passage,  should  have 
left  it  to  the  House  to  dispose  of  it  as  it 
should  see  fit.  It  was  quite  clear,  that  he 
should  not  have  made  any  alteration  in  it 
himself,  but  having  done  so,  it  from  that 
moment  ceased  to  be  the  petition  of  the 
parties  who  signed  it. 

Mr.  (liUon  said,  he  was  not  aware  that 
he  had  been  acting  wrong.  The  petition, 
bowever,  showed  that  the  people  of  Scot- 
land were  not  as  lukewarm  on  the  Bill  as — 

the  &eaufcer  called  the  hon.  Member  to 
order :  having  presented  a  petition  which 

the  House  eould  not  receirei  there  was 


now  no  question  on  whieh  the  hon.  Mi 
her  could  address  the  House. 

Mr.  Hunt  was  proceeding  to  address 
the  House  when — 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  rising  of  the 
hon.  Member  afforded  an  illostration  of 
the  inconvenience  against  which  he  wished 
to  guard,  when  he  reminded  the  preced- 
ing speaker  that  there  was  no  qaeslioo 
before  the  House. 
The  petition  withdrawn. 

Corn  Laws.]  Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had 
several  Petitions  in  his  hand  from  Preston 
against  the  Com  Laws,  but  ai  they  were 
expressed  in  rather  strong  terms,  he  hardly 
knew  how  to  present  them,  until  he  should 
learn  whether  the  noble  Lord  would  reject 
them  or  not.  He  would  read  the  strong 
parts  of  the  petition.  The  petitioners  stated, 
that  one  of  the  moat  unequal,  niijiat,  par- 
tial, and  oppressive  Acts  that  ever  passed, 
was  that  which  was  called  by  those  who 
suffered  from  it,  the  Starvation  BBl,  but 
by  the  landowners  the  Corn  BiU.  It  was 
passed  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet,  in  the 
year  1815,  for  the  purpose  of  enabline 
the  farmers  to  pay  large  rents  to  their 
landlords,  &e.  He  was  mtkch  of  the  same 
opinion  as  the  petitioners.  To  htm  it 
appeared,  that  the  Act  in  question  was  a 
gross,  unjust,  and  inhuman  law ;  and  he 
well  remembered,  that  the  preeenca  of  the 
military  had  been  necessary  to  its  passii^. 
He  hoped  the  time  had  not  arrived  when 
the  present  liberal  Ministry  were  about  to 
set  an  example  of  a  courss  of  condoct 
never  before  practised  in  that  House- 
namely,  when  the  people  prayed  for  re* 
dress  of  their  grievances,  to  re/eet  their 
petitions  because  they  considered  them 
erroneous.  The  prayer  of  the  petitkm 
was,  that  the  Corn-law  should  be  re- 
pealed. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  that  the 
Act  of  which  the  petitioners  complaioed 
was  no  longer  in  existenee.  They  prayed 
for  the  repeal  of  an  Act  which,  they  any, 
passed  at  the  point  of  the  hayonet  in 
1815,  which  had  since  been  repealed4 
The  Corn-laws  of  the  present  day  weio 
not  those  of  which  the  petitioness  torn* 
plained. 

Sir  Robert  Ingiia  observed^  that  the 
House  could  not  consent  to  receive  a  pa* 
tition  whieh  declared,  that  one  of  the  Aels 
of  the  Legislature  had  been  passed  aS  tka 
point  of  the  bayonet.  It  seeased  to  ba 
the  object  of  the  hoiu  BMBsber  t9§ 
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to  see  how  far  th«  House  would  be  sub- 
niissive  in  suffering  itself  to  be  insulted. 
Day  after  day  he  presented  petitiooft  which 
only  tended  to  degrade  the  House  and 
all  the  institutions  of  the  country,  and 
which  would  certainly  eventually  injure 
the  right  of  petitioning  itself.  He  there- 
fore  called  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Chan« 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  concur  with 
him  in  rejecting  this  disrespectful  petition. 

Mr.  Cripps  was  of  opinion,  that  to  print 
such  a  petition  would  be  wrong.  He  bad 
no  objection  to  its  being  laid  on  the  Table, 
but  would  never  be  a  pftfty  to  printing 
such  expressions  as  it  contained.  He  dif- 
fered from  the  hon.  Member  and  the  peti- 
tioners as  to  the  eflfecl  of  the  Corn -laws. 
He  believed  they  had  benefitted,  instead 
of  injuring  the  poor,  or  any  other  part  of 
the  community.  The  question  had  been 
examined  in  every  point  of  view,  when  the 
Bill  passed.  He  should  vote  against 
printing  such  a  petition. 

Sir  Matthew  IVhite  Ridley  said,  there 
was  nothing  so  disrespectful  to  the  House 
as  should  induce  them  to  reject  the  peti- 
tion. He  thought  it  better  to  receive  the 
petition  than  have  the  time  of  the  House 
wasted  by  a  useless  discussion,  though  he 
wished  the  hon.  member  for  Preston 
would  not  present  petitions  likely  to  pro- 
voke discussion,  when  he  had  a  motion  on 
the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws  to  bring  for- 
ward. He  would  net  object  to  receive 
the  petition,  but  he  could  never  agree  to 
allow  a  petition  so  extremely  absurd,  and 
evidently  founded  on  such  erroneous  im- 
pressions as  that  now  before  them,  to  be 
printed.   . 

Lord  Althorp  remarked,  that  the  hoti. 
member  for  Preston  had  not,  as  he  stated, 
read  the  strongest  passage  in  the  petition. 
He  would  read  a  passage  to  the  House, 
which  would  bear  out  this  fact ;  it  was  in 
these  terms — •*  Your  petitioners  beg  leave 
respectfully  to  petition  your  honourable 
House  to  take  this  matter  of  just  com- 
plaint into  tour  consideration,  with  a  view 
to  thecomplete  remoyal  of  the  duty  on  c(»rn, 
knowing,  as  your  petitioners  do,  that  the 
productive  classes  of  this  country  cannot, 
and  will  not,  much  longer  submit  quietly 
to  a  system  of  such  gross  injustice  ana 
oppression ;  and  your  ftetitioners  add,  that 
If  their  just  hopes  should  continue  to  be 
disappointed,  the  bonds  of  society  would 
burst  asunder,  and  the  Britbh  lion  would, 

f?rhaps,  trample  into  dust  an  obstinate 
arliament,  Md  Peait  mA  Prelates  find 


their  level  aBioogal  the  crowd  of  their  hU 
low-men^"  Hosttgfesledlottiohaii^lfem* 
fawr  the  propriety  of  wHbdrawing  the  peti- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hunt  replied,  that  ha  MvMiflly 
would  not  withdraw  tt,  There  wm  W&^ 
io  his  opinion,  any  danger  b  igumiiwa 
language.  He  moved,  that  the  petMoa  \m 
brought  op,  and  hoped  soroehody  weuM 
second  his  Motion. 

Mr.  Jmm§8  seconded  it,  and  deckrad, 
great  allowaiices  ought  Io  be  made  fbr  the 
language  used  by  starving  mes. 

Mr.  Maberljf  thought  the  petkioB  ought 
to  be  rejected ;  and  the  fault  of  its  being 
rejected,  lay  wMi  the  petitioners  them- 
selves, and  with  the  Ikobk  Member,  who, 
it  was  to  be  presoaiefl^  had  nade  himself 
acquaint  with  itt  ooAtenta.  If  the  peti- 
tioners really  wished  to  hafc  thttr  case 
considered,  they  would  not  Imte  eaiphrfei 
language,  which  cither  Kkey  thcnscma 
must  know,  or  their  Mcttbeie  oouli  in- 
form them,  must  eMure  the  rejection  of 
their  petition  by  that  House.  Whatever 
their  distresses  might  be,  they  oouM  de- 
scribe them  in  de^nt  and  respectful  hn- 
guage  at  least. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Motion  for 
the  bringiiig  up  of  the  petitioft^— Ayie 
6;  Noes  12»— Majotity  lift. 

List  qf  the  Ates. 
Forbes,  Sir  C.  SKeil,  R. 

Forbes,  J. 

Hume,  J.  TXLLSBS* 

O'Connell,  D.  Hunt,  H. 

Ruthven,  J.  James,  W. 

Holland  akd  Bseoium.}  Lord 
Althorp  motei  the  Order  of  the  thj  for 
the  House  to  reeolve  itself  into  a  dew- 
mittee  on  the  Refotm  of  Parliament  (Biig>- 
land)  BUI. 

Mr.  Croker  rose  and  said,  it  was  Mu 
mtention  to  move  an  amendment  to-Au 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  lK>fed, 
howerer,  that  erentualty  this  piouerimig 
would  be  found  not  to  occasion  aoay  tery 
great  delay.  He  might  harre'  yci&rday 
availed  himself  of  his  wMe  fmB#e  16^ 
quest  to  the  hon.  member  for  OdthMDpCioii 
(Sir  R.  Vyryan)  to  postpone  Us  ttotiMy 
and  have  brought  Ac  mutter  fofward^  but 
this  might  have  appeared  ungrwsiottss  and 
even  now  he  wodd  ooneent  to  pestyeiie 
his  amendment  to  die  saHie  period  widl 
the  hon.  member  for  Oakbanploii  #momli^ 
if  he  did  not  feel,  that  uudbt  ail  tile  cir* 
cumstanceii  m  justice  tp  tfie  charaCKr  ef 
Ur  Mejesty'ii  Bmistere^iiijtNltieelf  Ito 
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country,  and  to  its  reputatiou  iii  £urope, 
he  could  not  avoid  entering  upon  the 
subject  on  the  very  first  opportunity.  He 
confessed  he  should  owe  some  apology  to 
the  House  for  offering  to  address  it  on  a 
subject,  concerning  which  more  than  one 
notice  had  been  given,  and  which  had 
been  postponed  for  reasons  in  which  he 
fully  acquiesced.  But  the  object  he  had 
in  view,  he  was  convinced  even  his  noble 
friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  would  agree 
with  him,  was  attended  with  no  risk  to 
the  public  interests.  He  was  not  about  to 
expatiate  upon  matters  of  general  policy, 
nor  to  press  for  any  disclosure  which 
might  be  injurious  to  negotiations  then 
pending.  He  rose  to  call  for  an  answer 
to  a  thing  which  ought  to  be  forthwith 
examined  and  explained.  Under  other 
circumstances,  he  should  be  happy  to 
postpone  his  Motion,  and  he  should  be  the 
more  ready,  and  the  more  anxious  to  do 
so,  because  he  was  aware  of  the  unavoid- 
able absence,  of  his  right  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  R.  Peel),  an 
absence  always  to  be  regretted  when  any 
great  public  interest  was  in  discussion, 
and  which  would  not  have  occurred  on 
this  occasion,  if  the  necessity  for  the 
immediate  explanation  which  he  (Mr. 
Croker)  was  about  to  call  for  could  have 
been  foreseen.  The  observations  he  was 
going  to  make,  applied  simply  to  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  in 
the  execution  of  their  public  duties  in 
that  House.  He  was  not  going  to  enter 
on  the  large  question  of  the  affairs 
of  Belgium  with  Holland,  or  of  France 
with  Belgium.  He  was  going  to  put 
right,  if  he  could,  a  wide-spread,  and 
wide-spreading,  misunderstanding.  In 
proceeding  with  this  view,  he  felt,  that  to 
his  noble  friend  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
with  whom  he  had  lived  on  terms  of  such 
long  and  affectionate  intercourse,  it  was 
quite  unnecessary — although  to  other  hon. 
Members  it  might  not  be — to  say  that 
the  high  respect  he  entertained  for  his 
good  qualities,  and  the  intimate  and  long 
knowledge  he  had  of  him,  which  had 
matured  those  originally  high  opinions  into 
the  greatest  respect  and  esteem,  would 
prevent  him  (Mr.  Croker)  from  making 
any  motion  to  offend  his  noble  friend. 
That  such  might  not  be  supposed  to  be  his 
intention  in  the  least  degree,  he  begged  it 
to  be  distinctly  understood,  that  his  Motion 
applied^  to  the  Government  in  general.  If, 

tbeO)  bis  ooUe  friend's  name  were  men- 


tioned in  this  affair,  let  it  be  always  sap- 
posed  to  be  referred  to  in  common  with 
the  other  Ministers,  and  to  be  more  spe- 
cially introduced,  because  the  matter  in 
question  related  to  the  department  over 
which  his  noble  friend  specially  presided. 
In  whatever  he  said,  nothing,  he  hoped, 
would  be  considered  as  disrespectful 
to  his  noble  friend ;  and  if  anything^ 
wearing  such  a  semblance  should  happen 
to  escape  from  him,  it  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  addressed,  not  to  his  noble 
friend's  personal  character,  but  addressed 
to  him  abstractedly  there,  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  his  Majesty's  Oovernment. 
Before  proceeding  further,  he  must  re- 
call to  the  recollection  of  the  House,  the 
circumstances  which  lately  occurred  with 
regard  to  the  questions — let  him  rather 
say,  than  the  discussions — which  had  taken 
place  in  that  House  on  the  Belgic  nego- 
tiations. The  House  would  recollect,  that 
on  Friday  the  5th  of  August — but  first, 
he  must  beg  to  ask  for  that  reply  to  the 
question,  which  his  noble  friend  could  not 
give  yesterday — namely,  on  what  day  the 
communication  to  him,  and  tlie  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  relative  to 
the  recommencement  of  hostilities  had 
been  made  by  the  Dutch  Ambassador  ? 
Viscount  Palmerston  :  On  Friday, 
Mr.  Croker  resumed.  On  Friday,  the 
5th  of  August,  the  country  was  surprised 
by  the  announcement  that  his  Majesty  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  had  entered  the 
newly-created  kingdom  of  Belgium  with 
an  armed  force.  His  hon.  friend,  the 
member  for  Oakhampton  (Sir  R.  Vyvyan), 
on  the  meeting  of  the  House  on  that  day, 
as  was  natural,  inquired  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
happened  to  be  in  his  place,  his  noble  friend 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  not  being  in  his, 
whether  it  was  true  that  the  Dutch  troops 
had  thus  hostilely  entered  the  new  kinjcdom 
of  Belgium  ?  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Al« 
thorp)  in  reply,  answered  to  the  following 
effect. — He  (Mr.  Croker)  would  not,  in 
matters  of  such  delicacy,  trust  too  much 
to  his  own  recollection,  but  would  read 
the  noble  Lord's  reply,  as  it  had  gone 
forth  to  the  world  in  the  daily  reports 
of  their  debates:  "  His  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  received  from  Sir  Charles 
Bagot,  official  information  of  the  inten* 
tion  of  the  king  of  Holland  to  put  an 
end  to  the  armistice  between  IioUand 
and  Belgium."*    The  pointed  statomeat 
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of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  information 
concerning  the  breaking  of  the  armistice 
was  received  from  Sir  Charles  Bagot,  ex- 
cited his  attention,  because  it  seemed 
passing  strange,  that  a  great  measure  of 
this  kind  should  have  been  left  to  be  com- 
municated at  second-handy  as  it  were,  to 
the  great  mediating  Powers,  by  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands.  Common  justice,  natural 
humanity,  the  courtesy  due  among  nations, 
forbade  the  belief,  that  the  king  of  Holland 
should  decide  upon  recommencing  hosti- 
lities, and  act  upon  that  decision,  with- 
out directly  announcing  it  to  them.  He 
therefore  took  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  emphatic  mention  of 
Sir  Charles  Bagot's  name  induced  him 
(Mr.  Croker)  to  inquire,  whether  the 
Dutch  government  had  forwarded  any 
communication  upon  the  subject  to  his 
Majesty's  Government?  The  noble  Lord 
gave  him  an  answer,  which,  he  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  say,  was,  like  all  his 
answers,  full  of  propriety  and  prudence. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  ^'a  reply  to  this 
question  might  lead  him  into  further 
details  than  he  should  be  justified  in  en- 
tering upon  at  that  time;  but  that  cer- 
tainly the  first  information  received  was 
from  Sir  Charles  Bagot.'*  But  then  the 
noble  Lord,  upon  sitting  down,  received 
a  communication  from  the  only  other  Min- 
ister in  the  House,  and  it  was  not  too  much 
to  assume,  that  the  communication  related 
to  this  subject ;  for  the  noble  Lord  then 
rose  a  second  time,  and  said  he  would  give 
him  (Mr.  Croker)  a  more  explicit  answer, 
and  this  answer  was :  **  It  was  with  the 
greatest  surprise  that  hislMlajesty's  Grovem- 
ment  learned  from  Sir  Charles  bagot,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  king  of  Holland 
to  put  an  end  to  the  armistice ;  for  at  that 
moment  a  Minister  was  sent  to  the  British 
Court  by  the  king  of  Holland,  with  orders 
to  enter  into  a  negotiation  on  the  matters 
pending  between  Holland  and  Belgium. 
That  Minister  had  an  interview  with  my 
noble  friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  in  which  interview  he  did 
not  mention  a  word  of  the  probability  that 
the  armistice  would  be  broken ;  and  it  was 
not  until  the  evening,  and  after  a  question 
had  been  put  on  the  subject  in  Parliament 
by  a  noble  Lord,  that  my  noble  friend  re- 
ceived despatches  from  Sir  Charles  Bagot, 
informing  him  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  king  of  Holland  to  terminate  the 
armistice  between  Holland  and  Belgium."^ 
*  See  ante,  p.  Q30. 


There  was  nobody  who  beard  this  answer, 
who  was  not  deeply  surprised  at  the  con- 
duct of  the  king  of  Holland  ;  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  having  potiti?ely 
denied,  that  any  communication  had  been 
made^  and  having  added  a  strong  inatntia- 
tion  of  perfidy  on  the  part  of  the  king  of 
Holland,  when  he  stated  that  that  Sove- 
reign liad  determined  on  commencing  hos- 
tilities without  giving  any  notice  to  our 
Government,  at  the  very  moment  when 
a  Minister  had  been  sent  by  him  to  this 
country,  in  order  to  enter  into  negotia- 
tions. He  had  now  stated  the  prima- facie 
facts  of  this  stage  of  the  case ;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  could  be  proved,  that  the  real 
facts  did  not  bear  out  the  impression  which 
naturally  might  be  created  by  the  state- 
ments and  the  insinuations  of  the  noble 
Lord.  But  the  matter  did  not  rest  there ; 
for  the  hon.  member  for  Oakhampton  (Sir 
R.  Vyvyan)  gave  notice,  that  he  wonld 
bring  the  subject  forward  next  day  (Satur- 
day), and  on  that  day  he  had  the  ad- 
vantage, and  a  great  advantage  it  must  be 
considered,  of  Qie  presence  of  his  noble 
friend  (Viscount  Palmerston),  who  then 
went  through  a  kind  of  political  catechism 
with  exceeding  good  humour.  He  him- 
self, however,  did  not  think,  of  embarrass- 
ing his  noble  friend  with  any  question,  for 
he  was  convinced,  by  what  had  fallen  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
previous  day,  that  the  Ministers  had 
received  no  information ;  convinced,  but 
not  satisfied;  and  he  felt  greaUy  sur- 
prised that  our  ancient  and  esteemed  ally, 
the  king  of  Holland,  had  been  guilty  of 
such  perfidy.  He  was  silenced,  however, 
by  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Others, 
however,  did  put  questions  to  his  noble 
friend  (Viscount  Palmerston),  who  repeat- 
ed the  statement  in  genersd  terms,  that 
there  was  no  doubt  the  king  of  Holtand 
had  broken  the  armistice,  and  without 
giving  notice.  He  remembered  then 
stretching  across  the  Table  to  his  noble 
friend,  when  he  used  the  words  ''broken 
the  armistice,"  and  suggested  to  him  the 
propriety  of  saying  **  denomiced  the  ar- 
mistice. But  his  noble  friend  disregarded 
this  suggestion,  and  even  rose  and  repeated 
in  a  more  solemn  way,  that  the  Dutch  had 
violated  the  armistice.  The  righthon.  mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  (Sir  R.  Peel)  then  stated 
to  his  noble  friend  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
*'  that  he  (Viscount  Palmerston)  had  used, 
pfrh^ps  thriragh  inadvertence,  t)ie  teniit 
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*'  TioUted  the  armiBticei"  and  ^^  broken 
tfaft  fmnitticei"  which  implied  btd  faith  on 
tht  part  of  the  Dutch  government,  and 
therefore,  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was  desir- 
ous of  asking  him,  whether  he  really  did 
mean  to  say,  that  the  king  of  the  Nether- 
lands had  broken  the  armistice,  for  that 
his  (Sir  kobert  Peel's)  view  of  the  case  was 
different  ?"  His  noble  friend  (I/)fd  Pal- 
merston)  expressly  replied,  that  he  be- 
lieved his  right  hon.  friend  was  in  error, 
and  observed,  there  were  two  armistices, 
one  of  which  was  local,  and  formed  be- 
tween the  Dutch  commander  at  Antwerp, 
and  die  Belgian  commander  at  Antwerp, 
and  which  might  be  terminated  by  a 
notice  of  three  days ;  the  other  was  more 
general,  as  it  extended  along  the  whole 
frontier  line,  and  was  formed  under  the 
sanction  of  the  five  Powers ;  and  it  was 
of  this  latter  he  had  spoken  when  he  ob- 
served the  Dutch  had  violated  the  armis- 
tice. Here  then  were  the  Dutch  accused 
of  not  only  having  violated  the  armistice 
without  giving  notice  to  the  Belgians,  the 
party  agaiust  which  hostilities  were  to 
commence,  but  likewise  of  violating  it 
without  notice  to  the  mediating  Powers. 
Moreover,  his  noble  friend  added,  that  up 
to  the  moment  at  which  he  was  speaking, 
no  communication  had  been  made  to  his 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  subject  by 
the  plenipotentiary  of  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands. On  Tuesday,  again  his  noble 
friend  was  put  into  the  confessional,  and 
again  the  same  facts  in  general  were  enu- 
merated. Now,  such  being  the  statements 
made,  he  wanted  words  to  describe  his 
surprise,  after  all  the  questioning  in  that 
House,  and,  after  long  and  protracted 
debate  in  another  place,  when  he  and 
other  Members  of  that  House,  in  their 
individual  inquiries,  and  also  by  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information,  as- 
certained that  the  Dutch,  not  only  had 
not  been  guilty  of  the  perfidy  with 
which  they  had  been  charged,  but  that 
they  had  absolutely  done  that  which 
he  and  other  Members  of  this  House  had 
understood  his  noble  friend  had  accused  | 
them  of  not  doing.  In  another  place,  to  ! 
which  he  could  not  more  distinctly  allude, . 
that  avowal  had  been  made.  He  knew  it, ! 
because  he  had  read  in  the  public  papers  ' 
an  ingenious  treatise  on  the  subject,  intro-  I 
duced  in  the  shape  of  a  dialogue,  in  which 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  and  their  oppo- 
nents in  the  upper  House  of  Parliament 
were  supposed  to  bear  a  part ;  and  in  that 


treatise  it  was  stated,  that  Uf  Msyertj'g 
Ministers  admittedy  that  on  Wednecdaj 
morning,  the  3rd  of  August  (his  narratioa, 
it  would  be  remembereQi  ht^n  with  Fri- 
day evening,  the  5th) — that  on  Wednes- 
day morning  the  minister  of  Holland  had 
waited  upon  his  noble  friend,  and  after 
some    conversation,  delivered  to  him  s 
certain   letter.      It  appeared,  alao,  that 
that  letter  had  remained  unopened  for 
above     twenty-four  hours.     The    reason 
that  was  alleged,  in  the  dialogue  to  which 
he  had  before  alluded,  for  this  apparent 
neglect  was,  that  the  letter  was  not  ad- 
dressed to  his  noble  friend,  but  to  the 
Conference  at    large.     His  noble  friend 
made  a  difference  between    letters  ad- 
dressed to  the  Conference,  and  to  him- 
self, though  he  must  say,  that  the  Con- 
ference without  his  noble  friend «  would 
be  like  the  play  of  Hamlet,    with   the 
Prince  of  Denmark  left  out.     If  his  noble 
friend  would  assure  him,  that  it  was  not 
the  habit  of  our  Ministers  to  take  notice 
of  papers  addressed,  not  to  them  indivi- 
dually, but  to  the  Conference^  of  which 
they  formed  a  part — if  his  noble  friend 
would  tell  him,  tnat  it  was  not  the  practice 
to  look  into  the  contents  of  such  papers  till 
the  whole  Conference  should  be  assembledt 
he  should  pardon  his  noble  friend  for  not 
having  opened  that  letter ;  but  he  should 
at  the  same  time  think,  that  it  was  a  part 
of  his  noble  friend's  duty  to  have  watched 
the  receipt  of  such  communications;  and, 
on  the  instant,  to  have  taken  some  steps 
with  respect  to  them,  and  not  to  wait  for 
twenty-four  hours,  when  the  greatest  in* 
terests  of  the  European  world,  then  trem- 
bling in  the  balance,  might  depend  on  the 
letter  which  had  been  thus  received,  and 
he  must  add,  thus  neglected.     If,  however, 
such  was  the  form,  he  had  only  to  regret 
that  such  forms  should  be  suffered  to 
operate    against    what    he    would    call 
the  peaceful  interests  of  mankind.     No- 
thing gave  him  greater  public  pain  than 
that  a  British  Minister — and  nothing  couM 
give  him  greater  private  pain,  than  that  his 
noble  friend  should,  upon  a  principle  of 
mistaken  etiquette,  have  left  this  import- 
ant letter  unopened.     That    letter  was 
most  important,  especially  with  reference 
to  the  charges  which  had  afterwards  been 
brought  forward  against  the  king  of  Hol- 
land.    In  that  letter  the  king  of  Holland 
said,  that  in  compliance  with  the  demand 
of  the  five  Ministers  at  the  ConfieraBoe,  ha 
had  sent  new  powers  to  his  pleoipofen- 
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tiaries.  Now,  who  wonld  not  have  be- 
lieved— nay,  more,  who  did  .not  believe— 
from  the  ataertions  of  Minitten  when  tfaia 
subject  was  under  consideration  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  the  king  of  Holland  had 
voluntarily  sent  these  new  powers  to  his 
minister  as  a  blind,  as  a  curtain,  behind 
which  his  military  movements  were  to 
be  made.  That  was  the  belief  produced 
in  that  House,  and  produced  in  the  coun- 
try, and  which  must  be  produced  through- 
out Europe  by  the  successive  statements 
of  his  Majesty *8  Ministers.  He  did  not 
accuse  his  noble  friend  of  wishing  to  create 
such  an  impression,  but  that  it  had  been 
credited  by  his  statements,  was  undeniable. 
Now,  what  was  the  fact?  The  king  of 
Holland  did  not  volunteer  to  send  any 
minister,  nor  any  new  powers,  nor  did  he 
select  the  particular  moment  at  which  the 
minister  was  sent.  The  Conference  of 
London  had  sent  to  the  Dutch  government 
to  desire,  that  new  powers  should  be  sent 
to  its  ministers.  The  renewal  of  hostilities 
happened  to  occur  at  the  same  time  with 
this  demand  of  the  Conference,  and  with 
the  consequent  journey  of  the  Minister 
charged  with  the  new  powers ;  but,  except 
that  accidental  coincidence  in  time,  Uiese 
two  events  had  nothing  to  do  with  each 
other.  This  plain  fact  completely  relieved 
the  Dutch  monarch  from  the  charge  of 
perBdy,  which  had  been  implied  against 
him,  by  representing  the  journey  of  his 
minister,  as  a  deceitful  attempt  to  conceal 
from  the  Conference  the  march  of  his  army. 
So  directly  the  reverse  were  the  real  mo- 
tives and  conduct  of  the  king  of  Holland, 
that  in  the  letter,  which  was  produced 
and  read  to  our  Prime  Minister,  and  our 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  a&irs,  on 
Thursday,  the  4th  of  August,  the  Dutch 
minister  stated,  that  in  obedience  to  the 
commands  of  his  master,  he  desired  to 
inform  the  Conference,  that  the  king  of 
Holland  would  support  the  negotiations 
by  his  military  means.  In  the  dialogue  in 
the  other  place,  to  which  he  had  before  al- 
luded, it  was  said,  that  the  words  were,  '*by 
military  measures,"  and  a  considerable  dis- 
cussion took  place  on  some  fanciful  dis- 
tinction between  meam  and  meamres.  To 
his  plain  understanding,  however,  it  seemed 
much  the  same  thing,  whichever  of 
these  meanings  they  might  affix  to  the 
words,  and  he  should  not  stop  to  investi- 
gate the  difference.  It  should  be  ob- 
served, however,that  the  Dutch  minister  did 
not  say  his  master  would  have  racourse  to. 


his  military  means  if  negoliaftioA  ibonld 
fail,  but  that  he  wooM  tiipport  die  nego* 
tiations  as  they  went  on  by  Us  mUiUury 
means.  Now,  his  noble  friend  «w  In  poa* 
session  of  that  letter  on  Wedneadnyy  mt 
noon,  though  it  seems  that  he  did  not  opm 
it  till  the  following  day,  and  he  also  ml 
a  verbal  communication  froaa  the  Dateil 
minister  in  this  country  to  the  same  effeel, 
before  the  question  had  been  stirred  in 
Parliament ;  then  how  could  he  assune 
to  charge  the  Dutch  government  with 
having  broken  the  armistice  wilbput 
notice  ?  His  noble  friend  might  be 
able  to  explain  this — it  was  a  diffi- 
cult task,  but  he  might  do  it,  and  cer* 
tainly  it  was  requisite  to  be  explained, 
for  in  the  dialogue  suppossd  to  haveooeur'^ 
red  in  another  place,  no  expiinetion  of 
the  matter  was  given.  The  letter,  aHir 
speaking  of  supporting  the  nagoijaUoiis 
by  military  means,  wi3sh»  be  if  lOeieni^ 
bered,  were  to  be  bronght  into  opefatlon 
simultaneously  with  the  negotiattons,  went 
on  to  state,  *<  as  the  plan  of  estaUkhing 
an  armistice  has  never  been  realkHMl, 
there  exists  at  the  present  moment  only  a 
cessation  of  hostilities.''  With  thai  letter, 
of  which  they  were  in  possession  on  Wed* 
nesday  the  3rd,  and  knew  the  contents  on 
Thursday  the  4th,  at  noon,  how  could  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  come  down  to  Parlia* 
ment,  and  on  Friday  the  5th  assert,  and 
on  Saturday  the  6th  reiterate  the  assertion, 
that  the  Dutch  government  had  violated 
the  armiiticey  and  without  notice  ?  Why, 
the  Dutch  government  said,  that  it  was  no 
armistice.  How  could  Minister^  say,  that 
the  Dutch  had  violated  an  armistiee,  when 
the  Dntch  denied  that  an  armistice  ex- 
isted. He  knew  there  were  often  great 
difierences  about  words— 'there  had  been 
much  dispute  about  the  meaning  of  the 
word  Protocol,  and  a  treatise  bed  been 
written  on  the  subject ;  and  there  might 
be  an  equal  dispute  about  the  meaning  of 
the  word  Armistice  s  but  such  cavils,  though 
they  might  possibly  do  well  encKifh  tot 
diplomacy,  would  not  do  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  imputations  against  the 
king  of  Holland  was  no  light  matter,  Ibr 
he  trusted  the  violation  of  a  solemn  treatv, 
and  an  armistice  was  a  treaty  to  a  oertatn 
extent,  would  never  be  mentioned  in  that 
House  without  exciting  indignation.  His 
noble  friend  had  an  opportunity  to  make  pi 
full  explanation  when  his  ri|{ht  hon.  hwoA 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  put  his  subsequent  questfans 
to  ban,  i|nd  called  his  partieular  atteniian 
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to  tbe  very  point  which  it  now  appears 
was  so  much  misrepresented.  His  noble 
friend  ought  at  least  to  have  stated, 
that  though  they  accused  the  Dutch  go- 
vernment of  having  broken  the  armistice, 
that  government  asserted,  that  there  was 
no  armistice  whatever.  His  noble  friend 
ought  to  have  said,  '^  I  am  able  to  prove 
that  there  was  an  armistice,  although  the 
Dutch  government  denies  that  there  was  ;*' 
but  still  he  ought  to  have  said,  that  tlie 
denial  was  made.  When  he  was  charging 
a  great,  aye,  and  an  honest  nation,  with 
such  an  offence  as  that  of  the  breach  of 
an  armistice,  he  should  have  been  most 
cautious  in  his  mode  of  proceeding ;  he 
should  have  been  careful  to  guard  their 
character  as  well  as  his  own,  and  in 
stating  their  acts,  he  should  have  given 
those  acts  the  guarantee  of  their  previous- 
ly expressed  opinion.  But,  instead  of 
that,  his  noble  friend  had  left  the  Dutch 
nation  and  government,  suffering  for  seven 
days  under  an  imputation  most  injurious 
to  their  character — for  seven  days,  at  a 
more  eventful  period  of  their  history  than 
any  that  had  occurred  to  them  since  the 
Duke  of  Alva  was  thundering  at  their  gates, 
they  had  lain  under  a  charge,  made  by  a 
British  Minister  of  violating  their  engage- 
ments— a  charge  which  from  any  mouth 
ought  to  be  intolerable  to  a  nation  as  to  an 
individual,  and  which  was  only  the  more 
intolerable  when  proceeding  from  so  high 
and  hitherto  so  friendly  an  authority. 
Having  said  thus  much,  he  thought  he  had 
made  out  something  of  a  prima  Jacie  case 
to  justify  him  in  saying,  that  his  noble 
friend  should  have  been  more  or  less  com- 
municative, and  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  should  still 
have  persevered  in  the  prudent  silence  he 
had  maintained  on  the  first  occasion  when 
this  subject  was  mentioned  to  the  House ; 
or  that,  when  he  had  resolved  to  deviate 
from  that  silence,  he  should  have  done  jus- 
tice to  the  unfortunate  Dutch. 

He  came  now  to  the  second  scene  of 
this — he  hoped  not  tragedy — but  most 
extraordinary  drama.  If  the  neglect  of 
the  first  letter,  dated  August  1st,  aftbrded 
ground  for  complaint,  what  must  the 
House  think  of  the  absolute  oblivion  of 
the  second  letter  into  which  Ministers 
seem  to  have  fallen?  He  felt  himself 
personally  called  upon  to  ask  his  noble 
friend  for  some  explanation  on  this 
letter,  though  he  readily  acquitted  his 
noble  friend  of  intentional  deception.    It 


would  be  recollected,  that  when  he  (Mr. 
Croker)  had  in  his  place,  made  some 
inquiries  respecting  that  letter,  his  noble 
friend  professed  to  know  nothing:  about 
it.  (They  had  hitherto  been  talking  of 
the  letter  of  August  1st;  he  was  now 
speaking  of  a  letter  of  August  2nd.)  He 
had  asked  his  noble  friend  about  that 
letter,  but  his  noble  friend  at  first  only 
remembered  the  letter  of  the  1st  of  August. 
He  called  his  noble  friend's  attention  in  a 
particular  manner  to  tliis  second  letter, 
and  then  his  noble  friend,  with  that  cour- 
tesy of  manner  which  so  much  distinguish- 
ed him,  got  up,  and  expressed  a' wish  that 
his  right  hon.  friend  (for  so  his  noble 
friend  called  him,  and  so  he  trusted  his 
noble  friend  would  still  call  him)  would 
explain  a  little  more  precisely  what  letter 
he  meant.  It  was  clear,  that  his  noble 
friend  had  either  wholly  forgotten  that 
letter  to  which  he  (Mr.  Croker)  at  that 
moment  referred,  or  else  had  confounded 
it  with  the  first  letter,  which  had  remained 
twenty-four  hours  unopened.  His  noble 
friend,  like  other  diplomatists  on  this  occa- 
sion, endeavoured  to  conceal  his  incapacity, 
to  reply  to  the  question  by  an  ambig^uous 
answer.  His  answer,  in  effect,  was,  **  Oh, 
before  I  tell  you  what  I  know  about  that 
letter,  I  should  wish  to  know  what  you 
know  about  it."  But  his  noble  friend  need 
not  have  exercised  so  much  caution  with 
regard  to  that  letter,  for  it  was  impossible 
but  that  all  the  world  must  know  some- 
thing about  it,  as  it  had  been  published  in 
a  well-informed  and  influential  Journal, 
The  Times  of  that  very  rooming.  His 
noble  friend  thus  reminded,  at  last  said, 
that  *'  he  recollected  the  letter,  but  that  it 
had  been  read  by  the  Dutch  minister  to 
himself,  and  his  noble  friend  at  the  head 
of  affairs,  in  a  very  hurried  manner."  What! 
a  Dutchman  in  a  hurry — great  changes 
had  of  late  taken  place  in  national  cha- 
racters, but  he  never  expected  to  hear  as 
an  excuse  for  a  diplomatic  error,  that  the 
Dutch  negotiator  was  in  a  hurry !  But  if 
the  Dutchman  was  in  a  hurry,  that  wss 
no  reason  for  the  Englishman  being  in  a 
hurry.  The  phenomenon  of  a  Dutchman 
in  a  hurry  ought  to  have  awakened  the 
attention  of  his  noble  friend.  He  should 
have  said,  there  must  be  something  in  the 
wind — something  strange  in  this  matter, 
thus  to  awaken  the  sensibility  of  a  Dutch- 
man— to  arouse  the  vivacity  of  a  Nether- 
lander. Had  it  done  so  ?  Ko  such  thing. 
His  nobl^  friend  had  been  in  a  (lanjr  top  ^ 
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he  remembered  nothing  of  the  contents  of 
the  letter,  and  concluded  by  saying,  that 
he  forgot  whether  the  letter  was  received 
on  Friday  or  on  Saturday  !  Here  was  a 
doubt  of  forty-eight  hours,  when  there 
ought  not  to  have  been  a  delay  of  one ; 
and  the  hurry  or  the  inattention  which  oc- 
casioned these  doubts  and  delays,  were  the 
more  to  be  regretted,  as  it  did  not  appear, 
that  France  had  lost  an  hour,  or  even  hesi- 
tated for  the  fourth  of  that  time,  to  take 
her  active  and  decided  part.  When  the 
French  minister  was  applied  to  by  the 
Belgian  ambassador,  he  at  once  granted 
an  aid  of  50,000  men  ;  he  did  not  forget 
the  application,  nor  doubt  on  what  day  it 
was  made ;  he  attended  to  it  at  the  mo- 
ment, and  the  application  having  been 
made  at  one  o'clock  in  the  day,  the  hour 
of  two  had  not  struck  by  the  clock  of 
Notre  Dame  when  the  telegraph  at  Paris 
replied  to  the  invitation,  by  an  immediate 
assent,  and,  for  aught  he  knew,  the  garri- 
son of  Lisle  was  within  an  hour  afterwards 
not  merely  under  arms,  but  upon  the 
march.  It  was  not  for  the  men  to  whom 
the  destinies  of  the  world  were  committed, 
to  say,  that  they  had  received  papers,  but 
did  not  know  what  the  contents  of  those 
papers  were.  It  was  difficult  for  him  to 
conceive  how  the  British  Minister  to  whose 
care  such  important  interests  were  in- 
trusted, could  have  stated,  that  he  did 
not  know  on  what  day  he  had  received  a 
particular  paper,  which,  he  would  fearlessly 
assert,  was  the  key-stone  of  the  whole 
business,  the  real  explanation  of  all  the 
diplomacy  that  had  taken  place.  Let  not 
the  noble  Lord  tell  them,  as  if  it  would 
be  any  excuse,  that  the  letter  was  read  in 
a  hurry.  So  far  from  being  an  excuse,  it 
only  seemed  to  make  the  matter  worse. 
Were  communications  of  such  vast  im- 
portance to  be  slurr'd  over  in  a  hurry  ? 
Was  a  matter  to  be  left  to  verbal  inter- 
course between  two  Ministers,  which  was 
to  decide  the  fate  of  nations  and  the  peace 
of  the  world  ?  Was  it  credible  that  such 
interviews  should  have  taken  place,  and 
that  suck  documents  should  have  been 
read  at  them  without  any  official  copy  or 
note  or  memorandum  of  them  being  re- 
tained ?  They  were  told,  that  both  Minis- 
ters were  in  a  harry,  and  the  one  hardly 
recollected  what  the  other  said.  He  was 
surprised  beyond  measure  that  his  noble 
friend  should  have  listened  to  a  document 
like  that  to  which  he  referred,  and  not 
have  demanded  instantly  a  copy  of  it* 
VOL.  V.  {JSH} 


The  communication  was  said  to  have  been 
made  at  five  o'clock  on  the  Friday  even- 
ing. Would  Gentlemen  recollect  how 
they  had  come  down  to  that  House, 
on  that  evening,  in  great  numbers,  expect* 
ing  to  hear  something  most  moment- 
ous, and  would  they  recollect  the  great 
anxiety  of  London  and  Westminster  at 
that  moment?  He  would  assert,  that 
he  never  recollected  to  have  seen  the 
public  mind  more  agitated  by  any  pub- 
lic event  than  upon  the  subject  of  the  in- 
formation then  believed  to  have  been  re- 
ceived from  Belgium  ;  and  yet  even  then, 
when  public  expectation  was  upon  the 
tiptoe — when  the  noble  Lord  himself  was 
in  wonder  at  having  received  no  communi- 
cation from  the  Dutch  Government — at 
that  moment  was  it  not  to  be  expected 
that  when  the  Dutch  minister  did  at 
length  come  to  make  his  statement,  he 
would  have  been  received  with  anxiety- 
he  would  have  been  heard  with  attention, 
and  his  statement  would  have  been  sifted 
with  the  closest  accuracy  ?  At  that  im- 
portant moment  he  came  with  an  important 
document — with  a  despatch  from  his  go- 
vernment ;  yet  instead  of  his  nbble  friend 
saying,  "  thank  God,  here  is  the  Dutch 
minister  to  put  an  end  to  this  suspense," 
he  listened  to  the  Minister  with  such 
nonchalance,  and  the  document  was  read 
in  such  a  hurried  manner,  that  his  noble 
friend  not  only  did  not  know  the  contents 
of  it,  but  did  not  even  recollect  that  such 
a  transaction  had  ever  occurred  ;  and  when 
at  last  it  was  forced  upon  his  recollection, 
it  appeared  that  the  thing  was  considered 
so  trivial,  that  his  noble  friend  did  not 
know  whether  the  occurrence  had  taken 
place  on  a  Friday  or  a  Saturday.  This  was 
a  fit  prologue  to  what  followed.  The  se- 
cond letter,  which  went  in  at  one  ear  and 
out  at  the  other,  was  more  formal  than  the 
first ;  it  was  an  appeal  by  Holland  to  the 
whole  of  Europe,  in  defence  of  her  con- 
duct— it  repeated  some  of  the  same  ex- 
pressions— it  was  addressed  not  merely 
to  the  Dutch  Ambassador  here,  to  be  laid 
before  the  Conference,  but  it  was  di- 
rected to  the  Governments  themselves.  It 
would  travel  to  St.  Petersburg — it  would 
be  sent  to  Vienna — it  would  be  despatched 
to  Berlin — it  would  be  conveyed  to  Paris, 
and  it  was  therefore  drawn  up  with  greater 
care,  and  with  more  formality,  than  the 
letter  of  the  1  st  of  August ;  it  ought,  there- 
fore, to  have  attracted  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord.  But  besides  these  claims  tQ 
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notice,  it  explained  the  meaning  of  the 
first  letter — it  said,  **  The  King  is  deter- 
mined to  support  his  neg^otiations  by  mili- 
tary means/'  Why,  this  was  the  same 
expression  which  it  seems  had  puzzled  our 
Cabinet  and  the  Conference  in  the  first 
letter.  He,  therefore,  the  more  wondered 
at  the  inarticulate  hurry  of  the  Dutch 
minister,  and  the  impatient  haste  of  his 
noble  friend.  "  Military  means"  was  a 
catch-word  that  should  have  struck  the  ear 
of  his  noble  friend — for  his  colleag:ues  of 
the  Cabinet  and  himself  had  been  for 
twenty-four  hours  debating  vfh'Atmoj/ens 
militaires  meant,  and  they  had  resolved 
that  it  meant — nothing  at  all.  It  was  a 
misfortune  that  they  did  not  understand 
it  better;  for  at  the  Conference  there 
was  a  person  who  had  the  reputation  of 
understanding  pretty  well  the  meaning  of 
words,  and  especially  of  French  words ; 
but  unfortunately  that  person,  among 
his  other  great  qualifications,  was  not  a 
proficient  in  the  English  language,  and  it 
was  probably  through  that  circumstance 
that  he  induced  the  Conference  to  believe 
that  the  words  moyens  militaires  meant 
nothing  at  all.  He  was  bound  in  justice 
to  his  noble  friend*s  character  to  believe, 
that  he  had  not  spoken  with  this  indiffer- 
ence of  the  letter  with  any  intention  to 
deceive ;  but  that  what  he  had  said, 
really  arose  from  an  ignorance  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  letter.  But  surely  the  words 
**  moyens  militaires  '*  ought  to  have 
awakened  his  attention  ;  they  should  have 
been  talismanic  words.  He  should  have 
felt  that  they  haunted  him ;  he  should 
have  said,  *"  J^et  us  ask  this  Dutchman 
what  those  words  mean  V*  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  disdained  the  assistance  of  a 
Dutch  interpreter  ;  but  if  he  would  not  ask 
the  Dutchman  the  meaning  of  the  words, 
he  should,  at  least,  have  listened  with  at- 
tention to  the  rest  of  the  letter.  But  he 
had  not  done  so.  This  letter,  about  the 
meaning  of  some  words  in  which  there  was 
so  much  doubt,  had  now  appeared  before 
the  public  in  good  English,  done  by  the 
hand  of  that  ingenious  person — the  editor 
of  The  Tiwes— and  whether  originally  writ- 
ten in  good  French  or  good  Dutch  was  now 
of  no  consequence.  In  that  letter  the  king 
of  Holland  said,  he  was  sorry  he  was  ob- 
liged to  have  recourse  to  coercive  measures, 
but  that  he  had  been  compelled  to  do  so, 
and  that  this  was  **  the  more  inciispcnsable, 
because  the  existing  crisis  could  not  be  pro- 
longed without  at  once  endangering  our 


public  spirit,  our  financef,  our  army,  and 
our  political  existence.*'    He  would  not 
enter  into  the  question,  whether  the  king^  of 
Holland  was  right  in  the  view  he  thus  took 
of  the  matter.  It  was  sufficient  to  show  that 
such  was  his  view,  and  that  he  had  fully  end 
frankly  explained  it  to  the  Governments 
of  the  five  Powers.    The  letter  then  went 
on  to  show   that  Holland  was  under  no 
obligation  not  to  proceed  in  its  own  course, 
by  commencing  hostilities  if  it  pleased ; 
the  letter  entered  into  a  vindication,  in 
detail,  of  the  conduct  of  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment in  doing  that  which  it  was  now  ac- 
cused of  doing  without  notice.     It  then 
stated  this  conclusion — '*  Thence  unques- 
tionably the  king's  resolution  to  move  hb 
army  simultaneously  with  the  negotiatibbs 
carrying  on  in  London,  ought  not  to  inspire 
disquietude — and  was,  in  fact»  indispens- 
able to  the  safety  and  honour  of  his  ooan- 
try."    And  yet,  notwithstandmg  this  letter, 
this  full  and  distinct  notice  prevkRIsljr 
communicated  both  in  writing  and  fctbally 
to  his  Majesty's  Ministers,    Parliament 
had  been  told  by  those  very   Ministers, 
both  on  Friday  and  Saturday,  that  the 
attack  upon  Belgium  was  a  surprise,  that 
Ministers  were  taken  wholly    unawares, 
and  that  no  notice  had  been  given  of  the 
attack,  though  the  letter  just  quoted  had 
been  read  to  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfhin, 
and  in  that  the  king  of  Holland  stated  his 
determination  to  assist  his  negotiations 
with  his  sword.     Even  on  the  subsequent 
day  it  was  stated,  in  another  place,  that 
moyens  militaires  did  not  imply  an  im- 
mediate   hostile    operation,     out  meant 
merely  a  demonstration.     He  must  con- 
fess,  that  his  understanding  was  in  de- 
spair before  such  contradictions,  and  that 
he  could   not  comprehend  them.      Hit 
noble  friend,  and  the  rest  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  were  too  high-minded  men  to 
wish  to  practise  a  delusion ;  but  he  must 
I  candidly  say,  that  he  could  not  undentand 
I  their  conduct  in  the  whole  of  this  affair. 
!  He  was  well  aware  what  diplomacy  gener- 
!  ally  signified;  translated  into  plain  JBngHsh, 
it  meant  double-dealing,  and  he  knew  it 
hud   been  held  that  double-dealing  was 
justifiable  in  diplomacy.     He  admitted, 
that  a  Minister,  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty,  might  refuse  to  answer  questions 
propounded  to  him  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,    if   he  thought  the   answer 
might  prejudice  the  public  servica ;  but  if 
he  did  answer  in  the  Housa  of  fcowiS'  if 
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he  did  condescend  to  reply  in  the  House 
of  Commons — there  should  be  no  diplo- 
macy, no  double-dealing,  in  his  statements 
in  either  of  those  places  ;  with  discretion, 
prudence,  and  reserve  on  the  part  of 
British  Ministers  no  one  could  find  fault, 
but  when  they  did  speak  it  should  be  with 
perfect  candor  and  generous  sincerity. 
Such  was  the  history  of  this  extraordinary 
affair — such  was  the  liistory  of  **  the  three 
great  days'*  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  which 
he  had  defeated  the  Dutch  Minister — had 
exposed  on  the  gibbet  of  infamy  the  Dutch 
character — and  for  his  triumph  he  had  to 
exhibit  the  occupation  of  the  fortresses 
in  Flanders,  won  with  English  blood, 
and  built  with  English  money,  by  the  tri- 
coloured  flag  of  France.  That  tri-colour- 
cd  flag  had  not  triumphed  more  in  the 
three  days  of  July  last  year  at  Paris,  than 
in  the  three  days  of  August  this  year  in 
London.  At  times  like  the  present,  when 
the  dependence  of  Government  on  public 
opinion  was  one  of  the  prevailing  dogmas, 
it  was  most  necessary,  that  national  cha- 
racter should  stand  high,  and  charges 
ought  not  hastily,  nor  carelessly,  or  without 
the  strongest  reasons*,  to  be  made  against  a 
nation.  At  a  moment  when  public  princi- 
ple was  so  much  esteemed,  and  when  the 
government  of  France  was  said  to  be  en- 
tirely founded  upon  it — at  such  a  time, 
he  repeated,  the  Dutch  ought  not  gTatu- 
itously  and  unjustly  to  have  been  censured 
and  maligned.  That  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment had  been  unjustly  and  injuriously 
lowered  in  public  opinion  by  errors  and 
misstatements  of  his  Majesty *s  Ministers, 
he  would  now  prove.  He  would  appeal 
to  one  of  the  organs  of  public  opinion  ; 
he  thought  he  might  do  so  without  offence ; 
for,  however  he  might  differ  from  it  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  it  was  an  organ  of 
public  opinion,  or  as  to  its  right  to  take 
upon  itself  the  expression  of  public  opinion, 
he  might  venture  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that,  at  least,  he 
did  not  select  his  evidence  with  any 
undue  partiality.  He  would  read  the 
successive  opinions  of  the  able  and  influ- 
ential newspaper  to  which  he  had  already 
referred,  in  order  to  show  what  was  the 
state  of  public  opinion  on  tliis  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  smiled,  and  he 
might  smile,  if  he  (Mr.  Croker)  were  to 
quote  The  Times  as  an  authority  on 
general  questions  of  politics;  but  he  was 
not  looking  at  it  in  that  lights  he  quoted 
it  as  authority  ad  hoc  as  being  the  organ 


of  public  opinion  the  most  favourable  to 
the  politics  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers ;  and, 
therefore,  the  best  evidence  of  the  effect 
their  statements  were  calculated  to  pro- 
duce, and  although,  therefore,  he  might 
not  be  inclined  to  consider  it  the  nest 
authority  in  morals  or  politics,  he  thought 
he  could  hardly  select  a  better  guide  for 
the  news  or  a  better  criterion  of  the  public 
feeling  of  the  day.  Well,  then,  let  them 
hear  what  The  Times  said,  when  this 
atrocity  of  Holland  first  burst  out  with 
such  a  sombre  and  suspicious  appearance. 
'*  The  whole  conduct  of  *  our  ancient  ally' 
for  the  last  twelve  months,  seems  better  to 
accord  with  the  unfortunate  condition  of 
moon-stricken  madness,  than  with  the 
character  of  a  prince  whom  we  had  been 
accustomed  to  treat  with  respect  and  con- 
fidence, for  the  previous  fifteen  years." 
Madness,  however,  was  pitiable  and  ex- 
cuseable ;  but  the  same  could  not  be  said 
for  "falsehood,"  with  which  the  same 
Paper,  on  the  same  day,  went  on  to  charge 
the  king  of  Holland  : —  '*  His  Dutch  Ma- 
jesty, in  his  obstinate  adherence  to  his 
old  prejudices,  or  his  eagerness  to  gratify 
his  personal  spleen,  has  entered  upon  a 
dishonest  course,  and  is  playing  a  very 
dangerous  game.  His  conduct  displays 
such  strong  symptoms  of  duplicity  and 
falsehood,  that  it  must  forfeit  the  support 
and  favour  of  England,  which  has  hitherto 
been  his  chief  protection."  As  to  the 
"  duplicity  and  falsehood,"  he  had  shown 
there  was  no  ground  for  such  a  charge, 
beyond  the  noble  Lord's  neglect  of  the 
letter  of  the  1st  of  August,  and  his  for- 
getting the  letter  of  the  2nd  of  August ;  and 
the  threat  founded  on  this  misunderstand- 
ing thus  denounced  against  Holland,  that 
her  king,  by  his  conduct,  must  forfeit  the 
favour  and  protection  of  England  was  a 
most  important  and  alarming  menace. 
Louis  14th  at  the  gates  of  Utrecht,  Buo- 
naparte in  possession  of  the  city  of  Am- 
sterdam— could  be  scarcely  more  fatal  to 
Dutch  interests  and  infinitely  less  injuri- 
ous to  Dutch  character  than  this  author- 
itative assertion,  that ''  the  falsehood  and 
duplicity"  of  their  king  must  forfeit  for 
them  the  favour  and  protection  of  England, 
who,  he  might  almost  take  the  liberty  of 
saying,  had  been  the  mother  and  the  nurse 
of  the  liberties  and  prosperity  of  Holland. 
So  exactly  did  those  sentiments  of  the 
editor  of  The  Times  seem  to  accord  with, 
the  opinions  of  Ministers,  that  it  might  al- 
most be  supposed  they  had  condescended 
2T2 
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to  pen  the  paragraph — and  no  great  con- 
descension neither,  for  those  articles  were 
written  with  more  consistency  and  logic, 
and,  as  it  afterwards  appeared,  with  more 
candour  and  judgment,  than  had  been  dis- 
played by  Ministers  in  their  speeches  on 
the  same  subject.  The  article  to  which  he 
wasalluding,further  said,  "At  the  very  time 
that  the  Governor  at  Antwerp  is  declaring 
the  armistice  at  an  end,  and  threatening 
a  bombardment  of  the  city,  in  which  some 
of  his  countrymen  would  be  the  chief 
sufferers,  he  (the  king)  has  sent  an  extra 
Ambassador  (M.  Zuylen  von  NyeveU)to 
London,  to  re-open  the  negotiations  with 
the  Conference.  This  Special  Ambassador, 
ostensibly  sent  to  ncgociate  in  order  to 
secure  the  peace  of  Europe,  suppresses,  of 
course,  all  mention  of  his  master^s  hostile 
intentions  and  preparations.  What  useless 
perfidy !  *'  The  Times^  it  seems,  knew, 
that  a  Special  Ambassador  had  been  sent, 
and  for  what  purpose.  "  This  Special 
Ambassador,  ostensibly  sent  to  negociate, 
in  order  to  secure  the  peace  of  Europe, 
suppresses,  of  course,  all  mention  of  his 
master*s  hostile  intentions  and  prepara- 
tions:" almost  the  identical  words  re- 
peated by  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  twice, 
thrice,  and  even  four  times  over  on  different 
evenings  ;  and  it  terminates  the  tirade  with 
the  exclamation,  "What  useless  perfidy  !" 
All  the  collected  venom  was  reserved  for 
this  last  shaft — the  confident  and  slander- 
ous assertion,  that  the  king  of  Holland 
had  been  guilty  of  "  useless  perfidy," 
The  same  able  Paper  went  on  on  Monday 
(and  no  wonder  it  should  go  on,  considering 
what  had  passed  in  Parliament  on  Satur- 
day), in  the  following  strain.  [Some 
symptoms  of  impatience  were  here  ex- 
pressed,] He  was  not  surprised  at  this 
interruption,  for  he  knew  how  unpleasant 
it  must  be  to  some  Gentlemen  to  hear  the 
king  of  Holland  defended,  and  he  also 
knew,  that  about  that  hour,  (nearly  seven) 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  wont  to  indulge  in 
a  different  and  more  palatable  species 
of  entertainment ;  nevertheless,  he  would 
read  to  those  who  would  do  him  the  fa- 
vour to  remain,  and  please  to  give  him 
their  attention,  what  The  Times  said  on 
Monday :— "  While  (said  The  Times)  the 
king  of  Holland  was  pretending  to  revive, 
or  continue  with  the  five  great  Powers  the 
negotiations  for  a  pacific  settlement  of  his 
disputes  with  Belgium,  he  was  at  the 
same  moment,  and  without  any  announce- 
ment to  those  Powers,  actually  marching  | 


his  troops  into  the  Belgic  territory,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  by  force  into  his  own 
hands  the  very  questions  which  he  profess- 
ed to  submit  to  their  friendly  arbitration/' 
That  assertion  then  was  made,  though  the 
fact  was,  that  Ministers  were  in  possession 
of  a  double  announcement  of  the  intentions 
of  the  king  of  Holland.  From  thence  the 
Paper  went  on  to  censure  the  foul,  auda- 
cious, and  ofiensive  course  of  the  king  of 
Holland,  and  to  reiterate  the  charges  of 
phrenzy,  depravity,  and  falsehood.  It  said 
— "  Many  presume  that  the  king  of  Hol- 
land, in  his  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
spirit  by  which  all  France,  like  a  single 
man,  is  actuated,  would  not  have  dared  to 
adopt  his  violent,  audacious,  and  offensive 
course,  without  a  full  assurance  of  support 
from  some  powerful  military  quarter.  We 
are  not  satisfied  of  the  justice  of  such  con- 
jectures. The  question  lies  between  utter 
phrenzy  in  the  head  of  the  House  of  Orauge, 
and  an  excess  of  perfidy  and  depravity  in 
one  or  more  of  the  Powers,  parties  to  the 
Protocols,  which  we  acknowledge  seems  to 
us  the  most  incredible  of  all  solutions  of 
the  difficulty."  Such  was  the  state  of 
public  opinion — such  the  degree  of  inflam- 
mation ;  and  he  quoted  what  he  had  read 
as  an  indication  of  the  way  the  wind  of 
public  sentiment  set.  Such  was  the  state 
of  afiTairs  when  that  very  able — and  to  give 
it  due  praise — that  very  diligent  Paper, 
contrived  to  get  possession  of  one  of  the 
letters.  He  would  now  advert  to  what 
was  said  in  The  Times  of  yesterday 
[murmurs].  He  heard  some  Gentlemen 
murmur — no  wonder  :  they  knew  that 
he  was  about  to  shew  that  the  editor  of 
The  Times  was  better  informed  of  what 
had  passed  in  Downing-street  than  their 
noble  leaders,  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Foreign  Secretary.  He  was  tracbg 
by  the  newspaper  the  course  of  public 
opinion — and  what  did  it  say  yester- 
day? The  Times,  then,  of  yesterday, 
said — "  The  king  of  Holland,  it  appears  hf 
Tuesday's  debate,  has  been  charged  with 
something  not  far  short  of  perfidy,  for  at- 
tacking Belgium  without  notice  of  any  de- 
sign.*' Such  was  the  gloss  put  upon  the 
business  by  public  opinion.  *'  But  (con- 
tinued The  Times)  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton affirmed,  that  his  Dutch  Majesty  hiKi 
apprised  the  Conference,  time  enough  for 
such  an  interposition  as  might  hare  stop- 
ped  the  march  of  the  French  troops,  that 
he  did  intend  to  support  his  negotiations 
by  arms.    This  was  denied  in  the  House, 
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and  on  high  authority ;  "  (let  Gentlemen 
mark  what  followed) — **  it  being  alleged 
that  none  of  those  who  had  access  to  the 
Dutch  King's  letter,  could  agree  in  giving 
it  such  an  interpretation.  We  have  now  the 
terms  of  the  despatch  before  us,  and  those 
of  our  readers  who  can  ferret  out  mysteries 
where  we,  for  our  part,  do  not  see  any,  are 
now  at  liberty  to  judge  for  themselves." 
After  having  quoted  the  letter,  with  which 
he  should  not  trouble  the  House,  The 
Times  proceeds  to  say — "  Now,  from  the 
above  and  other  passages  of  this  remarkable 
letter,  we  are  compelled  to  say,  that  the 
king  of  Holland  cannot,  with  any  fairness, 
be  accused  of  an  intention  to  disguise  from 
the  Powers  in  Conference,  the  nature  of  his 
hostile  policy  towards  Belgium."  He  had, 
it  should  be  remembered,  been  previously 
charged  with  treachery  and  falsehood. 
**  The  king  (continued  The  Times)  said, 
that  he  had  resolved  on  employing  arms 
sim  ultaneously  with  negotiations,  at  the  very 
time  when  he  was  sending  M.  de  Nyevelt  to 
this  country,  who,  in  fact,  was  the  bearer 
of  this  very  letter.  On  the  point,  there- 
fore, of  alleged  bad  faith,  he  appears  to  us 
to  be  altogether  blameless."  In  selecting 
these  observations  from  The  Times,  he 
could  not  be  supposed  to  intend  any  attack 
on  this  organ  of  public  information :  on 
the  contrary,  the  moment  the  letter  alluded 
to  was  seen,  it  hastened,  with  great 
candour  to  declare  its  belief,  that  on  the 
point  of  bad  faith,  the  king  of  Holland 
appeared  to  be  extremely  blameless.  But 
such  were  the  shifting  grounds  on  which 
public  opinion  was  formed.  Now  he  would 
ask,  whether  the  keeping  in  obscurity,  for 
some  days,  such  documents  as  these,  did 
not  occasion  the  injustice  and  calumny 
against  the  king  of  Holland,  which  were 
so  fully  refuted  when  the  documents  came 
to  be  produced?  He  demanded  whether, 
on  reading  these  documents,  every  Gen- 
tleman's mind  was  not  relieved  from  a 
great  weight,  and  whether  he  did  not  now 
more  favourably  appreciate  the  character  of 
the  trust-worthy  and  excellent  monarch 
who  had  been  so  much  misrepresented  ? 
What  he  (Mr.  Croker)  complained  of 
was^  the  suspicious  silence  of  Ministers 
when  they  might  have  explained;  and 
their  imperfect  explanation,  when  they 
ought  rather  to  have  been  silent.  They 
could  not  have  done  any  injury  to  British 
interests,  if  they  had  acted  towards 
the  king  of  Holland  with  that  fairness  and 
candour  which  they  would  have  extended 


to  the  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition] 
side  of  the  House,  though  their  political 
antagonists.  They  ought  not  to  have  lei 
the  Dutch  monarch  lie  under  so  grievous 
an  imputation  for  several  days*—  thej 
ought  not  to  have  left  it  to  a  public  Jour- 
nal to  be  the  arbiter  of  his  conduct,  and 
to  unsay  what  had  been  gravely  stated  b} 
his  Majesty's  Ministers.  They  had  done 
him  grievous  injustice — by  error,  by  in- 
attention, or  by  negligence — he  would  no! 
say  which,  but  the  injustice  had  been  done 
by  them,  and  they  ought  to  have  shown 
a  candid  readiness  to  repair  it  which  they 
had  not  done :  and  his  object  was,  to  oblige 
them  to  do  so,  or,  at  least,  to  put  the 
public  in  possession  of  the  facts,  on  which 
the  full  and  complete  justification  of  the 
king  of  Holland  was  established.  He  apo- 
logized for  having  troubled  the  House  so 
long,  but  he  was  anxious  that  this  question 
should  be  placed  on  its  proper  basis.  In 
bringing  this  question  forward,  he  had  al- 
luded to  no  document  which  was  not  to  be 
found  in  the  public  Journals — he  had  not 
anticipated  events — he  had  spoken  only  of 
things  that  had  already  been  done.  He 
had,  he  conceived,  made  out  a  case,  and 
showed,  that  injustice — cruel  injustice — 
had  been  done  to  the  king  of  Holland.  He 
had,  he  thought,  made  out  a  sufficient 
case  to  call  on  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  explain  the  share  they  might,  per- 
haps involuntarily,  have  had  in  creating 
that  injustice.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
ask  for  the  letter  of  the  2nd  of  August, 
which  the  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to 
carry  in  his  head,  much  less  should  h^  ex- 
pect to  find  it  in  his  office.  He  should 
therefore  move  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Motion,  "  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  whole  House,  to  consider  fur- 
ther of  the  Bill  be  now,  read  :" — to  leave 
out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "  that,** 
in  order  to  add  the  words  *^  an  humble  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  that  he 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  copy  of  a  letter  of  1st  of  August,  from 
the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 
kingdom  of  the  Netherlands,  to  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  five  Powers." 

The  original  question  being  put, 
Viscount  Palmerston  said  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  saying,  that 
he  would  not  finish  his  speech  with  an 
epigram,  but  he  seems  to  me  to  have 
made  something  very  like  a  bull :  wishing^ 
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to  prove  something  by  a  letter  of  the 
second  of  August,  he  moves  for  a  copy  of 
a  letter  of  the  first.     I  think  the  House 
has  seldom  heard  a  more  discursive  speech, 
or  a  more   illogical  conclusion.     I  shall 
not  be  able  to  comply  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  wishes,  for  obvious  reasons; 
for,  although  the   paper  may  have  been 
printed  in  the  public  journals,  we  cannot 
pick  out  this  document  from  the  rest,  un- 
less we  are  prepared  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
mcntthe  whole  series,  displaying  the  entire 
course  of  the  negotiation.  I  am  not  about  to 
enter  into  any  explanation,  much  less  into 
any  defence,  of  the  numerous  and  long 
quotations  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
from  the  newspapers.     I  can  assure  him 
that  I,  for  one,  do  not  write  in  the  news- 
papers.    I   am    neither   editor   nor   part 
proprietor  of  any  newspaper,  and   I  do 
not  pretend  to  be  responsible  for  anything 
that  appears  in  those  channels  of  inform- 
ation.    Another  thing :  I  shall  not  be  led 
away  from  the  path  of  my  duty  by  the 
attacks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever they  may  have  been  accompanied  by 
the  most  unreserved  declarations  of  per- 
sonal friendship.     lie  has  certainly  taken 
a  very  extraordinary  (though,  possibly,  to 
him,  satisfactory)  mode  of  displaying  his 
regard  for  me.     Ho  has  indulged  himself, 
if  not  the  House,  with  a  speech  of  at  loast 
an  hour  and  a  half;    two-thirds  of  that 
time  having  been  occupied  very  agreeably 
to   him,   and    certainly   not   at    all    dis- 
agreeably to  its  object,  in  personal  attacks 
upon  me.     He  has  laid  to  my  charge  all 
sorts  of  misconduct,  both  as  an  individual 
and  as  a  Minister  ;  with  carelessness  out 
of  office,   and  negligence  in  it — with  be- 
traying the  interests  of  my  country — with 
injustice  to  an  independent  sovereign, — 
and  other  trifling  offences  of  the  same  kind ; 
but  they  were  prefaced  by  the  most  flaller- 
ing  demonstrations  (as  far  as  declarations 
can  be  so  considered)  of  personal  esteem 
and  respect,   with   the  evident  design  of 
drawing  me  into  a  discussion  of  the  whole 
Belgic  question.     He  did  what  in  him  lay, 
by  provocation,  accusation,  and,  by  what 
is  worse,   exculpation ;   for  I  can   forgive 
jiim  anything  better  than  the  tender  mer- 
cies of  his  exculpation  ;    but  were  I  to  ad- 
vert to  many  of  the  points  he  has  touched, 
I  must  necessarily  enter  into  the  whole  of 
the  transactions— a  course  which,   as   a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  I  feel  myself  bound 
to  avoid.     1  think  he  might  have  acted 
with  greater  credit  to  himself,  and  with 


more  advantage  to  his  country ;  but  it 
seems,  that  in  the  absence  of  the  principal 
perfcrmers,  he  has  been  to-nigbt  allowed 
a  whole  beueiit  to  himself.     He  has  given 
us  a  display,  part  tragedy,  part  comedy, 
and   T   wish  I  could   encourage   Liin  by 
stating,  that  he  sustained  each  portion  with 
equal  success.     Everybody  knowg^  that  he 
is  an  excellent  joker — and  while  he  con- 
fines himself  to  the  light  and  comic  strain. 
he  makes  himself  agreeable  to  everybody  ; 
but  he  is  not  equally  successful   in   the 
tragic  strain  ;  and  if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
do  so,  1  should  recommend  hiui  in  future 
to  stick  to  farce ;  but  however  well  he  may 
have  performed  his  part,  1  apprehend  that 
he  would  better  have  performed  his  duty  as 
a  Member  of  Parliament,  if  he  had  acqui- 
esced in  the  course  so  judiciously  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Vyvyan),  who 
postponed  the  discussion  of  these  transac- 
tions at  this  most  important  and  decisive 
crisis.     1  leave  him,  however,  in  full  pos- 
session of  whatever  advantage  he  may  gain 
by  this  forward  movement — this  resump- 
tion of  hostilities — this  breaking  of  the 
armistice;   but  he  sliall  not  drag  me  into 
a  debate  upon  the  conduct  of  the  king  of 
the  Netherlands',  or  into  a  defence  of  our 
own.     If  1  could  prove,  that  the  Dutch 
Kini;  had  acted  in  an  unI)ecoming  manner, 
I  should  refrain  from  doing  so,  because  I 
feel,  that  he  has  been  unfortunate,  and 
that  ho  is  therefore  entitled  to  respect  and 
forboaranc^e.     I  had,  therefore,  rather  lie 
under  the  whole  weight  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  imputations — the  heavy  bur- 
then of  his  charges— than  run  the  risk  of 
doini;  that  which  mi^ht  l>e  considered  un- 
handsome by  the  kiu^  of  the  Netherlands. 
1  beg  to  say,  that  I  never  charged  bis  go- 
vernment with  periidy.     1  stated  facts  to 
the  House,  not  opinions;  and  I  again  say, 
that  I  am  not  answerable  for  the  extracts 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  em- 
ployed his  leisure  in  culling  from  the  news- 
papers.     I  shall  not  follow  him  through 
the   statements  he   has   made ;    but   the 
fact  is,   that   while  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  friends  were  in  office,  pre- 
vious to  the  17th  November,  an  annisticey 
or  a  suspension  of  arms,  was  agreed  upon, 
which  has  now  been  broken  by  the  Dutch 
government.     I  will  state  the  fact,  and 
leave  it  to  others  to  draw  the  inference* 
When  did  the  Dutch   king  renew  hoa- 
tilities  ?     On  Tuesday,  the  2nd  of  August ; 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  GenUemaii  atka, 
**  Can  you  pretend  that  you  had  no  notice 


ld9S  Boihndand  {Auo.  12}  Bil^fhm.  lHU 

that  tb«y  would  b«  renewed,  when,  on  the  ,  structions.  At  that  time  also,  be  delivered 
Wednesday  following,  a  letter  was  read  ,  the  letter  of  August  1st;  and  although 
to  you,  communicating  the  fact?*'  This  he  certainly  stated,  in  some  detail,  the 
may  be  the  right  hon.  Grentleman*s method  grievances  of  his  master  as  regarded 
of  reasoning,  but  it  is  a  strange  application  Belgium,  he  parted  from  me  without  giv- 
of  the  ordinary  rules  of  logic,  to  contend  ;  ing  me  the  slightest  reason  to  suppose 
that  a  notice  of  an  event  is  to  be  given  a  '  that,  twenty-four  hours  before,  the  Dutch 
day  after  the  event  has  happened.  I  can  i  troops  had  entered  Belgium.  So  far, 
only  say,  that  if  he  pursues  such  a  course  therefore,  I  think  I  have  satisfactorily 
in  this  House,  and  gives  his  notices  of  explained  why  I  did  not  then  proceed 
motions  the  day  after  he  has  made  them,  I  with  Dutch  haste  to  summon  the  Pleni- 
he  may  cer(ainly  obtain  decisive  advan-  potentiaries  to  the  Conference.  If  I  had 
tages  over  his  adversaries.  That  advan-  summoned  them,  what  effect  could  have 
tage  the  king  of  Holland  expected  to  ob-  been  produced?  We  cannot  judge  by  the 
tain  ;  for  the  fact  is,  that  his  notice  of  in-  [  result,  because,  on  Wednesday  evening,  an 
tending  to  break  the  armistice  did  not  ar-  '  account  was  received  in  London  from  Sir 
rive  until  after  it  had  been  broken.  What  Charles  Bagot,  that  the  Dutch  army  had 
are  the  words  in  the  letter  of  the  Ist  of  marched,  and  therefore  that  fact  was 
August,onwhich  so  much  reliance  has  been  I  known  before  the  letter  of  the  1st  was 
placed?  '* That  the  king  will  support  his  i  opened.  But  the  experiment  was  tried 
negotiations  by  his  military  means."  First,  I  on  the  ministers  at  the  Hague;  for  this 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  supposed  letter,  which,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
notice  was  given.  The  right  hon.  Gentle-  says,  is  such  a  clear  announcement  of 
man  expresses  his  astonishment  that  any  hostilities,  was  successively  put  into  the 
man  with  two  eyes  in  his  head  and  two  hands  of  the  ministers  of  the  five  Powers 
hands  at  the  ends  of  his  arms,  could  keep  ,  at  the  Hague  ;  and,  without  any  thing  in 
a  letter,  directed  to  another  person,  in  his  ;  the  air  of  that  place  peculiarly  to  blunt 
pocket  for  twenty -four  hours  without  know-  ;  or  obscure  the  faculties,  it  did  not  occur  to 
ing  what  it  contained.  I  do  not  know  what  i  them  that  it  indicated  the  march  of  the 
might  be  the  official  habits  of  the  right  hon.  Dutch  forces.  When  our  Ambassador  at 
Gentleman;  but  this  I  know,  that  what  he  '  the  Hague  heard,  in  the  afternoon,  from 
recommends  are  not  mine.  If  I,  as  a  mem-  !  a  private  source,  that  the  troops  had  cross- 
ber  of  the  Conference,  receive  a  letter  ad-  ed  the  Belgic  frontier,  he  went  to  the 
dressed  to  the  Conference,  1  do  not  think  '  Dutch  minister,  and,  in  answer  to  his 
myself  justified  in  opening  it  but  in  the  demand  for  explanation,  was  informed, 
presence  of  the  other  members.  **  But  i  that  hostilities  were  actually  begun.  The 
(says  he),  how  could  aMinister  of  England,  !  resumption  of  hostilities  took  place,  in  fact, 
at  such  a  perilous  moment — when  the  fate  '  at  the  very  moment  when  the  Dutch  go- 
of Europe  was  hanging  not  on  hours  !  vernment  was  sending  a  minister  to  ne- 
but  on  minutes — receive  a  communication,  gociate.  **  But,"  exclaimed  the  right  hon. 
brought  by  a  special  messenger,  by  the  Gentleman,  '*  what  did  the  French  minis- 
Lightning  steam-boat,  and  keep  it  un-  ter  do  upon  this  same  occasion?  The 
opened  until  the  following  day  i  "  This  telegraphs  were  put  in  motion,  and,  with 
was,  by  the  bye,  his  best  piece  of  pathos,  the  speed  of  light,  the  French  troops 
but  it  wanted  the  foundation  of  fact.     The' 


Conference  had  invited  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands  to  send  a  Plenipotentiary  to 
negociate  a  treaty  of  peace ;  and  if,  in  reply, 
his  Envoy  had  said,  '*  My  master  will  not 
treat,  but  fight,  and  here  is  a  letter  explain- 
ing his  motives"—!  should  have  lost  no 
time  in  summoning  the  members  of  the 
Conference  to  receive  so  important  a  com- 
munication. But  what  did  the  Dutch 
minister  say  in  half  an  hour's  conversation  ? 
— that  he  had  come  to  negociate  peace, 
and  that  his  powers  were  so  ample,  that 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  conclude  a  treaty, 
without  a  reference  even  for  further  in- 


were  put  in  motion  too."  Give  me  leave 
to  tell  him,  that  the  English  minister 
was  not  much  less  active.  The  news 
of  the  march  of  the  Dutch  troops  was 
received  on  Wednesday  evening,  and  on 
that  very  night,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  despatched  an  express  to  the 
Fleet  under  Sir  Edward  Codrington, 
ordering  it  to  the  Downs,  that  it  might 
be  ready  to  act  as  circumstances  requir- 
ed. Did  we  wait  for  the  reading  of  the 
sealed  letter  of  the  1st  of  August,  or 
for  the  most  un-Dutch  reading  of  that  of 
the  2nd  of  August  by  the  Dutch  ambas- 
sador ?    No ;  the  measures  that  seemed 
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iudispeusablc  were  taken  on  the  instant. 
What  becomes  then   of  the  cobweb  so- 
phistry of  the    right   hon.    Gentleman  ? 
Its   flimsiness   is   blown   to   atoms   by  a 
mere  breath  ?     He  has  been  as  mistaken 
in  his  facts,  as  he  has  been  illogical  in  his 
reasoning?     The  fact  of  the  resumption 
of  hostilities  was   communicated    to   the 
Conference  on  Thursday,  and  what  was 
thought  necessary  was  then  done.     Thus, 
I  hope  I  have  answered,  as  far  as  my  duty 
will  allow,  the  very  friendly  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  let  me  remark, 
that  there  cannot  be  a  more  unfair  position 
for  a  Minister  of  State  to  be  placed  in,  than 
to  be  put  upon  his  trial  by  personal  accu- 
sations, and  to  have  his  lips  necessarily 
sealed  against  the  disclosure  of  facts  most 
necessary  to  his  vindication.     Let  me  ob- 
serve, however,  that  when  the  letter  of  the 
1st  August  was  read,  in  Conference  on  the 
Thursday  with  the  passage  about  support- 
ing negotiations    by    military   means,   I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  ask  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries, not  one,   but  both,  whether  they 
knew  the  fact  that  hostilities  had  begun  ? 
They  replied,  that  as   individuals,  they 
might  know  much,  but  that,  as  ministers, 
they  had  no  official  information  to  commu- 
nicate.    I  inquired  whether  they  had  any 
explanation  to  afford  as  to  the  meaning 
of  that  passage  ?  and  their  reply  was,  that 
they  were  not  instructed  to  give  any  expla- 
nation.    I  am  not  accusing  the  Plenipo- 
tentiaries of  any  thing  like  improper  con- 
cealment ;  they  were  sent  to  negociate, 
not  to  announce  that  hostilities  had  ac- 
tually commenced.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  triumphantly  said,  that  if  our 
intellects  were  so  obtuse  as  not  to  under- 
stand  the  words  *'  military  means"  as  a 
renewal  of  war,  there  was  the  Dutch  mi- 
nister, why  was  he  not  asked  the  question  ? 
Why,  Sir,  he  was  asked,  and  I  have  told 
the  House  his  answer.     With  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  letter  of  the  2nd 
day  was  communicated,   the  facts  were  as 
follows :  on  my  way  to  the  House,  on  Fri- 
day, I  called  upon  my  noble  friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  I  found  with 
him  one  of  theministersof  the  Netherlands; 
and,  after  much  conversation,  and  just  as 
we  were  about  to  repair  to  the  House  of 
Parliament,  the  minister  took  out  the  let- 
ter, which  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers, 
and  read  it  hastily.     Perhaps  it  ought  to 
have  made  a  greater  impression  on  my 
mind;  but  it  was  not  addressed  to  the 
English  Govemmenty  and  the  minister  had 


no  intention  to  deliver  a  copy  of  it*     Of 
course,   it  is  not  in  my  possessioDf  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved 
for  it,   I  could  only  have  returned  niL 
I  confess  that,  when  the  question  was 
put  to  me  last  night,    that    letter  was 
not  present  to  my  mind  ;   but,  now  I  re- 
member it,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  in  what 
respect  it  alters  the  case.     A  communi- 
cation on  Friday  could  not,  except  by 
the  convenient  logic  of   the  right   hon. 
Gentleman,  be  regarded  as  a  notice  of  an 
event  that  had  already  taken  place  on 
Tuesday.     The  mode  of  reasoning  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman,    would,    indeed, 
have  been  greatly  aided,'  if  the  Dutch  mi- 
nister had  not  read  that  letter  to  my  noble 
friend  and  myself  until  a  week  alter  the 
march  of  the  army  for  the  Belgic  frontiers. 
Then,  indeed,  we  must  have  been  deprived 
of  all  possible  defence,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  enjoyed  a  signal 
triumph  of  his  peculiar  logic.    As  I  said  in 
the  outset,  I  will  not  enter  into  the  general 
discussion :  the  time  has  not  yet  arrived 
when  we  can  do  so  without  prejudice  to 
great  pending  interests ;  and  if  this  were 
true  some  days  ago,  it  must  be  doubly  so 
now,  as  all  must  be  aware  who  read  the 
newspapers — tlie  pleasant,  but  profitless 
study  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     Any 
man  who  looks  at  the  mighty  events  now 
passing  in  Europe — any  man  who  has  even 
the  slightest  knowledge  of  business — not 
the  long  official  experience  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — who    is   governed   by   good 
sense,  and  not  misguided  by  passion — 
must  be  aware,  that  an  attempt  to  drag 
me  into  debate  mav  afford  an  opportunity 
for  the  gratification  of  personal    vanity, 
when  the  appointed  leaders  and  officers  of 
a  party  are  absent,  or  for  the  display  of 
personal  friendship,  but  it  will  not  receive 
the  public  approbation ;  and  an  individual 
who  adopts  such  a  course  will  not  perform 
good  service  to  his  country. 

Lord  Brudenell  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  bias  of  the  minds  of  Ministers  was 
clearly  against  the  king  of  Holland,  al- 
though he  saw  nothing  reprehensible  in  his 
conduct.  As  a  Member  of  the  English 
House  of  Commons  he  would  say,  that 
the  first  shot  fired  by  the  British  forces, 
on  land  or  water,  against  our  ancient  ally, 
would  be  an  indelible  disgrace  to  the 
country.  He  thought  it  impossible  that 
any  Ministers,  filling  the  situations  of  re- 
sponsible advisers  of  the  Crown,  coold,  at 
the  present  moment,  more  completdy  Uj 
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themselves  open  to  the  accusation  brought 
by  his  right  hon.  friend,  than  did  the 
noble  Lords  and  right  hon.  Grentlemen  op- 
posite.     They   had  been   guilty  of  the 
grossest  injustice  towards    our  old   and 
faithful  allies,  the  Portuguese  in  the  South 
and  the  Dutch  in  the  North — a  French 
fleet   occupied   the  Tagus,  and  the  tri- 
coloured  flag  was  planted  in  the  soil  of 
Holland.     He  lamented  to  say,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  British  Ministry  had  been 
inconsistent  with  itself,  and  marked  by  a 
levity  unworthy  the  executive  government 
of  a  great  country.    He  thought  the  House 
and  the  country  had  a  right  to  complain 
that  Great  Britain  should  have  lent  her 
sanction  to  the  entrance  of  the  French 
fleet  into  the  Tagus.     Passing  from  that 
subject,  however,  he  would  put  this  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
— why  had  they  done  nothing  to  assist  the 
Poles?     But  there  it  would  seem  that  we 
should  have  had  to  deal  with  a  different 
sort  of  enemy.     It  was  one  thing  to  aban- 
don a  weak  country  like  Portugal  or  Hol- 
land, and  quite  another  to  encounter  so 
formidable  a  power  as  that  of  Russia.  The 
fact  was,  and  he  confessed  it  with  humili- 
ation, that  the  tendency  of  our  foreign 
policy  now  was  to  oppress  the  weak,  and 
truckle  to  the  strong.     It  must  be  full  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  noble 
Lords  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  in 
the  habit  of  quotinp^  Lord  Chatham's  re- 
markable words,   '*  that  if  that  House  did 
not  reform  itself  from  within,   it  would  be 
reformed  with  a  vengeance  from  without." 
In  his  apprehension,  there  was  nothing  so 
ill  became  the  present  Ministers,  as  quot- 
ing the  celebrated    Lord  Chatham.      If 
that  distinornished  Statesman  lived  in  the 
present  times,  he  certainly  would  never 
have  gone  the  length  of  the  present  Re- 
form Bill,  however  strong  his  views  might 
have  been  on  that  subject.     But  be  that 
as  it  might,  the  bare  mention   of  Lord 
Chatham's  name  was  a  reproach  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion.    In  the  days  of  Lord  Chatham  Eng- 
land was  respected  by  all  the  nations  of 
Europe,  but  in  these  days  she  had  aban- 
doned all  her  ancient  principles,  and  ought 
to  blush  at  the  name  of   Chatham  — 
she  had  abandoned  her  old  and  faithful 
allies,  rushing  forward  to  grapple  with  the 
weak,  and  perfectly  ready  to  truckle  to 
the  strong.  If  this  system  were  continued, 
the  English  name  would  be  a  by-word  for 
all  that  was  base  and  dishonourable. 


Lord  Eliot  could  asgure  the  Houses  that 
he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  saying  a 
word  about  Portugal,  or  Russia,  or  the 
Poles,  or  parliamentary  Reform.  Indeed, 
after  the  assurance  which  the  noble  Vis- 
count (Viscount  Palmerston)  had  giten 
that  the  explanations  sought  on  that  side 
of  the  House  could  not  be  afforded  with- 
out injury  to  the  public  service,  he  should 
not  have  troubled  the  House  with  a  single 
remark,  had  it  not  been  for  the  circam- 
stance,  that  the  noble  Viscount  had  him- 
self departed  from  that  reserve  which,  on  a 
former  evening,  the  noble  Viscount  told 
them  he  could  not  break  through.  The 
only  point  on  which  he  desired  to  offer 
any  observation  was  this — the  noble  Vis- 
count had  fixed  upon  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands the  stigma  of  the  want  of  good 
faith  and  honour.  He  did  not  think  this 
stigma  just.  It  appeared  ^m  documents 
which  had  been  published,  that  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands  clearly  intimated,  that  he 
should,  under  certain  circumstances,  have 
recourse  to  hostilities.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
question  of  policy  merely,  and  not  of  right, 
whether  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  shonld 
have  recourse  to  hostilities  or  not.  The 
king  of  the  Netherlands  had  put  this  hy- 
pothesis— namely,  that  if  a  foreign  prince 
should  come  as  sovereign  of  Belgiam, 
under  certain  circumstances,  he  would 
have  recourse  to  hostilities  against  Bel- 
gium. But,  besides  this  stigma,  which,  if 
he  had  read  the  documents  rightly,  was 
not  justly  laid  upon  the  king  of  Holland, 
the  noble  Lord  had  appeared  to  him  to 
deal  in  innuendoes  against  that  prince. 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  them  to  under- 
stand that  the  Dutch  Plenipotentiaries, 
upon  being  called  on  to  explain  what  was 
meant  by  moyens  militaires,  had  declined 
to  do  so.  Now  his  authority  might  not 
be  very  good — and  if  it  w^ere  wrong,  per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  would  correct  it — but 
he  had  it  upon  authority  that  one  of  the 
plenipotentiaries  distinctly  stated — "We 
(meaning  the  Dutch)  are  at  war  with  Prince 
Leopold. "  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  any  longer,  and  he  should  not  have 
said  thus  much  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
departed  from  that  precept,  which  on  a 
former  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had  pre- 
scribed to  himself  and  others. 

Lord  Starmont  would  not  persevere  in 
the  motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice^ 
but  he  wished  to  ask  his  noble  friend^ 
whether  a  communication  had  not  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  king  of  Holland, 
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90  far  back  as  the  23rd  of  June,  the  effect 
of  which  was,  that,  if  n,  king  were  put 
upon  the  throne  of  Belgium  without  a 
treaty — the  terms  of  which  were  defined — 
being  feigned — the  king  of  Holland  would 
have  recourse  to  military  measures  (he 
was  not  sure  whether  the  words  *'  military 

« 

measures"  were  used — or  whether  the 
phrase  was  ^^  coercive  measures/'  or  some* 
thing  to  that  purpose)  in  order  to  support 
his  rights  ?  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  namely,  that  on  the  1st  of 
August,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs)  was 
in  possession  of  a  sealed  communication 
of  tha  utmost  importance,  as  it  turned 
out,  which  he  retained  unopened  for 
twenty-four  hours.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, the  noble  Lord  might  well  have 
supposed,  that  it  contained  matter  of 
importance  ;  it  might,  therefore,  very 
naturally  be  supposed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  have  lost  a  moment  in 
calUng  together  the  members  of  the  Con- 
ference, and  ascertaining  its  contents;  It 
accordingly  could  be  no  matter  of  surprise, 
tbat  his  right  hon.  friend  should  express 
his  surprise,  that  the  communication  in 
question  should  so  lon^^  have  remained 
unopened.  There  could  bo  no  sort  of 
doubt,  that  in  the  whole  of  these  matters, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  taken  things 
too  easily ;  and  he  felt  perfectly  assured, 
that  the  occurrence  referred  to,  ought  to 
be  a  lesson  for  the  noble  Lord,  from  which, 
it  was  to  be  hoped,  that  in  future  he  would 
profit.  If  another  occasion  of  the  same 
sort  occurred,  he  would  venture  to  pre- 
dictf  that  the  noble  l/)rd  would  take 
special  care  not  to  lose  a  moment  in  sum- 
moning a  Conference.  It  was  quite  a 
mistake  in  the  noble  Lord  to  suppose,  that 
his  right  hon.  friend  meant  to  blame  him 
for  not  opening  the  seal  of  the  packet. 
The  complaint  was,  not  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  unwilling  to  break  the  seal,  but 
that  he  neglected  to  call  the  Conference 
together,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
the  contents  of  these  documents.  The 
noble  Lord,  and  his  right  hon.  friend, 
were  educated  in  the  same  official  school, 
and  the  House  roust  know,  that  to  break 
sealed  communk»tions,  was  not  the  prac- 
tice of  that  school  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
vrat  justified  in  assuming,  that  his  right 
liOD.  friend  would  Iks  as  slow  to  recom- 
mend, as  the  noble  Lord  himself  could  be 
to  adopt,  such  a  practice. 


Sir  George  Murray  did  oat  wish  to 
prolong  this  discussion,  but  thought,  that 
the  subject  was  one  of  sufficient  import- 
ance, to  justify  him  in  making  a  few 
observations  upon  it.  The  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  had  complained, 
that  he  was  put  upon  his  defence,  at  a 
time  when  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
produce  the  documents  that  were  essential 
to  that  defence.  But,  had  t\\e  noble 
Viscount  dealt  in  the  same  manner  with 
another  party?  Had  not  the  noble  Vis- 
count acted  towards  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands in  the  very  way  which  he  com- 
plained of,  when  that  way  was  pursued 
with  regard  to  himself?  Surely  the  noble 
Viscount  had  so  acted,  in  bringing  a  direct 
accusation  of  bad  faith  against  the  king 
of  the  Netherlands.  On  Saturday  last, 
the  noble  Viscount  said,  that  an  "ar- 
mistice had  been  broken,"  and  after- 
wards, that  *'  an  armistice  had  been  tio- 
lated,''  by  the  king  of  Holland.  That 
was  certainly  a  very  grave  charge  against 
an  old  ally  of  the  country  ;  ana  when  bis 
right  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  put  it  to  the 
noble  Viscount,  whether  those  expressions 
were  not  too  strong,  and  whether  they 
might  not  have  been  used  inadvertently, 
the  noble  Viscount  adhered  to  thero,  ob- 
serving, that  there  had  been  two  armis- 
tices, the  latter  of  which  had  been  brokeOf 
and  adding,  that  up  to  the  moment  in 
which  he  was  speaking,  no  official  notice 
had  been  received  of  an  intention  to  break 
it.  On  the  following  Tuesday,  the  noble 
Viscount,  stated,  that  no  communication 
had  been  made  by  the  Dutch  minister  to 
the  noble  Viscount,  or  to  the  Conference, 
cither  verbally,  or  in  writing,  which  coald 
give  them  ground  to  suppose,  that  the 
Dutch  troops  were  to  be  moved  beyond 
the  limits  of  their  own  territories.  He 
heard  the  noble  Viscount  state  this  in  that 
House ;  and  in  another  place,  a  few 
minutes  afterwards,  he  heard  it  stated, 
that  the  Dutch  king  had  communieated 
his  intention  of  using  military  means. 
Now  the  document  in  which  this  eapfcs- 
sion  *<  military  means''  was  used,  he  could 
interpret  only  as  a  document,  which  dis- 
tinctly announced,  that  the  Dutch  king 
intended  to  employ  his  army  in  sumKMt  of 
negotiations,  on  which,  during  their  con- 
tinuance of  nine  months,  the  Dutch  king 
had  found,  that  his  interests  were  invariaMr 
made  subservient  to  the  interests  of  Be£i 
gium.     Under  these  circaoMtaBCiBy   lie 
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could  not  uoderstsmd  how  thia  Govern- 
ment could  say,  that  no  notice  had  been 
given  of  the  king  of  Holland's  intention  to 
break  the  armistice.  Let  the  House  also 
observe  what  the  Dutch  minister  said  to  all 
the  Ministers  engaged  in  the  Conference. 
The  Dutch  minister  said,  '*  as  the  plan  of 
establishina;  an  armistice  has  never  been 
realized,  there  exists  only  a  cessation  of 
hostilities.*'  Thus  the  chief  Minister  of 
Holland  was  at  issue  with  the  noble 
Viscount,  and  declared,  that  in  fact  there 
existed  no  armistice,  while  the  noble 
Viscount  declared,  that  an  armistice  had 
been  broken.  He  had  also  understood 
the  noble  Viscount  to  say,  that  hostilities, 
and  the  letter  which  had  been  so  much 
canvassed,  were  simultaneous,  but  he 
confessed,  that  from  all  that  had  been 
stated,  he  could  not  see  how  there  was 
any  ground  for  this  statement.  In  a  word, 
throughout  the  whole  transaction,  he 
conceived  that  there  was  not  the  shadow 
of  ground  for  imputing  a  breach  of  faith  to 
the  king  of  the  Netherlands.  He  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  thus  much, 
because  the  public  attention  ought  to  be 
strongly  directed  to  this  matter.  For  this 
reason  only  did  he  make  any  remarks, 
and  was  so  far  from  having  any  desire  to 
call  for  information  upon  this  subject,  that 
he  should  be  very  sorry  to  incur  the 
responsibility  of  pressing  Ministers  for 
documents,  j^the  production  of  which. 
Ministers  declared,  would  be  injurious  to 
the  public  service,  lie  fully  admitted,  not 
only  that  the  Ministers  were  justified  in 
withholding  such  information,  but  that  it 
was  their  duty  to  withhold  it.  Still,  bow- 
ever,  he  did  think,  as  public  attention 
was  directed  to  these  things,  that  it  ought 
to  have  the  means  of  judging  correctly. 
He  thought  also,  that  the  public  attention 
ought  to  be  directed  to  the  recent  trans- 
actions with  regard  to  Portugal — another 
old  ally  of  this  country — because  there 
was  an  appearance,  that  our  policy  in  those 
transactions  was  subordinate  to  that  of  a 
neighbouring  power — he  meant  France — 
a  power  of  which  he  should  be  the  last 
man  to  speak  with  disrespect,  especiallv 
so  far  as  regarded  that  part  of  it  which 
consisted  of  the  profession  to  which  he 
belonged,  the  military  part  of  it.  It  was 
very  possible,  that  when  the  proper  time 
arrived,  the  Ministers  might  be  able  to 
adduce  a  sufficient  ground  of  justification 
of  their  conduct.  He  bad  no  right  to 
doubti  that  the  Ministers  could  sKlduce 


grounds  which  would  justify  thftm ;  yet, 
let  him  tell  them,  that  it  would  be  neces* 
sary  to  adduce  very  strong  p;round8  indeed, 
to  satisfy  the  British  nation  of  the  {uro- 
priety  of  a  British  fleet  performing  evolu- 
tions in  the  Channel,  when  a  French  fleet 
was  forcing  the  harbour  of  an  ancient  ^y 
of  England.  With  regard  to  the  separation 
of  Holland  and  Belgium,  he  had  no  besi« 
tation  in  saying,  that  he  felt  no  objection 
to  the  disunion  of  those  places  which  had 
been  united  in  1814  and  18^15,  if  such 
disunion  were  expedient,  and  if  the  dis- 
united portions  of  the  kingdom  of  the 
Netherlands  were  protected  against  the 
encroachments  of  France.  Public  rumour 
had  stated,  that  the  British  fleet  was  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Congress.  Now  be 
should  be  glad  to  know,  if  the  army  under 
Gjeneral  Girard  was  also  at  the  aisposal 
of  the  Congress,  and  if  Uiat  army  would 
be  as  easily  withdrawn  upon  an  intimatioa 
from  the  Congress,  as  the  British  fleet 
would  be  upon  a  similar  intimation  ?  It 
had  been  boasted  in  the  French  King's 
speech,  that  Belgium  was  not  to  form  a 
part  of  the  Germanic  Confederation.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  would  have  been 
more  satisfactory  to  this  countrVf  as  well 
as  more  advantageous  to  Belgium,  if  Bel- 
gium had  formed  part  of  the  Germanic 
Confederation,  instead  of  being,  as  thus 
announced,  wholly  dependent  for  assist- 
ance on  France.  There  was  another  point 
to  which  he  thought  the  public  attention 
ought  to  be  directed.  The  king  of  Bel- 
gium was  now  exposed  to  danger,  and,  if 
it  should  unfortunately  happen,  that  that 
prince  should  fall,  he  begged  to  know, 
whether  any  arrangement  had  been  made 
respecting  the  appointment  of  a  successor. 
A  French  army  had  now  advanced  into 
Belgium,  accompanied  by  that  prince 
who  had  been  the  first  choice  of  the  Bel- 
gians— the  prince  whom  they  had  originally 
chosen  in  preference  to  king  Leopold ;  and 
he  wished,  therefore,  to  know  whether,  io 
the  event  of  such  a  misfortune  as  that  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  occurringy  such 
steps  had  been  resolved  upon,  as  would 
secure  the  independence  of  Belgium,  and 
prevent  that  country  from  falling  into  the 
hands  of  France.  In  conclusion,  he  had 
only  to  observe,  that  although  the  Congrese 
was  not  responsible  to  that  House,  yet, 
that  there  was  in  the  Congress  a  British 
Minister,  who  was  responsible  to  the  House, 
and  whom  the  country  would  eipect  to  do 
his  duty,  thereby  keeping  up  the  character 
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of  England  as  the  protector  of  the  weak 
against  the  strong,  and  as  a  vigilant 
and  efficient  check  upon  the  ambition  of 
France. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that,  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  he  must,  however  re- 
luctantly, prolong  this  discussion  by  one 
or  two  observations.  The  speeches  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  were  gene- 
rally remarkable  for  candour  and  for  fair- 
ness, but  he  must  say  that,  on  the  present 
occasion,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  was  remarkable  for  the 
absence  both  of  candour  and  of  fairness. 
For  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  know- 
ing and  admitting:,  that  circumstances 
precluded  the  Ministers  from  entering,  at 
that  time,  upon  their  defence,  had  thrown 
out,  in  the  way  of  caution  and  suspicion, 
certain  hints  and  surmises,  that  theconduct 
of  Ministers  had  not  been  consistent  with 
their  duty.  This,  he  must  say,  was  most 
unfair  to  the  Ministers,  especially  when  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  admitted, 
that  the  materials  of  the  justification  of 
Ministers  ought  not  to  be  produced,  if  the 
production  of  them  would  be  disadvant- 
ageous to  the  public  service,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  been  told  that 
the  production  of  them  would  be  ;  and  he 
must  further  say,  that  if  the  public  were 
to  be  infected  with  the  doubts  and  sur- 
mises of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
which,  however,  he  did  not  think  very 
likely,  the  course  which  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  taken  might  prove 
exceedingly  injurious  to  the  general  inter- 
ests of  the  country.  He  hoped  and  be- 
lieved, that  the  public  would  suspend  their 
judgment,  until  they  had  before  them  the 
only  certain  means  of  fomiing  a  correct 
opinion  upon  the  whole  transactions  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  al- 
luded. Whatever  doubts  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  might  entertain,  as  to  the 
Ministers  having  acted  consistently  with 
the  honour  and  the  interests  of  the  country, 
he  trusted,  that  the  country  would  enter- 
tain no  such  doubts,  and  that  the  House 
and  the  country  would  recollect,  that  these 
doubts  had  been  stated  at  a  time  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
stated  them,  knew  and  admitted,  that  the 
means  of  refuting  them  were  necessarily 
withheld.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  adverting  to  a  single  topic  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman ;  but  he 
Itad  thought  it  necessary,  as  well  for  his 


own  character,  as  for  that  of  bia  colleagues, 
publicly  to  protest  against  those  doubts 
and  surmises  to  which  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  thought  it  so  essen- 
tial that  the  public  attention  should  be 
directed. 

Sir  George  Murray  thought,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  a  little  overstated  the  ob- 
servations which  fell  from  him.  He  had 
stated,  that  the  Ministers  might  have  full 
means  of  justification,  that  he  hoped  they 
had,  and  that  he  had  no  right  to  doubt 
they  had,  and  would  produce  them  at  the 
proper  time. 

Mr.  Praed  expressed  the  regret  he  felt 
that  no  information  had  been  afforded  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  no  explanation  given, 
of  the  extraordinary  course  which  the  Mi- 
nisters had  pursued  in  the  cases  of  Portu- 
gal and  Belgium.  Three  charges  were 
made  against  the  noble  Lord  by  his  right 
hon. friend  (Mr.  Croker),  and  these  charges, 
relative  to  the  statemeuts  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  were,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
said,  that  the  armistice  was  broken — that 
no  notice  of  breaking  it  had  been  given — 
and  that  the  king  of  the  Netherlands  had 
acted  in  a  treacherous  manner.  And 
how  were  these  charges  met  ?  He  (Mr. 
Praed)  would  venture  to  say,  that,  in  no 
one  of  the  three  cases,  had  any  explanation 
been  given,  or  had  any  facts  been'  stated, 
upon  which  the  noble  Lord  could  rest  a 
satisfactory  defence  of  having  made  those 
accusations.  After  all  that  had  transpired, 
of  the  several  communications  from  Hol- 
land, and  all  that  had  been  said  bv  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  it  was  now  clear,  as 
he  thought,  that  due  notice  had  been 
given  to  his  Majesty's  Ministersof  the  de- 
termination to  renew  hostilities ;  and  vet 
the  impression  the  former  speech  of  ihe 
noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  was 
calculated  to  make^ — and  it  did  produce 
that  impression,  was — that  Ministers  had 
received  no  such  notice.  It  was  the  im- 
pression made  at  the  time,  as  he  now 
thought,  most  unfairly,  in  the  House,  and 
also  throughout  the  country.  He  would 
now  ask,  whether  there  was  any  justifica- 
tion for  casting  such  an  imputation  as 
these  statements  necessarily  cast  upon  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands?  He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  longer  a  question^ 
whether  a  notice  had  been  given  or  not 
That  point  he  looked  upon  as  settled,  in 
the  mind  of  every  unprejudiced  person ; 
but  it  was  yet  a  matter  of  grave  oousider- 
atiou^  how  far  Ministers  were  justifiable  ia 
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the  censures  which  they  cast  upon  one  of 
the  most  ancient  of  British  allies.  He 
hoped,  that  nothing  which  transpired, 
either  during  the  late  negotiations,  or  in 
the  discussions  in  Parliament,  would  tend 
in  the  least  to  disturb  the  friendlv  relations 
which  had  so  long  existed  between  this  coun- 
try and  Holland ;  and  he  hoped  that,  even 
now  at  the  thirteenth  hour,  Ministers  would 
revert  to  our  treaties,  and  adhere  to  them, 
as  we  were  bound,  in  all  negotiations  and 
intercourse  with  other  countries.  Of  our 
engagements  with  these  countries,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  breach,  and 
that  the  good  faith  and  honour  of  England 
would  be  preserved  unsullied. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  several  Members  of  the  opposite 
side,  who  had  left  the  House,  bad  carried 
with  them  the  conviction  that  their  noble 
friend  had  satisfactorily  answered  all  the  i 
observations  which  had  been  addressed  to 
him  ;  but  if  they  had  not  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  be  absent  now,  and,  perhaps,  better 
engaged,  conviction  in  that  case  might  not 
be  so  complete.  After  what  had  occurred 
in  the  preceding  part  of  the  Debate,  he 
should  not  think  it  necessary  to  say  a 
word,  were  it  not  for  a  charge  made  against 
his  right  hon.  friend,  of  having  alluded,  in 
a  tone  of  asperity,  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite. Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
House,  whether  one  word  had  been  said 
by  his  right  hon.  friend,  which  could,  even 
for  a  moment,  cause  an  unpleasant  sensa- 
tion, either  to  the  noble  Lord,  or  to  any 
other  person.  With  respecV  to  the  main 
point  under  discussion,  namely,  whether 
due  notice  had  been  given  by  the  king  of 
Holland  of  his  intention  to  resume  hostili- 
ties, he  might  be  permitted  to  say  a  word 
or  two.  Having  read  such  of  the  docu- 
ments of  this  negotiation  as  had  been 
made  public ;  and  having  listened  atten- 
tively to  all  that  had  been  said  on  be- 
half of  Ministers,  he  was  free  to  say,  that 
he  could  not  see,  upon  any  principle  of 
the  law  of  nations,  or  of  any  code  of  mo- 
rality, that  in  fairness,  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands could  be  charged  with  any  vio- 
lation of  his  engagement,  or  any  breach  of 
armistice.  In  point  of  fact,  no  armistice 
had  existed,  and  there  was  no  document, 
no  treaty,  no  paper,  nor  engagement  in 
existence,  by  which  the  king  of  the  Ne- 
therlands was  bound  to  give  any  notice  of 
his  intention  to  recommence  hostilities. 
The  charges  made  against  that  monarch — 
unfortunate  monarch,  as  be  was  called — 


was  peculiarly  crael  when  coming  from  a 
British  Minister.  True  it  was,  in  one 
sense,  that  he  was  unfortunate,  bat  in 
what  sense  could  he  be  considered  crimi- 
nal? It  was  more  criminal,  at  least  it 
was  most  insulting,  to  attempt  to  trample 
upon  him  in  his  misfortunes.  A  charge 
came  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  special  pleading  had  been  used  by 
the  Opposition.  Now,  the  special  plead- 
ing was  with  those  who  complained  of 
want  of  notice,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  no 
notice  was  required  by  any  existing  en- 
gagement. It  was  also  special  pleading 
to  call  a  cessation  of  hostilities  an  armis- 
tice ;  and  he  would  again  confidently  as- 
sert, that  a  renewal  of  hostilities  on  the 
part  of  Holland,  was  not,  in  point  of 
honour,  or  according  to  the  law  of  nations, 
a  violation  of  any  international  duty.  If 
there  was  any  document  by  which  the 
king  of  the  Netherlands  was  bound  to  give 
notice,  the  noble  Lord  might  be  in  pos- 
session of  it ;  but  he  had  never  heard  of 
any,  and  under  such  circumstances,  it 
was  most  unjust,  as  well  9^  impolitic,  to 
say,  that  any  breach  of  agreement  was 
imputable  to  the  king  of  the  Netherlands. 
He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  inquiry 
respecting  the  sealed  letter,which  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  think  himself  justifi- 
able in  opening.  On  that  subject,  which 
was  one  of  diplomatic  etiquette,  the  noble 
Lord  was  the  best  judge  ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  was  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  where,  by  the  bye,  he  never  sat, 
he  might  have  thought,  as  he  (Sir  Charles 
Wetherell)  and  some  of  his  friends  thought, 
that  a  letter  addressed  to  a  Conference 
might  have  been  opened  by  the  head  or 
organ  of  that  Conference;  but  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  right  or  not,  or  whe- 
ther the  king  of  Holland  had  or  had  not 
given  notice,  it  would  be  more  becoming 
the  Minister  of  England  to  show  a  feeling 
of  sympathy,  rather  than  of  acrimony, 
towards  the  acts  of  that  monarch.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  noble  Lord  had  exercised 
a  prudent  discretion  in  not  allowing  him- 
self to  be  drawn  into  a  discussion  of  the 
whole  of  the  Belgic  negotiations,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  affairs  of  that  country, 
but  it  was  not  right  in  the  noble  Lord,  nor 
in  any  person,  to  attack  the  king  of  the 
Netherlands ;  and  to  rescue  him  from  such 
an  imputation,  was  the  object,  and  he 
thought  the  successful  object,of  the  Motion 
then  before  the  House.  The  situation  of  that 
monarch  was  one  of  peculiar  hardship ;  he 
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could  not  without  alarm, witness,  the  quick 
inarch  ri  chcval  of  the  French  towards 
Holland.  At  a  call,  20,000  French  ca- 
valry, and  30,000  infantry  marched  to  the 
frontiers.  Thus  was  the  safety  of  Holland 
endangered,  and,  at  the  same  time,  be  it 
recollected,  there  was  a  French  fleet  in  the 
Tagus,  menacing  the  independence  of 
Portugal.  This  was  a  state  of  things 
which  he  could  not  witness  without  alarm  ; 
not  that  he  meant  to  charge  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  with  any  participation  in  such 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  French; 
but  he  partook  of  those  British  feeling 
which,  he  was  sure,  pervaded  the  whole 
country,  when  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
neither  Portugal  nor  Belgium  would  be 
ever  under  the  dominion  of  France. 

Amendment  negatived  without  a  di- 
vision. 

Upon  the  original  question,  "  that  the 
House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Reform  Bill,''  being  put, 

Mr.  Croker  said,  he  was  sure  that  if 
ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  the  indul- 
gence of  a  reply  would  not  be  denied  to 
an  hon.  Member,  this  was  that  case.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 

Eermit  him  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to 
is  noble  friend  on  that  occasion.  He 
would  address  his  noble  friend  opposite 
in  the  same  spirit,  and  with  the  same  feel- 
inn,  with  which  he  had  commenced  this 
debate,  and  he,  for  one,  should  greatly 
lament  indeed,  if,  in  discussing  the  acts  of 
the  Minister,  they  should  not  be  carefully 
and  distinctly  separated  from  the  indi- 
vidual character  of  the  man.  Without 
wishing  to  give  offence,  he  could  not  help 
sayinff,  that  one  expression  had  fallen 
from  him  which  appeared  to  have  been 
mistaken  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  with 
regard  to  which  he  was  desirous  to  make 
an  observation.  His  noble  friend  had  said, 
that  he  (Mr.  Croker)  had  managed  this 
evening,  in  the  absence  of  his  natural  and 
appointed  leaders,  to  take  a  benefit  for 
himself.  Though  the  noble  Lord  had  read 
him  a  lecture  upon  oratory,  he  would 
confess,  that  he  thought  the  metaphor 
which  the  noble  Lord  ventured  in  this  in- 
stance, was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  bad 
one.  He  supposed,  however,  that  he 
must  accept  it  as  a  benefit.  Now,  both 
in  making  this  motion  to-night,  and  in 
giving  notice  of  it  last  night,  he  had  taken 
eire  to  guard  himself  against  any  impu- 
Ittion  of  vanity,  such  as  the  noble  Lord 
would  fii  upon  him.    He  had  stated  last 


night,  that  it  was  his  wish  to  make  the 
motion   then,  and  it    was  only  in    con- 
sideration of  existing  circumstances^  and 
out  of  courtesy  to  the  noble  Lordy  that 
he  had  postponed  it.     He  was  anxious  to 
give  his  noble  friend  notice  of  the  Mo- 
tion before  he  brought  it  forward^  and  it 
was,  therefore,  not  for  the  purpose  of  having 
a  benefit  to  himself  that  he  brought  it  for- 
ward this  evening.  His  noble  friend,  in  the 
commencement  of  his  speech,  had  been  ex- 
ceedingly facetious  in  regard  to  his  (Mr. 
Croker*s)  country,  and  his  noble  friend 
would  give  him  leave  to  say,  that  such 
sarcasms,  not  very  becoming  in  any  one, 
came  with  a  particular  bad  grace  frotn  his 
noble  friend  who  to  that  country  owed  his 
ancestry,  his  property,  and  his  title.     His 
noble  friend  had  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Croker) 
had  concluded  a  speech  of  blunders  with  a 
practical  bull,  for  that  he  had  mored  fbr  a 
copy  of  a  letter  of  the  1st  of  August,  while 
in  fact,  the  letter  he  wanted  was  that  of 
the  2nd  of  August.      His  noble  friend, 
in  making  that  statement,  would   seem 
determined  to  vindicate  his  own  relation- 
ship with  that  country  to  which  he  had 
just  before  alluded  as  the  parent  of  blun- 
ders,    [cries  qf  **  okj*  from   the  Aftait- 
terial  benches!]     When  he  fMr.  Croker) 
was  in  office  he  had  always  felt  it  his  duty 
to  give  a  patient  hearing  to  Gentlemen  who 
spoke  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
He  thought  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Gentle- 
men who  were  in  office  to  listen  with  pa- 
tience to  those  who  spoke  from  the  opposite 
sideof  the  House,  oratleastnotto  interrupt 
them.     Other  Gentlemen,  independent  of 
Government,  niieht  be,  perhaps,  forgiven 
a  little  occasional  impatience,  but  it  was 
not  courteous  nor  decent  on  the  part  of 
members  of  the  Government  whose  at- 
tendance in  that  House  was,  he  might 
venture  to  say  salaried,  to  act  in  such  a 
manner.    He  was  going  to  say,  when  he 
was  thus  interrupted,  that  his  noble  friend 
must   have  fallen  into  a  most  singular 
mistake;   for,  after  telling  him,  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  a  practical  bull  in  not 
moving  for  the  letter  of  the  2nd  of  Au- 
gust, towards  the  conclusion  of  his  speech 
his  noble  friend  had  said,  that  if  he  had 
moved  for  that  letter,  his  return  to  that 
motion  must  have   been  niL     He  (Mr. 
Croker)  was  well  aware  of  that,  better  in- 
deed than  his  noble  friend  had  been  when 
the  discussion  began;  and  he  therefore 
had  expressly  stated  in  the  coudtlsion 
of  his  speech,  that  he  did  not  bo? e  for 
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the  letter  of  the  2nd  of  August,  be* 
cause  his  noble  friend  had  been  so  in- 
attentive as  not  to  have  obtained  an  offi- 
cial copy  of  it.  He  saw,  that  the  letter 
of  the  1st  of  August  was  sufficient  for 
the  vindication  of  the  king  of  Holland, 
and  that  it  was  in  the  official  possession  of 
his  noble  friend,  and  therefore  moved 
for  a  copy  whereas  he  knew  that  the 
letter  of  the  2nd  of  August  was  not 
in  his  possession,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
would  be  no  use  in  moving  for  a  copy  of 
it.  He  said,  in  bringing  forward  this 
Motion,  that  that  letter  ought  to  be  in  his 
noble  friend's  possession,  and  that  was, 
in  fact,  one  of  the  charges  which  he  had 
brought  against  his  noble  friend.  If  his 
noble  friend  would  maintain,  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  letter  of  the  1st  of  Au- 
gust that  could  be  considered  as  a  notice 
from  the  king  of  Holland,  why  had  he  la- 
boured to  show  that  it  was  not  a  notice,  and 
ih^tmorjens  militaires  did  not  mean  military 
measures?  Why  had  the  noble  Earl,  (Earl 
Grey),  in  another  place,  endeavoured  to 
show  that  it  was  not  a  proper  notice  ?  His 
argument  was,  that  it  was  a  notice  plain 
in  its  meaning  and  in  its  contents ;  and 
that,  in  fact,  it  was  now  universally  ad- 
mitted to  be  so.  His  noble  friend  had  said, 
that  he  (Lord  Palmerston)  did  not  write  in 
newspapers.  Such  an  observation  from 
his  noble  friend  was  to  him  (Mr.  Croker) 
a  little  surprising,  if  it  meant  to  imply  that, 
in  the  moment  of  relaxation  from  official 
business,  he  would  not  condescend  to  em- 
ploy himself  in  such  an  occupation  as  that ; 
and,  indeed,  the  noble  Lord's  friends 
around  him,  cheered  the  statement  with 
a  vociferation,  which  appeared  to  imply 
that  the  occupation  itself  was  in  some 
degree  a  degrading  one.  Now,  what  he 
was  about  to  say,  he  could  assure  his  noble 
friend  he  would  say  in  perfect  good 
humour.  He  would  say,  that  if  that  cheer 
meant  to  insinuate,  that  those  who  wrote 
for  newspapers  pursued  a  degrading  occu- 
pation— l^Lord  Falmerston  nodded  dmentj] 
His  noble  friend  signified  that  he  did  not 
share  that  opinion,  and  he  should  there- 
fore not  say  what  he  was  about  to  utter. 
He  might  be  allowed,  however,  to  ob- 
serve, in  reference  to  this  topic,  that  if 
any  person  should  hereafter  collect  those 
fugitive  pieces  which  had  been  attributed 
to  him  (Mr.  Croker) — ^with  what  justice 
the   House  would  be  presently  able  to 

{'udge, — he  repeattd,  that  if  such  a  col- 
•ctioQ  ihould  be  nudti  atid  that  the 


merit  of  those  pieces  should  continue  to 
be  attributed  to  him,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  do  justice  to  his  noble  friend,  by 
declaring  that  some  of  the  best  and  moit 
remarkable  amongst  them  were  his  (Loid 
Palmerston's)  own.  He  remembered  well 
the  days  which  he  spent  with  his  noble 
friend,  not  certainly  in  business  of  the 
grave  importance  which  now  occupied  his 
noble  friend's  time,  but  in  lighter  and  more 
agreeable  occupations.  He  recalled  with 
pleasure  those  earlier  days,  in  which  they 
pursued  and  enjoyed, '  not  indeed  the 
"search  of  deep  philosophy,'^  that  the 
poet  delighted  to  remember,  but — 

Wit,  eloquence,  and  poesy  i 
Arts  which  I  Ioy'd,foff  they,  my  friend,  were  thine. 

His  noble  friend  said,  that  he  had  expect- 
ed him  to  break  the  seal  of  a  letter  which 
was  not  addressed  to  him,  and  his  tioble 
friend  had  asked,  in  what  school  oTinttftds 
had  he  learned  such  adoctrine  ?  But  he  IumI 
distinctly  said,  that  as  his  noble  fVietid  was 
chairman  of  the  Conference,  he  supposed 
it  was  usual  for  him  to  open  the  letters 
addressed  to  the  Conference,  and  he  had 
asked,  if  such  were  the  custom,  why  had 
not  his  noble  friend  done  so  in  this  b- 
stance  ?  He  hoped  that  that  statetnent 
would  remove  the  erroneous  impression 
which  appeared  to  be  made  on  his  noble 
friend's  mind,  that  he  (Mr.  Croker^  had 
asked  him  to  break  the  -seal  of  a  letter 
which  was  not  addressed  to  him.  He 
could  not  help  complaining  that  his  noble 
friend  had  again  iu  his  speech  used 
the  words  "  armistice,"  and  "  violation 
of  the  armistice,"  when  his  noble  friend 
should  have  recollected,  that  it  was  now 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  a  suspension 
of  hostilities  had  merely  taken  place, 
which  was  a  very  different  sort  of  thine. 
In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  assure  hts 
noble  friend,  that  in  the  display  of  ability 
which  he  had  made  in  his  speech  that 
night,  he  had  done  nothing  but  confirm 
the  high  opinion  which  he  had  always  en* 
tertained  of  his  talents,  and  if,  m  the 
bringing  forward  his  motion,  anv  thing 
which  he  had  addressed  to  the  Minister^ 
had  been  taken  as  addressed  to  the  man, 
his  noble  friend  was  completely  mistaken 
in  such  an  application  of  his  obserrations. 
Lord  Palmerston  assured  his  right  hon 
friend,  that,  when  they  had  thrown  aWajr 
their  foils,  and  had  concluded  this  ditctis- 
sion,  the  reciprocal  thrusts  which  they 
might  have  given  each  other  in  the  debaH 
would  not  leare  a  wound  behiad. 
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Parliamentary  Reform — Bill  for 
England  —  Committee — Twenty-se- 
cond Day.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  read, 
and  the  House  went  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Reform  of  Parliament  (En«;land)  Bill. 

The  blanks  havini;  been  filled  up  in 
Clause  11,  that  Clause,  enacting  that  the 
following  counties,  contained  in  schedule 
G,  namely,  Chcster,Cornwall,Cuniberland, 
Derby,  Devon,Durham,  Essex,  Gloucester, 
Kent,  Hampshire,  Lancaster,  Leicester, 
Norfolk,  Northumberland,  Northani])ton, 
Nottingham,  Salop,  Somerset,  Staflbrd, 
Suffolk,  Surrey,  Sussex,  Warwick,  Wilts, 
and  Worcester,  shall  be  divided  into  two 
divisions,  and  shall  return  four  Knights  of 
the  Shire  each — was  agreed  to  without 
discussion. 

Clause  10,  postponed  on  the  previous 
night,  enacting  ''  That,  in  all  future  Par- 
liaments, there  should  be  four  Knights  of 
the  Shire  instead  of  two,  to  serve  for  the 
county  of  Lincoln — that  is  to  say,  two  for 
the  parts  of  Lindsay,  in  the  said  county, 
and  two  for  the  parts  of  Kcstevcn  and 
Holland,  in  the  same  county ;  and  that 
such  four  knights  shall  be  chosen  in  the 
same  manner,  and  by  the  same  classes 
and  description  of  voters,  and  in  respect  of 
the  same  several  rights  of  voting,  as  if  the 
said  parts  of  Lindsay  were  a  separate 
county,  and  the  said  parts  of  Kcstevcn 
and  Holland  together,  were  also  a  separate 
county,**  was  read. 

Mr.  Wilks  felt  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  the  division  of  counties  which  had  been 
carried  last  night,  but  as  that  had  been 
decided  by  so  great  a  majority,  he  did  not 
think  that  it  would  be  courteous  towards 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  press  his  oppo- 
sition to  this  clause.  To  that  principle, 
however,  his  objections  remained  as  strong 
as  before  that  discussion  took  place.  The 
very  reasons  assigned  by  the  defenders 
increased  his  disgust  ana  alarm,  so  much 
had  been  said  about  a  necessity  to  support 
the  influence  of  property,  an  influence 
which  one  great  object  of  the  present  Bill 
went  to  prevent.  As  these  reasons  showed 
that  patronage  and  nomination  would  be 
the  certain  result,  he  must  deprecate  the 
measure,  as  tending  to  subvert  the  very 
foundation  on  which  the  Bill  was  raised. 
He,  therefore,  upon  every  fitting  occasion, 
would  express  his  regret  at  the  decision 
which  had  been  come  to  on  this  clause. 
In  particular,  he  must  deplore  the  division 
of  the  county  of  Lincoln,  from  which  he 
expected  vehement  contests  and  disastrous 


dissensions.  He  would  endeavour  to  con- 
fine the  few  observations  he  had  to  make 
to  the  clause  before  them.  As  it  had 
been  established  that  a  division  of  the 
county  of  Lincoln  must  certainly  take 
place,  he  approved  that  such  division 
should  be  made  by  Parliament,  and  con- 
sist of  Lindsay  for  one  part,  and  Holland 
and  Kcstevcn  for  the  other,  as  proposed  by 
the  clause,  rather  than  that  any  other  divi- 
sion should  be  made  by  Commissioners  to 
be  appointed  under  this  Bill,  and  which  he 
considered  as  one  of  its  most  objectionable 
parts.  He  acquiesced  in  the  clause,  and 
the  division  it  would  produce,  protesting 
always  that  while  he  considered  the  county 
of  Lincoln  fully  entitled  to  four  Member^, 
they  ought  to  have  been  returned  by  the 
whole  body  of  freeholders,  from  an  undi- 
vided county.  Yet  he  would  suggest, 
that  as  the  Commissioners  would  not  be 
required  to  interfere  in  the  division  of 
Lincolnshire,  it  would  be  desirable,  that 
nothing  relating  to  that  county  should  be 
involved  in  their  decisions.  By  the  clause, 
in  pursuance  of  which  they  were  to  be 
appointed,  it  was  provided,  that  they  should 
regulate  in  what  towns  the  elections  for  the 
divided  counties  should  take  place.  To  that 
interference  with  Lincoln  he  firmly  object- 
ed, and  proposed  that  the  House  should 
themselves  settle  the  point,  by  declaring  the 
election  of  Members  for  Holland  and 
Kcstcven  should  be  held  at  Boston,  the 
most  important  town  in  that  part  of  the 
county,  and  very  conveniently  situated  for 
the  purpose,  while  the  elections  for  Lindsay 
should  be  held  at  Lincoln.  He  had  dis- 
charged his  duty  to  his  constituents  in 
opposing  that  principle  to  which  they  felt 
opposed,  and  he  therefore  should  not,  on 
this  occasion,  press  his  opposition  to  this 
clause,  further  than  to  express  a  hope,  that 
the  suggestions  he  had  thrown  out  might 
be  adopted. 

Colonel  Sihthorp  said,  that  the  counbf 
of  Lincoln  was  one,  of  all  others,  which 
required  mature  and  peculiar  consideration 
as  to  the  division  of  it,  to  prevent  it  being 
reduced  to  the  condition  of  a  nomination 
borough.  In  one  part,  a  noble  friend  of 
his,  for  whom  he  entertained  a  sincere 
respect,  had  a  paramount  interest ;  in  the 
other  part  he  also  feared  something  like 
nomination  would  prevail;  much  would 
depend  on  the  place  appointed  for  the 
election  to  be  held  at ;  Boston  was,  in  his 
opinion,  an  unsuitable  place, besides^ there 
was  something  apparently  wrong  in  the 
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contemplated  dmsion.     In  Kesteven  and 
Holland,  the  smaller  portion  of  the  county^ 
there  were  now  three  boroughs,  Grantham, 
Stamford,  and  Boston ;  which,  with  the 
two  Members  for  the  division,  would  g^ve 
eight   for   that  portion,  while   the  larger 
district  of  Lindsay,  including  the  city  of 
Lincoln,  would   have   only    six.      These 
proportions  was  a  reason  why  he  objected 
to  the  division,  for  it  would  be  impossible 
to  draw  any  line,  giving  to  the  freeholders 
of  the  city  of  Lincoln,  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileges they  were  entitled  to,  without,  at 
the  same  time,  saddling  them  with  two- 
fold rates,  one  for  the  city,  the  other  for 
the  county.     He  did  not  believe  the  pro- 
posed division  had  the  general  sanction  of 
the  county.     He  wished,  on  this  occasion, 
to  correct  a  misstatement  of  what  be  had 
said,  which  had  appeared  in  those  Journals 
that  were  not  very  favourable  to  those  who 
spoke  on  that  side  of  the  House  where  he 
sat,  and  where  he  hoped  to  continue  to 
sit.     It  was  stated  in  those  Journals,  that 
he  was  against  giving  additional  Members 
to  the  county  of  Lincoln*     So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  he  had  stated,  that 
the   county  of  Lincoln,  in  point  of  acres 
and  of  population,  had  as  good  a  claim  as 
any  other  county  that  got  four  Members, 
to  additional  Members.     He  must  com- 
plain of  the  interruption  he  met  with.     It 
was  hard  that  those  Members  who  had 
not  partial   and  friendly  Journals,  who 
would  write    and   publish    speeches  for 
them,  and  who  would  make  up  for  their 
deficiencies,  should  not    get   a    patient 
hearing.     He  did  not  write  any  speeches 
for  the  public  Journals,  and  he  begged  to 
say,  that  he  would  not  be  deterred  by  such 
discourtesy  on  the  part  of  the  Committee, 
and  such  partiality  on   the  part  of  the 
Press,  from  exerting  what  powers  he  might 
possess,  in  support  of  his  constituents.   In 
conclusion,  he  said,  that  though  only  five 
Members    should    divide  with    him,  he 
would    divide    the   Committee    on    this 
clause,  in  order  to  prevent  th^  county  of 
Lincoln  from  being  converted  into  nomi- 
nation boroughs. 

Sir  Wittiam  Ingilby  would  beg  to  re- 
mind his  gallant  friend  of  the  real  state  of 
the  county  of  Lincoln,  for  be  must  deny 
that  the  division  of  the  county  would 
cause  it  to  fall  into  anything  like  the  con- 
dition of  nomination  boroughs.  He  did 
not  deny,  that  there  was  a  predominant 
interest  m  die  northern  part  of  the  county, 
but  that  was  not  strong  enough  to  control 
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even  that  division ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  the  public  feeling  and  the 
spirit  of  honest  independence  was  so  alive 
there,  that  if  that  great  interest  he  had 
alluded  to,  wished  to  control  the  free 
voices  of  the  men  of  that  division,  so  far 
from  returning  two  Members,  it  could  not 
command  the  election  even  of  one.  In 
the  southern  parts  of  the  county  there 
was  not  any  predominant  influence — pro- 
perty was  equally  divided,  and  there  was 
no  power  which  could  suppress  the  free 
will  of  the  people.  There  were,  he  be- 
lieved, in  Kesteven  and  Holland  more 
really  independent  freeholders  than  in  any- 
other  equal  portion  of  England  ;  and  the 
same  would  apply  also  to  Lindsay,  where 
there  was  a  body  of  1,200  or  1,500  free- 
holders, free  from  any  influence,  save  their 
own  will,  and  their  honest  and  invincible 
desire  to  benefit  their  country.  Now,  as 
to  the  city  of  Lincoln  being  placed  in  the 
division  of  Lindsay,  it  was  hard  to  say 
where  it  ought  to  be  placed,  as  it,  and  the 
villages  under  its  jurisdiction,  stood  partly 
in  Lindsay,  and  partly  in  Kesteven,  so  that 
if  it  had  been  placed  in  Kesteven  division, 
his  gallant  friend  might  then  ask,  why  it 
was  not  placed  in  Lindsay?  As  the 
county  was  to  be  divided,  he  thought  that, 
like  the  case  of  Yorkshire,  there  could  not 
be  a  better  arrangement  than  that  of  going 
according  to  its  ancient  and  well-known 
divisions. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  said,  that  for  reasons 
which  he  had  stated  to  the  Committee  on 
a  former  evening,  when  this  clause  was 
under  discussion,  he  had  then  doubted 
whether  he  ought  to  take  the  sevse  of  the 
Committee  on  the  proposed  division  of  the 
county  of  Lincoln.  If  he  had  then  doubt- 
ed as  to  the  course  he  ought  to  pursue, 
the  discussion  of  last  night,  upon  the  larger 
question,  involving  the  unconstitutional 
mode  of  effecting  divisions  which  did  not 
apply  in  this  case,  where  the  division  was 
almost  natural,  compelled  him  to  say,  that 
he  could  not  support  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  friend,  the  member  for 
Lincoln.  He  would  urge  him,  indeed,  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Croker  suggested  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Lincoln,  not  to  press  his  opposition 
to  this  clause,  after  the  principle  of  the 
division  of  the  counties  had  been  decided 
by  so  large  a  division  last  night. 

Lord  Milton  said,  the  provisions  of  the 
clause  were,  that  all  the  freeholders  of  the 
city  of  Lincoln  should  vote  in  the  divisioii 
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of  Lindsay.  The  city  extended  itself  into 
several  villages,  locally  situated  in  Kes- 
teven,  while  the  city  itself  was  wholly 
within  Lindsay,  but  the  whole  was  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  city.  As  it  was 
provided,  therefore,  that  all  within  that 
jurisdiction  should  vote  in  Lindsay,  it 
followed,  that  all  the  freeholders,  of  course, 
would  possess  the  right  to  vote  in  that 
division. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  it  was  use- 
less to  resist  the  phalanx  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  therefore  he  should  not  divide 
the  Committee,  though  the  Bill  was  most 
partial  and  unjust  with  respect  to  Lincoln, 
and  be  rested  his  hope  that  Ministers 
would  be  defeated  in  another  quarter.  He 
wished  to  add  one  word  in  reply  to  the 
noble  member  for  Northamptonshire.  He 
had  said,  those  parts  of  the  dependen- 
cies of  the  city  of  Lincoln,  locally  situated 
in  Kesteven,  were  to  possess  the  right  of 
▼oting  for  Lindsay,  which  would  be  found 
rather  awkward  in  practice,  as  they  would 
have  the  right  of  voting  in  one  division, 
and  be  exempt  from  the  control  of  the 
Magistrates  of  that  part  in  which  they 
were  to  vote. 

Lord  Althorp  thought,  his  noble  friend 
had  sufficiently  explained,  that  those  parts 
which  were  under  the  jtirisdiction  of  the 
city  of  Lincoln,  were  to  vote  in  Lindsay. 

Colonel  Sibthorp :  There  are  distinct 
Sheriffs  for  the  city  and  county  of  Lincoln ; 
who  was,  therefore,  to  be  the  returning 
officer  for  these  dependencies  ?  The  city 
Sheriff  had  authority  within  them,  and 
yet  those  parts  were  to  have  votes  where 
their  Sheriff  had  no  authority. 

Mr.  Wilks  thought  his  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  acted  wisely,  in  not  pressing  a 
second  division  upon  a  point  which  had 
already  been  decided,  however  much  they 
might  regret  it.  But  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  given  any  answer  to  the  sugges- 
tion he  made,  as  to  the  places  where  the 
elections  were  to  be  held,  he  begged  to 
repeat,  that  in  this  clause  he  wished  it  to 
be  made  absolute,  that  the  election  for 
Lindsay  should  be  held  at  Lincoln,  and 
that  for  Kesteven  and  Holland  nt  Boston. 
These  were  undoubtedly  the  most  con- 
venient places  for  the  purpose. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
places  named  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
really  the  most  convenient;  and  besides, 
the  places  to  be  appointed  were  of  com- 
paratively little  importance,  as  the  place 
of  nomination  was  to  be  provided  for. 


Sir  Robert  Heroin  coniUerod  Boatoa 
the  most  inconvenient  place  that  Could  be 
selected  for  holding  the  electiona  for  Kea- 
teven  and  Holland. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  the  olber  bo- 
roughs of  that  part  of  the  county  would 
at  least  be  as  convenient  as  Boston,  bat 
he  should  recommend  that  part  of  the 
county  called  the  Oardcn  of  Eden,  for  the 
purpose. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  then  put  clause  12: 
<*  That  freeholders  and  others  claiming  to 
vote  in  counties  divided,  shall  vote  ai  if 
such  divisions  were  separate  counties." 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  this  clause 
brought  them  to  the  consideration  of  what 
were  actually  to  be  the  rights  of  free- 
holders and  others ;  he  therefore  wished 
the  noble  Lord  to  state,  whether  persons 
holding  freeholds  in  two  divisions  of  a 
county,  should  have  the  right  of  rotiog  for 
each  of  those  divisions,  or  whether  his 
right  should  be  confined  to  only  one  of 
them.  The  clause  said,  that  an  cleetor 
'*  shall  vote  only  for  a  Knight  or  Knights 
of  that  Riding  of  the  county  of  Yorli, 
those  parts  of  the  county  of  Lincoln,  or 
that  division  of  the  county  so  to  be 
divided,  in  which  the  property,  in  respect 
to  which  he  claims  to  vote,  shall  be  si- 
tuated.'' He  confessed  he  did  not  com- 
prehend this  clause,  or  the  necessity  for 
inserting  it  in  the  BilL  It  was  clear  that 
when  a  county  was  divided,  the  party  who 
had  property  in  one  division,  could  not 
vote  for  the  other.  The  divisiona  were  to 
be,  in  effect,  separate  counties,  for  the  par- 
pose  of  elections ;  therefore,  to  suppose  that 
property  in  one  division  could  entitle  a 
man  to  vote  in  another,  was  wholly  oat  of 
the  question.  But  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  whether  a  man  having  property 
in  two  divisions  of  a  county,  would  lis 
entitled  to  vote  for  both  ?  [NoUe — crmqf 
'*  Order,  order/*  and  ••  Bar,  bar,**  from  ih§ 
Opposition  benches,  and  even  flvm  lAf 
Chair.] 

Mr.  Bernal,  the  Chairman,  said,  that 
he  was  really  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  beg 
assistance  on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
to  enable  him  to  preserve  order.  Order 
being  restored. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  hoped,  that  no  mis- 
representations would  be  made  upon  thii, 
and  he  trusted  ,that  he  shoald  not  be  agaia 
told,  that  what  he  said  in  that  Hoaso  wss 
met  by  lotid  clamour.  The  Aet  ought  ts 
declare  whether  a  fmhoMi  iifWea  M  H 
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might  be  by  the  Commissioneny  was  to 
give  the  right  of  voting  for  each  of  the 
divisions  of  the  county  or  not.  It  was 
now  time  for  the  Committee  to  consider 
the  cumulative  rights  of  voting;.  He 
came  to  the  very  essence  of  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  would  give  small  freeholders  the  right 
of  voting  in  cases  where  larger  freeholders 
would  be  deprived  of  that  right.  It  was 
provided,  "that,  notwithstanding  anything 
herein  before  contained,  no  person  shall 
be  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  Of  a 
knight  or  knights  of  the  shife  to  serve  in 
any  future  Parliament,  in  respect  of  any 
house,  warehouse,  or  counting-house,  or 
of  any  land  occupied  togethei*  with  a 
house,  warehouse,  or  counting-house,  by 
reason  of  the  occupation  of  which  respect- 
ively, he  or  any  other  person  shall  be  en- 
titled to  vote  in  the  election  of  a  Member 
or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  for 
any  city  or  town  being  a  county  of  itself, 
or  for  any  other  city  or  borough,"  They 
had  now  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
various  rights  Of  the  A^eholder,  the  land- 
holder, and  the  actual  tenant,  or  occupier, 
with  respect  to  voting.  Suppose  a  man 
had  twenty  freeholds,  each  of  them  of 
the  annual  value  of  10/.,  in  a  town,  and 
that  they  were  also  within  the  county ; 
take  Brighton  for  example,  if  a  man  held 
such  freeholds  there,  he  would  be  entitled 
at  present  to  vote  for  the  county  of  Sussex, 
but  by  this  clause  each  tenant  would  be 
entitled  to  vote  for  the  town,  and  the  land- 
lord with  a  considerable  estate  would  be 
disfranchised.  Again,  if  a  person  had  only 
a  freehold  of  the  annual  value. of  40$. 
situated  in  the  same  place,  his  tenant 
would  not  acquire  a  vote  for  the  town, 
and  the  freeholder's  rights  would  remain 
as  they  were — he  would  still  possess  his 
right  to  vote  for  the  county ;  this  could  not 
be  correct.  He  felt  sure,  that  what  he  was 
now  sayine  was  on  a  point  of  great  im- 
portance, but  Gentlemen  appeared  to  be 
determined  to  pay  no  attention  to  it.  The 
principle  never  could  be  right  which  al- 
lowed the  small  freeholder  to  retain  his 
rights,  and  took  them  from  the  large  free- 
holder. He  therefor^  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Committeei  that  it  was 
by  no  means  advisable  to  throw  the  small 
freeholders  of  the  towns  to  be  enfranchised 
upon  the  counties.  [Oreat  confusion  in 
the  House;  calls  of  *'  Order^'  and**  Bar.*"] 
Colonel  Sibthorp  ro9d  to  order.  He  was 
Dirticulaily  interested  in  the  question  be- 
fore the  Committee,  but  it  wfts  itepossible 


for  him  to  hear  the  learned  Gentleman,  frotii 
the  incessant  interruptions  and  noise  with 
which  he  was  receivetl.  Although  he  might 
be  called  factious,  if  the  interruptions 
continued,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
move  an  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  resumed.  He  Krfts 
anxious  to  say  only  a  very  few  words.  He 
wished  to  know  what  Ministers  would  do 
with  those  freeholds  in  a  city  or  borough, 
which  were  too  small  to  entitle  the  tenants 
or  occupiers  of  them  to  vote  for  the  city 
or  borough.  This  was  really  important. 
There  were  a  certain  description  of  free- 
holds, good  in  law,  but  not  in  fact,  and 
these  nominal  freeholders  would  actually 
have  two  votes,  white  the  real  10/.  free- 
holders would  have  no  such  privilege ;  this 
evil  would  be  made  greater  by  the  division 
of  counties.  From  the  county  constitu- 
encies they  were  about  to  take  all  the  bo- 
rough and  town  Representation  of  above 
a  certain  value,  ana  retain  the  40s.  flree- 
holders  to  make  up  the  county  Represent- 
ation. Now  the  operation  of  this  prin- 
ciple might  be  very  dangerous,  because  it 
would  depend  upon  what  towns  or  bo- 
roughs were  placed  in  each  division ; 
whether  the  rural  constituency  which  con- 
sisted in  general  of  the  larger  proprietors, 
might  not  be  completely  overwhelmed  by 
the  408.  freeholders  living  in  the  towns. 
They  ought,  therefore,  to  be  very  cautions, 
in  legislating,  to  prevent  such  an  effect. 
This  was  no  party  question.  He  most 
solemnly  addressed  himself,  in  the  sin- 
cerity of  his  heart,  to  Ministers,  in  order 
to  see  what  good  he  could  do  to  the  Bill. 
He  was  at  one  time  inclined  to  think  the 
clause  might  be  much  improved  by  giving 
all  freeholders  a  right  to  vote  for  counties, 
but  by  proceeding  in  that  way  they  would 
destroy  other  constituencies,  and  no  bon. 
Gentleman,  whatever  his  opinion  on  this 
Bill  generally  was,  could  agree  that  the 
mischief  of  nomination,  which  was  said 
to  prevail  in  certain  boroughs,  should, 
under  another  description  of  tilings,  be 
transferred  to  counties  where  it  had  never 
previously  prevailed.  County  Members 
always  had,  and  ought  to  continue  to 
have,  great  weight  in  that  House,  but  by 
the  course  now  proposed  to  be  pursued, 
the  respectability  and  weight  of  their  con- 
stituencies would  be  much  impaired.  He 
should,  therefore,  propose  some  modifica- 
tion of  the  16th  clause. 

LordilMorpcomplained,  thatthel^^am- 
ed  Oentlemftn  wfts  out  of  order  in  tntidng 
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suggestions  which  did  not  apply  to  the 
clause  before  the  Committee,  but  to  the 
16th  clause  of  the  Bill,  upon  which  he 
would  explain  himself  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  arrived  ;it  the  clause. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  that  although 
he  was  taking  a  general  view  of  the  right 
of  voting,  yet  he  admitted  the  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord  were  correct,  and  he 
was  happy  to  hear  that  some  explanations  ; 
were  to  be  given  ;  but  the  House  ought, 
notwithstanding,  to  have  had  some  ex- 
planation of  what  was  presumed  to  be  the 
general  operation  of  the  principle  they 
were  then  discussing.  This  would  have 
prevented  him  from  being  obliged  to  re- 
sort to  other  clauses  to  explain  the  one 
before  them.  If  the  object  really  was,  to 
extend  the  rights  of  voting,  it  should  be 
freely  and  fully  stated.  He  therefore,  in 
conclusion,  begged  to  press  upon  the  noble 
Lord  the  consideration,  that  a  man  might 
possess  the  freehold  of  the  whole  Marine 
Parade  of  Brighton,  and  yet,  if  these 
houses  were  all  let  to  tenants,  he  would 
have  no  vote  either  for  the  town  or 
county. 

Lord  Althorp  would  confine  what  he 
had  to  say  to  the  clause  now  before  the 
Committee,  although  he  fully  appreciated 
the  knowledge  and  acquirements  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  would, 
on  those  accounts,  by  no  means  neglect 
any  remarks  that  came  from  him.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  obviously  to  give  to 
freeholders,  copyholders,  and  leaseholders, 
of  a  certain  description,  the  right  of  vot- 
ing at  elections.  It  was  intended  that  the 
voters  in  towns  and  boroughs  should  be 
excluded  from  voting  for  counties,  and  by 
this  means  the  town  and  county  Represent- 
ation would  be  kept  distinct,  and  the 
landed  interest  would  claim  an  advantage 
which  at  present  it  did  not  possess.  As 
the  division  of  counties  would  make  each 
division  of  the  nature  of  a  separate  county, 
a  property  in  both  would  give  the  right  of 
voting  for  both,  in  the  same  way  that  a 
person  who  had  a  freehold  in  Lincoln,  and 
another  in  Nottingham,  would  have  a  vote 
for  each  of  those  counties.  With  respect 
to  non-resident  voters,  the  counties  were 
on  a  footing  different  from  that  of  towns, 
for  although  it  was  very  desirable  that 
non-residents  should  not  vote  for  towns, 
it  was  impossible  to  extend  this  regulation 
to  counties.  He  would  select  his  own 
case  as  an  example;  he  resided  the  princi- 
pal part  of  the  year  in  Ijondon,  perform-  | 


ing  his  duties  in  that  House»lmt  hishoiue 
and  property  were  in  Northamptonshire, 
if  non-residence,  therefore,  was  to  be  a  bar 
to  his  voting,  he  should  lose  that  privilege  ; 
but  by  confining  the  right  of  voting  in 
towns  to  the  bona  Jide  occupiers  of  houses, 
they  did  away  completely  with  the  evil  of 
non-residents,  as  far  as  the  towns  were 
concerned. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  very  clearly ;  his  ob- 
ject was  plainly  perceived,  and  be  intended, 
undoubtedly,  to  give  to  a  man  possessing 
freeholds,  even  in  the  separate  divisions 
of  a  county,  the  right  of  voting  for  each. 

Sir  George  Clerk  doubted  if  a  property 
ought  to  have  votes  for  each  division  of  a 
county,  because  the  line  of  demarcation 
drawn  by  the  Commissioners  might  divide 
it  into  two. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  the  question 
appeared  to  rest  upon  this,  whether  the 
clause  was  or  was  not  necessary;  but 
surely  its  introduction  could  do  no  harm. 
The  object  the  Ministers  had  in  view  was, to 
explain  that  an  individual  having  two  free- 
holds in  separate  divisions  of  a  county 
should  have  a  vote  for  both.  This  was  the 
important  principle ;  but  as  it  was  pro- 
vided for  by  other  parts  of  the  Bill,  there 
would  be  no  great  objection  to  dispense 
with  that  part  of  the  clause  here. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said,  the  clause  was 
more  than  unnecessary,  it  actually  tended 
to  obscure  the  subject,  for  he  did  not 
know  what  was  its  object  until  he  heard 
it  explained.  He  therefore  proposed  that  in 
lieu  of  it  a  short  clause  should  be  inserted, 
explaining,  that  the  several  divisions  of  a 
county  should  be  considered  as  wholly 
separate  so  far  as  regarded  the  right  of 
voting.  He  would  beg  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Althorp)  a  question ;  he  un- 
derstood there  were  to  be  some  consider- 
able improvements  snggested  to  a  clause 
which  was  about  to  be  taken  into  their 
consideration.  He  had  many  objections 
to  that  clause  as  it  stood,  but  if  the  alter* 
ations  that  were  proposed  to  be  made  were 
not  explained  previous  to  their  being  laid 
before  the  House,  he  should  have  no 
time  or  opportunity  to  consider  their  bear- 
ings ;  he  therefore  called  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  make  some  arrangements  by  which 
Members  could  have  time  to  consider  the 
amendments  before  they  were  obliged 
to  vote.  They  were  about  to  make  and 
form  an  entirely  new  constituency  duoogh* 
out  the  country,  and  considtri^g  that  as 
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th«  most  important  part  of  the  Bill,  it 
ought  not  to  be  discussed  without  further 
notice,  and  on  a  Saturday  when  so  many, 
of  the  most  important  Members  would 
necessarily  be  absent. 

Lord  Althorp  was  ready  to  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.and  learned  Gentle- 
roan,  and  would  therefore  consent  that 
the  clause  in  question  should  not  be  gone 
into  to-morrow.  They  might  proceed 
with  other  clauses  not  so  likely  to  provoke 
discussion,  and  fill  up  blanks  in  the  Bill. 
With  respect  to  the  clause  now  under  con- 
sideration, he  saw  no  objection  to  striking 
it  out. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  said;  that  some  of 
the  clauses  depended  so  much  upon  others, 
that  he  felt  it  difficult  that  such  a  selec- 
tion could  be  made  as  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  C.  W,  TT^nn  did  not  think  that  any 
great  alterations  could  be  intended,  or  the 
whole  Bill  must  be  recommitted.  The 
clauses  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
amend,  were  the  most  important  of  the 
Bill.  They  were  intended  to  enact  the 
right  and  manner  of  voting ;  it  was,  there- 
fore, very  important  that  they  should  have 
ample  time  to  consider  the  proposed 
amendments. 

Colonel  Davies  said,  he  had  given 
notice  of  an  amendment  on  one  of  the 
Clauses  to  be  considered,  and  he  wished 
to  have  a  full  attendance  of  Members. 
He  knew  many  must  be  absent ;  he  there- 
fore wished  the  House  should  adjourn  over  ' 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  Croker  must  also  press  an  adjourn- 
ment, as  the  noble  Lord  must  be  aware 
that  clauses  15  and  16  were  the  most  im- 
portant provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
evident  they  would  create  much  discus- 
sion. 

Lord  Althorp  must  say,  that  as  he  in- 
tended to  propose  certain  amendments,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  enter  into  some  ex- 
planation respecting  them,  before  they 
were  printed  and  distributed,  and  on  this 
account  he  wished  the  House  to  meet  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Croker  was  satisfied  with  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation,  and  would  certainly 
attend  to-morrow. 

Sir  James  Scarlett  was  of  opinion  the 
clause  now  before  them  was  wholly  unne- 
cessary; the  16th  clause  would  answer 
every  purpose  for  which  it  was  intended. 

Thcil^^am^  Genera/ admitted,  thaUVie 
chuee  waa  soperflaous.    U  had  b^u  Va^ 


serted  only  to  leave  no  doubt  respecting 
the  division  of  counties.  As  the  House 
seemed  to  coi^sider  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary, he  should  propose  to  withdraw  it,  for 
it  was  a  bad  practice  to  introduce  useless 
matter  into  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

The  1 2th  clause  was,  pro  forma,  ne- 
gatived. 

The  Chairman  then  put  the  question, 
that  the  blank  in  the  ISth  clause  (that  in- 
vesting Berkshire,  Buckinghamshire,  Cam- 
bridgeshire, Dorsetshire,  Herefordshire, 
Hertfordshire,  and  Oxfordshire,  with  the 
power  of  returning  an  additional  county 
Member)  be  filled  up  by  the  number  "3. 

Colonel  Wood  protested  against  the 
principle  of  this  clause.  It  was  a  propo- 
sition which  would  not  be  considered  as  a 
boon  by  the  freeholders  of  these  counties, 
for  it  would  involve  the  different  parties  in 
them,  at  every  election,  in  a  constant  strug- 
gle, which  of  them  should  return  the  third 
Member.  He  objected  to  the  clause  that 
it  made  an  invidious  distinction  between  the 
seven  favoured  counties,  and  those  which 
should  return  only  their  present  amount 
of  two  Members,  though  equally  entitled 
to  an  increase,  so  far  as  wealth  and  popu- 
lation were  concerned .  If  it  was  the  noble 
Lord's  object  to  add  to  the  agricultural 
Representation  in  that  House,  his  best 
plan  would  have  been,  to  have  proposed 
that  each  county  in  Wales  should  return 
two  Members.  No  man  could  say  the 
Welsh  counties  were  adequately  represent- 
ed. In  England  the  proportion  of  I^epre- 
sentation  to  population,  was  as  one  to 
20,000,  but  in  Wales  the  ratio  was  much 
higher.  He  could  not  account  for  this  un- 
fair preference,  except  by  supposing,  that  as 
Wales  was  added  to  England  by  conquest, 
and  not  by  union,  the  inhabitants  were 
compelled  to  take  what  the  dominant 
country  thought  proper  to  allow  them. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  that  the  Welsh 
constituency  was  most  respectable  and  in- 
dependent. He  observed,  there  was  a 
motion  to  give  Carmarthen  another  Mem- 
ber. He  hoped  he  might  rely  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  given  that  notice  for 
his  support  to  the  proposal  to  give  seven  ad- 
ditional Members  to  Welsh  counties,  which 
he  thought  they  ought  to  have,  for  two 
especial  reasons — first,  that  the  proposed 
addition  would  remove  the  cause  of  strife 
and  contention  ;  and  second,  that  Wi^^^ 
had  not.  \\a  ^^'^  y^V^^'*^'^'^  ^  "^^w^aRx-^N^^ 
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made,  ^nd  adopt  them  in  preference  to  the 
proposed  arrangement. 

Sir  George  Clerk  fully  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  that  Wales  was 
entitled  to  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
county  Representatives.  The  Principality 
was  not  adequately  represented.  He 
could  by  no  means  comprehend  why  Go- 
vernment objected  to  giving  four  Members 
to  counties  in  common,  on  account  of 
party  struggles,  and  yet  proposed  the  pre- 
sent clause,  which  would  most  assuredly, 
as  had  been  represented  by  the  hon.  Gen  - 
tleman,  give  rise  to  the  mo*t  vehement 
party  struggles  who  should  return  the 
third  man.  Although  he  admitted  the 
claim  of  Wales,  yet  he  could  not  advo- 
cate her  interest  without  pressing  the 
claim  of  Scotland.  On  the  principles  on 
which  the  Reform  measure  was  intro- 
duced, there  were  very  strong  and  cogent 
reasons  why  that  country  should  have  ad- 
ditional Representation.  If  he  under- 
stood those  principles  correctly,  every 
county  with  a  population  of  100,000  was 
to  have  an  increase  of  Members.  By  the 
census  of  1821,  several  of  the  counties  of 
Scotland,  as  Aberdeen,  Ayr,  Fife,  Edin- 
burgh, Lanark,  Perth,  and  Renfrew  exceed- 
ed that  amount.  In  Scotland  the  ratio  of 
Representation  to  population  was  much 
higher  than  in  England  at  present.  This  dis- 
parity there  was  good  reason  to  complain  of 
— Scotland  yielded  to  no  country  of  equal 
extent  in  wealth  and  commercial  prosperity, 
and  if  it  received  its  due  proportion  of 
Members,  one  to  20,000  souls,  it  ought  to 
have  an  increase  of  eighty  Members.  He 
was,  however,  quite  ready  to  allow,  that  it 
was  wholly  impossible  to  give  such  an  in- 
crease; but  he  should  certainly  propose,  that 
every  county  of  Scotland  with  a  population 
of  above  100,000,  should  have  an  additional 
Member,  and  when  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  was  before  them,  he  should  urge  this 
point,  and  he  hoped  with  success. 

Lord  Althorp,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Edinburghshire,  had  only  to  say, 
that  a  county  having  a  population  of 
100,000  souls,  was  not  the  principle 
which  had  guided  them  in  giving  additional 
Representation.  The  real  cause  was, 
as  had  been  previously  explained,  that  in 
the  formation  of  the  Bill,  it  was  found  ne- 
cessary to  give  more  Members  to  boroughs 
and  large  manufacturing  towns,  than  was 
originally  contemplated.  It  therefore  be- 
came necessary  to  give  the  agricultural 
interests  an  increase,  as  a  balance,  by  se- 


lecting seven  counties  where  iiwat  knowu 
the  agricultural  interests  preponderatMl* 
and  give  them  each  an  additional  Repre- 
sentative. It  was  not  because  these  coud« 
ties  contained  more  than  100,000  souls 
that  they  were  selected — but  because  they 
were  likely  to  return  Members  dependent  oa 
the  agricultural  interest.  He  would  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  his  hon.  friend  the 
member  for  Breconsbire  (Colonel  Wood). 
who  had  supposed  that  Wales  had  fewtr 
Representatives  than  England  because  it 
was  a  conquered  country.  Now  what  were 
the  real  facts  ?  For  250  years  after  it 
had  been  annexed  to  this  country,  it  had 
no  Representatives,  and  was  perpetually 
the  scene  of  riot  and  disorder,  being  al- 
most in  a  state  of  rebellion.  In  this 
emergency,  it  was  thought  advisable  to 
bestow  a  small  share  of  the  Representa- 
tion on  the  principality,  and  this  was  at- 
tended with  the  most  salutary  effects. 
These  circumstances  shewed,  that  the 
small  amount  of  Members  returned  by 
Wales,  was  not  solely  on  account  of  its 
being  a  conquered  country.  Ag^in  his 
hon.  friend  had  asserted,  that  three  Mem- 
bers being  given  to  a  county  would  occa- 
sion the  most  violent  party  struggles  to 
return  the  third  man;  but  the  case  of 
Wales  showed,  that  an  odd  Member  had  no 
such  efl'ect.  With  regard  to  Scotlaodt 
thehon.  Baronet  had  said,  Scotland  was  not 
fairly  treated.  It  was  quite  true  they  had 
not  increased  the  amount  of  Represent- 
ation equally  to  that  of  England,  but  Scot* 
land  was  to  have  a  large  proportional  in- 
crease, and  a  better  method  of  returning 
Members  in  comparison  with  what  it  had 
at  present.  With  respect  to  the  clause  in 
general,  it  should  have  his  support,  for  he 
thought  considerable  advantage  would  he 
derived  from  additional  county  Represent- 
atives. It  was  quite  evident,  unless  pre- 
cautions were  taLen  to  guard  against  it» 
that  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
interests  would  preponderate  under  the  new 
Bill. 

Mr.  Lee  maintained,  that  Cambridge- 
shire would  still  be  deficient  in  its  due 
share  of  Representation.  By  the  census 
of  1821,  its  population  amounted  to  about 
121,000  souls,  to  represent  which,  they 
were  to  have  only  five  Members,  three  for 
the  county,  and  two  for  Cambridge  itself  2 
tlie  University  Members,  of  course,  ha  did 
not  consider.  The  average  pvoportiiM  of 
Members  to  population  throughoui 
land,  was  as  one  to  15»000|  but  m. 
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bridge  thtrt  #it  only  oat  to  t8,000. 
This  ftt  once  proved,  thtit  it  was  lierdly 
treated  ;  he  •houkl  therefore  recommefid, 
that  Wisbeach,  in  that  county,  should  be 
invested  with  the  power  of  returning  at 
least  one  Member.  Its  population  and 
wealth  entitled  it  to  this  distinction. 

Mr.  Throckmorton,  as  a  Representatlre 
of  one  of  the  counties  to  which  It  was  pro- 
posed to  give  an  extra  Member,  must  be 
allowed  to  express  his  surprise  at  the 
modest  proposition  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  to 
increase  the  Representation  of  their  own 
counties,  at  the  expense  of  their  friends. 
He  had  no  objection  to  Wales  and  Scot- 
land having  an  increase,  but  would  never 
consent,  that  England  should  be  cut  down 
from  her  fair  proportion.  He  conceived 
the  clause  to  be  founded  on  a  wise  prin- 
ciple, particularly  as  it  applied  to  Berk- 
shire— a  county  the  weaJth,  population, 
and  agricultural  importance  of  which,  well 
entitled  it  to  an  additional  Representative. 
The  Bill  had  given  general  satisfaction, 
and  he  should  support  this  clause  as  one 
of  its  best  enactments. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Ferguson  conW  assure  the 
Committee,  the  feeling  of  satisfaction  was 
not  confined  to  Berkshire,  and  heqnite 
participated  with  the  hon.  Member  for  that 
county,  in  his  feeling  of  smrprise  at  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  to  increase 
the  Welsh  Representation  at  the  expense 
of  the  English  counties.  The  only  evil  he 
could  see  from  a  third  candidate  was,  that 
if  the  electors  were  restricted  to  two  votes, 
there  might  be  a  split  between  the  fa- 
vourite or  popular  candidates,  and  that 
consequently,  the  most  unpopular  person 
might  come  in  as  third. 

Sir  George  Murray  trusted  he  might  be 
permitted  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  Representation  for  Scotland  on  this 
occasion.  An  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  said,  that  Cambridgeshire  bad  only 
one  Representative  to  28,000  tnhabrtants, 
and  he  thought  the  interests  of  that  county 
requrred  more  to  equalize  the  proportion  to 
that  of  other  CQunties  but  throughout  Scot- 
land, the  ratio  was  nraeh  less  than  in  Eng- 
lafid,  and  if  the  rule  hrid  down  by  the 
hon.  G^eiitlemaii  was  followed,  that  country 
woifM  be  entnled  to  a  large  increase.  The 
only  argnmeat  he  had  hetrd  in  fimrar  of 
grring  three  Membera  to  ceitaiu  counties, 
\ras,  that  the  inhabftanfs  would  be  glad  to 
have  thefM,  and  no  doal^  ^e  inhabitants 
of  cidMr  phees  had  the  same  desire,  and 
li  Me  was  to  be  grattfled;  why  ikot  tfaet 


other  ?  It  had  beenaeserted,  that  the  Whdid 
representative  system  of  Scotland  wta  de- 
fective ;  but  leaving  out  of  the  questiot!, 
at  present,  the  manner  in  which  he  #ai 
elected,  he  considered  himself  As  muCh 
charged  to  protect  the  interest  of  everf 
individual  in  the  county  of  Perth,  as  if  lie 
had  been  returned  by  universal  suffrage. 
He  would  therefore  assert,  that  he  was  ai 
much  the  Representative  of  the  people  ai 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman,  however  broad 
might  be  the  Irasis  of  his  constituency.    If 
the  manner  in  which  he  was  elected  wad 
made  an  objection  to  him,  he  would  tell  the 
noble  Lord,  he  would  not  be  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  people  of  England,  when 
elected  by  10^.  householders,  who  could 
only  be  a  small  portion  of  the  whole  people. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  seven  additional 
Members  were  to  be  allotted  to  certalfl 
counties,  to  keep  up  the  balance  between 
the  agricultural  and  manufacturing  inter- 
ests, which  otherwise  could  not  be  main- 
tained.   This  applied  equally  to  Scotland. 
The  agriculture  of  Scotland  had  flourished 
in  proportion  to  its  manufactures,  yet  there 
was  nothinor  like  a  balance  between  theift 
kept  up  by  the  Reform  Bill  for  that  coun- 
try.    It  was  proposed,  on  the  contrary,  t6 
reduce  the   county  Representation,   arid 
augment  that  of  the  towns  and  boroughs. 
He  wished  to  speak  at  all  times  with  re- 
spect of  these  different  interests.    He  knew 
the  connection  between  them  was  so  in- 
timate that  they  were  mutually  dependent 
on  each  other,  but  the  general  effects  of 
the  proposed  alterations,    he  considered, 
would  be,  to  give   the   commercial  and 
manufkcturing  interests  a  large  increase  of 
influence,  and  on  that  account  he  Wished 
the  Scotch  counties  to  have  an  increased 
number  of  Representatives.     He  thought 
it  was  important  that  each  county  should 
have  two  Members,  for  that  naturally  pre- 
vented one  interest  from  overwhelming  the 
others.     This  doctrine  he  had  maintained 
whether  in  or  out  of  office,  and  he  should 
be  prepared,  at  the  proper  opportunity  to 
insist  upon  this  measure  of  justice  being 
dealt  to  Scotland. 

Lord  Milton  said,  it  was  quite  evident 
that  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  friend  had 
overlooked  the  vices  of  the  Scotch  Repre- 
sentation. While  placed  in  such  pure  and 
honourable  hands  as  his,  it  did  not,  prob- 
ably, much  matter  how  the  Member  was 
elected,  but  surely  it  must  have  occurred 
to  him,  that  there  was  no  security  generally 
for  the  hiteresCs  of  the  constituency  being 
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adequately  attended  to,  unless  they  had  a 
voice  in  the  choice  of  their  representative. 
He  thought  he  might  venture  to  say,  that 
by  the  proposed  improvements,  Scotland 
would  not  only  receive  an  addition  of  five 
Representatives  to  its  manufacturing  and 
commercial  interests,  but  all  the  Members 
to  be  sent  for  that  country  would  be  addi- 
tional, for  they  would  be  returned  by  the 
f>eople.  Hitherto,  from  one  end  of  Scot- 
and  to  the  other,  there  had  never  been  a 
popular  election.  With  respect  to  giving 
additional  Members  to  Wales,  he  had  not 
yet  heard  any  reasons  to  satisfy  his  mind, 
that  they  ought  to  be  granted.  His  noble 
friend,  however,  must  permit  him  to  say, 
that  of  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  this  was 
the  oddest.  He  objected  to  the  selection 
of  seven  counties  which  were  not  the  most 
important.  If  it  was  the  object  of  his 
noble  and  hon.  friends  to  give  additional 
Representatives  to  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests, instead  of  selecting  the  counties 
named  in  the  clause  several  of  which  only 
contained  150,000  or  160,000  inhabitants, 
on  the  whole,  they  ought  to  have  selected 
the  large  divisions  of  Yorkshire  and  Devon- 
shire for  the  purpose,  which  were  in  every 
respect  agricultural  districts,  and  had  a 
comparatively  small  portion  of  Representa- 
tion. It  appeared  to  him  somewhat  in- 
consistent, after  several  of  the  large  coun- 
ties, such  as  Cumberland,  Lancaster,  and 
others,  had  received  four  Members,  and 
several  of  the  srnaller  counties  two,  that  a 
middle  class  was  created  which  were  to 
have  each  three.  This  latter  class  were 
selected,  if  he  understood  the  principle,  in 
order  to  give  additional  weight  and  influ- 
ence to  agriculture ;  but  what  was  the  fact, 
the  counties  thus  selected  were  not  remark- 
able as  agricultural  districts,  while  the 
most  important  divisions  connected  with 
that  interest  were  overlooked.  But  in- 
dependent wholly  of  such  considerations, 
he  objected  to  the  principle  of  giving  three 
Representatives,  which  he  thought  would 
have  the  effect  of  introducing  Members 
not  much  connected  with  the  counties  or 
constituencies  they  were  supposed  to  re- 
present. For  these  reasons  he  did  not 
consider  the  arrangement  now  before  the 
Committee  a  judicious  one. 

Mr.  Praed  objected  to  the  Committee 

groceeding  further  at  that  late  hour.    He 
ad  what  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  most  im- 
portant proviso  to  propose. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  question  that  this 
clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  should  cer- 


tainly be  postponed,  for  the  amendment 
which  a  noble  friend  of  his  intended  to 
move  went  to  the  very  essence  of  the  clause 
itself. 

Lord  Altkorp  hoped  to  have  been,  able 
to  get  through  the  clause  that  night.  Was 
there  any  objection  to  fill  up  the  blanks, 
report  progress,  and  go  on  with  the  dis- 
cussion to-morrow  ? 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  said^  was  he 
to  understand,  if  that  course  were  adopted, 
they  were  to  proceed  with  the  discussion 
of  the  clause  for  giving  three  Members  to 
certain  counties,  to-morrow;  as  that  was 
a  proposition  he  should  oppose  to  the  ut- 
most. 

Mi-.  Charles  Douglas  mA,  there  was  no 
wish  in  Scotland  to  obtain  additional  Mem* 
bers  at  the  expense  of  England.  He  was 
really  apprehensive  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
did  not  understand  the  system  of  Scotch 
Representation,  if  they  asserted  there  was 
no  popular  elections  in  that  country ;  the 
existing  methods  answered  well  for  such 
a  purpose. 

Mr.  Estcourt  adverted  to  the  close  at- 
tendance which  these  meetings  on  Satur- 
days occasioned,  and  the  consequent 
weariness  which  it  produced.  Many  Gen- 
tlemen had  understood  that  the  Conunit- 
tee  would  proceed  to-morrow  only  with 
clauses  of  no  importance,  and  therefixe 
had  intended  to  go  into  the  country. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  he  had  been  misun* 
derstood.  What  he  said  was,  that  be 
wished  those  clauses  not  to  be  proceeded 
with  to-morrow  which  required  discussion, 
and  where  the  main  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  affected;  but  this  was  not  one  of 
those  clauses.  The  Committee  made  con* 
siderable  progress  on  Saturdays,  and 
though  he  was  fatigued,  he  was  not  ex- 
hausted, and  should  therefore  persist  in  his 
motion  for  sitting  to-morrow. 

Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  had  intended  to  pro* 
pose  an  addition  to  the  Representation  of 
Wales,  but  he  could  not  do  it  on  a  Satur- 
day, when  so  many  Members  were  likdy 
to  be  absent. 

Mr.  Frankland  Lewis  was  of  the  tame 
opinion.  The  clause  was  one  of  great 
importance,  and  therefore  he  implored  it 
might  not  be  discussed  to-morrow,  when 
an  understanding  had  already  beoi  cone 
to,  that  no  important  matter  should  be 
brought  under  consideration.  He  sincerely 
believed,  that  if  England  and  Wake  were 
polled,  man  by  man,  upon  the  speciGc 
question,  as  to  whether  they  wmla  hava 
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the  number  of  Members  reduced,  that 
there  would  be  twenty  to  one  against  any 
reduction.  He  therefore  hoped  that  the 
question  would  not  be  decided  upon  on  a 
Saturday. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  said,  the  question 
as  to  any  increase  in  the  Representation  of 
Wales  did  not  rest  with  the  noble  Lord. 
An  hon.  Member  had  already  given  notice 
of  his  intention  to  bring  that  subject  for- 
ward. 

The  Chairman  interposed,  and  said,  the 
question  before  the  Committee  was,  that 
the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  word 
"  three." 

Mr.  William  Bankes  observed,  that  if 
this  practice  of  sitting  on  Saturdays  was 
to  be  persevered  in,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  on  the  other  side  (Mr. 
Robert  Grant)  intended  to  bring  in  his 
Jew  bill,  some  inconvenience  would  be 
felt  by  hon.  Gentlemen  of  that  persuasion. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  some  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  might  appear  to  some 
hon.  Members  of  less  importance,  but  he 
considered  every  line,  every  word,  to  be 
important.  The  Committees  should  ad- 
journ over  till  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Croker  said,  the  speech  of  a  noble 
Lord  (Milton)  had  relieved  him  from  the 
necessity  of  then  making  any  remarks 
upon  the  curious,  not  to  say  absurd  clause 
before  the  Committee. 

Sir  Francis  Blake  hoped  the  House 
would  meet  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Trevor  was  adverse  to  meeting  on 
Saturday,  but  he  should  attend  in  his 
place. 

The  Motion  that  the  blank  be  filled  np 
with  the  word  "  three,"  agreed  to. 

House  resumed — Committee  to  sit  again 
on  the  following  day. 

Recorder  of  Dublin  —  Judicial 
Officers  (Ireland)  Bill.]  Mr.  James 
Grattan  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

Sir  George  Clerk  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  Bill,  and  to 
the  extraordmary  manner  in  which  it  was 
introduced.  The  ostensible  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  prevent  several  persons,  hold- 
ing judicial  situations  in  Ireland  from 
holding  seats  in  that  House,  but  the  real 
object  was,  to  exclude  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin  from  sitting  in  that  House,  it 
being  well  known  that  that  learned  Gentle- 
man was  about  to  become  a  candidate  for 
tl^  Representatioo  of  t)mt  city ,  now  yacanU 
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The  House  would  recollect,  that  on  Mon- 
day the  Dublin  Election  Committee. made 
its  report,  declaring  the  two  sitting  Mem- 
bers unduly  elected,  and  the  electioii  void. 
At  two  o'clock  on  the  following  momiiig, 
without  any  previous  notice,  and  in  a  yetj 
thin  state  of  the  House,  a  motion  vas 
made  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  Act  1  and  2  Geo.  IV.  c* 
44,  which  prevented  Masters  in  Chancery 
from  holding  seats  in  Parliament,  to  cer- 
tain judicial  situations  in  Ireland.  Now 
the  object  of  this  was,  to  exclude  the  Re- 
corder of  Dublin,  who,  it  was  well  known, 
was  the  unsuccessful  candidate  at  the  last 
election,  from  sitting  in  Parliament;  and  in 
order  to  defeat  his  future  success  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  in  the  extraordinary 
manner  he  had  described.  Leave  was 
obtained  to  bring  it  in  on  the  Tuesday 
morning;  it  was  brought  in  at  a  late 
hour  on  Wednesday  night  or  Tbuiraday 
morning,  and  now  it  stood  for  a  second 
reading.  The  votes  did  not  state  who 
brought  in  the  Bill,  but  the  hon.  member 
for  Wicklow's  name  was  amongst  those 
who  were  ordered  to  bring  it  in ;  and  as 
he  moved  the  second  reading,  he  supposed 
that  it  was  on  his  motion  that  leave  was 
given.  He  could  have  no  other  object 
by  such  haste,  but  that  of  excluding  the 
Recorder,  and  if  that  was  not  the  object, 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  object  to  the 
motion  with  which  he  should  conclude, 
viz.  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  fortnight.  [A  Member  said  **  six 
months*'].  He  would  not  name  so  long  a 
period,  as  there  might  be  reasons  for  sup- 
porting the  principle  of  such  a  Bill ;  but  a 
fortnight  would  be  sufficient  to  defeat  the 
object  of  the  Bill  if  it  were  to, exclude  the 
Recorder  of  Dublin  from  becoming  a  can- 
didate on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  James  Grattan  said,  that  before 
the  hon.  Baronet  took  upon  himself  to 
attribute  personal  motives,  he  ought  to 
have  made  himself  acquainted  whh  the 
facts  to  which  he  referred*  The  hon. 
Baronet  said,  that  no  notice  had  been 
given.  If  he  looked  at  the  book  he  wonld 
find,  that  a  notice  had  been  given  before 
the  Dublin  Election  Committee  made  ita 
report,  and  that  it  stood  on  the  Orders  for 
Monday.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  looked  at 
the  reports  and  returns  on  the  Table,  he 
would  find  abundant  proofs  of  the  neces« 
sity  of  such  a  measure,  which,  in  &ct,  ii 
time  had  served,  ought  to  have  been 
bioogbt  in  long  ago.  The  Bill  would  t%^ 
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clod*  all  Recorder!  in  Ireland  from  be- 
coming candidates,  but  it  could  not 
extend  at  present  to  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  for  before  it  could  be  carried 
through  its  stages,  the  election  for  Dublin 
would  have  terminated,  and  the  Recorder, 
if  the  successful  candidate,  would  take  his 
seat.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  looked  at  the 
returns,  he  would  find  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  a  man  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  Recorder  of  Dublin,  and  attend  to  his 
duties  as  a  Member  of  that  House.  He 
( Mr.  Grattan)  could  see  the  cause  of  the 
strong  muster  of  the  Opposition  ;  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  no  doubt  a  great  respect  for 
the  Recorder,  but  he  did  not  care  how  the 
duties  of  the  office  were  to  be  discharged, 
provided  he  got  an  addition  of  a  Member 
whom  he  knew  would  sit  on  the  same 
benches  with  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  bore  testimony  to  the 
fact  of  the  notice  having  been  given,  and 
he  expressed  his  surprise,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  should  have  brought  a  charge 
without  firat  making  himself  acquainted 
with  the  facts.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  would  bear  him  out  in  the  state- 
ment, that  a  conversation  took  place  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Spring  Rice)  said,  that  he  would  not 
give  his  sanction  to  the  Bill,  if  he  thought 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  injuring  the 
Recorder  in  his  present  canvass,  though 
he  approved  of  the  future  application  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  persons  holding 
judicial  situations  in  Ireland.  The  House 
would  see  from  this,  that  nothing  was  far- 
ther from  his  hon.  friend's  intention,  in 
bringing  in  this  Bill,  than  to  take  it  by 
surprise. 

Sir  Qtorge  Clerk  would  do  the  hon. 
member  for  Wicklow  the  justice  to  say, 
that,  on  referring  to  the  Order-book  a 
notice  was  entered  there  for  the  Bill  for 
Monday  last,  but  he  not  having  heard  any 
thing  of  the  matter  until  the  printed  Bill 
was  delivered  to  him  that  morning,  he 
owned  it  excited  his  suspicion ;  and  there- 
fort  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  circumstance. 

Sht  Robert  Inglis  admitted  the  fact  of 
tka  coaversation  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gtotkman  referred.  He  had  no  complaint 
to  make  on  that  ground ;  but  on  looking 
at  the  Bill,  he  found  it  would  have  an  ex- 
poei  facto  effect,  for  one  clause  staled,  that 
fsom  and  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  no 
pefiea  holding  a  judicial  situation  in  Ire- 
land  tlKMild  be  aiigible  as  a  Member  of 
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Parliament,  or  be  capable  of  titcin^  and 
voting  as  such.  This  certainly  vrould 
exclude  the  Recorder  of  Dublio,  evtta 
though  he  should  be  returned  before  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  Under  this  impression 
he  would  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  se- 
cond time  that  day  six  months. 

Sir  Charles  Wetkereli  seconded  this 
amendment,  and  was  proceeding  to  oon* 
tend  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  the 
exclusion  of  Mr.  Shaw,  when 

Mr.  James  Grattan  said,  he  had  no  ob* 
jection  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  would  object  to  the  Bill 
being  withdrawn.  No  man  who  had  a  wish 
to  see  the  administration  of  justice  doly 
honoured,  would  consent  to  a  seat  in  that 
House  being  held  by  a  person  holding  at 
the  same  time  an  important  jadicial  sitna-* 
tion,  which  required  his  constant  attend- 
ance elsewhere. 

Mr.  Spring  Rice  hoped  his  boo.  friend 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  withdrawn. 
Certainly,  in  its  present  shape,  he  conM 
not  give  his  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  defects  of  the  BiU 
could  be  cured  in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  Ruthven  took  the  same  view  of  the 
subject  as  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex, 
and  suggested  that  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  might  be  put  off  to  a  more  convenient 
time.       • 

Mr.  Lefroy  said,  that  the  Bill  would  be 
an  injustice  to  Mr.  Shaw,  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  but  would  not  remedy  the  evil 
complained  of,  lor  the  Recorder  mk;ht 
appoint  a  deputy,  and  there  was  nothng 
to  hinder  him  from  sitting  for  a  boreagh 
in  this  country. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Civil  List — Pensions.]  Lord  At^ 
thorp  said,  that  there  were  several  charges 
which  heretofore  were  fixed  on  the  Ciril 
List,  and  for  which  no  provision  had  yet 
been  made.  He  bad  Imught  in  eeitant 
papers  relating  to  those  charges,  wbicb  he" 
wished  now  to  refer  to  a  Select  Comoiittee, 
in  the  same  way  as  the  other  charges  kncl 
been  referred.  The  charges  were,  the  saln* 
ries  of  Judges  in  England  and  Irehnd,  dw 
Governors  of  colonies^  the  Chief  Com^ 
missioner  to  the  Church  of  ScotlaiBd» 
some  others.  There  were  also 
to  the  amount  of  75,000/.  remainnie  to  be 
provided  for,  but  these  he  did  not  intend 
to  refer  to  the  Committee  Ibr  Ae  itHmem 
he  had  assigned  when  the  snbiect  WM- 
last  under  discussion^  ,  He  liope#  dM  a» 
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diicuMioii  might  now  be  gone  into  on  the 
subject ;  for  any  hon.  Member  who 
thought  proper  might  move,  on  any  future 
oecaeion^  that  the  pensions  be  also  referred 
to  the  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  say,  that  if  such  motion 
should  be  made,  he  would  oppose  it  He 
would  now  move*' That  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  examin-* 
ing  the  items  of  those  expenses  of  the 
Civil  Government  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  heretofore  charged  on  the  Civil 
Lift,  but  henceforth  to  be  charged  on  the 
Consolidated;Fund  and  the  four-and-a»half 
per  cent  Barbadoes  duties,  which  still  re- 
mained to  be  provided  for.'' 

Mr.  Rob€rt  Gordon  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion,  but  at  the  same  time  expressed 
his  regret,  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
not  also  refer  the  pensions  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  more  than  once  stated 
his  opinion  against  saddling  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  with  75,000/.  annual  pensions, 
amounting  to  half  the  present  pensions  of 
150,000/.,  but  it  never  could  have  been 
the  intention  of  the  House  to  take  these 
without  knowing  something  of  their  na- 
ture and  origin.  He  thought  it  better  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  after  a  regular 
debate,  as  to  whether  these  pensions  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee,  and  if  no 
other  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  induced 
to  do  so,  it  was  his  intention  to  make  a 
motion  to  that  effect  on  Thursday  week. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  entirely  approved  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Cricklade*s  determin- 
ation. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Committee  ap- 
pointed. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  August  13,  1831. 

lliNUTls.]  Itetunu  ordocd.  On  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
SvAiMO  Rkjb,  tot  m  oopy  oT  Um  MlmiCe  made  in  Chmeery 
mytcClBc  tht  ritiik«  Saterin  td  MmDiw  Roupdl  and 
Itortent— OnthcMotkmorMr.  PvuY,for«Daooo«ntaf 
ttM  PubBe  Expenditure  and  Income  Ibr  tha  ftMur  yean 
pcevfcma  la  the  5th  of  January,  18X1  i—Ob  tlia  MotioB  of 
Mr.  CoTOTUiAY,  by  an  Addma  ta  hia  Mi||aaty,  of  tba  Pa^ 
ak»8  frantad  to  indiTidualaout  of  the  Civil  Lis^  and  d 
tile  dates  of  the  periodi  at  whldi  gnmted. 

Paliitraw  pt  iMntaii  ByMr.H.  Roa^ftom  the  Ship  Ownan 
aod  ManliaBta  of  Camanran  and  BaMinaiii,  afiuaat  tha 
duty  on  Marine  Inwrancea.  By  Mr.  Alderman  Wood, 
ftem  the  Retaikn  of  Beer,  and  HooiakeepenofOlou* 
aarter,  that  tha  Seer  Vanden  might  ha  plRpad  on  ttia  «na 
ftuting  aa  the  Lioenaed  Victuallen :— By  Mi.  J.  U 
Hooosa,  ftom  Maidstone,  to  the  tame  eflkeL  By  Mr. 
Movnrii,  from  tha  Ownd  Jury  of  nfart,  %ainat  the  uie  of 
MotaMm  in  BaoMrim  and  DiattUeriaa.  By  Mr.  H.  L. 
BcLWBBt  from  certain  Individuaka  pnyiog  fiv  tha 


Paooaaas  or  thi  Raronii  Biu.] 
Mr.  Horatio  Ron  row  to  preaent  a  Peti* 
tion  from  tha  inhabitantt  of  Arfaroatb, 
complaining  of  the  delays  that  had  taken 
place  in  tfaui  progrt ti  or  the  Reform  Bill. 
Thia  waa  a  proof  that  the  inhabitanta  of 
Scotland  had  not  become  lukewarm  oa 
the  fubject. 

The  S^peokor  interposed,  and  stated  hia 
opinion,  that  the  petition  could  not  be 
received,  on  the  ground  of  irregularity, 
and  its  ol^eetionable  nature.  He  might 
take  that  opportunity  to  express  a  hope, 
that  hon.  Members  would  see  the  propriety 
of  abstaining  from  giving  publicity,  by  a 
side-wind,  to  petitions  containing  state- 
ments that  were  considered  objectionable 
by  the  House, 

The  Petition  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Crok^r  wished  to  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  a  misnnderstanaing 
that  had  arisen,  with  refiarence  to  the 
letters  of  the  1st  and  2nd  of  August,  on 
which  he  made  some  obeenrationa  last 
night.  Both  those  lettets  appeared  in 
the  Gazette  published  at  the  Hsigue :  that 
of  the  1st  of  August  was  printed  m  the 
Morning  Post  of  Thnnday,  and  the  letter 
dated  the  Qnd,  appeared  in  the  StoMdard 
of  the  preceding  evening.  He  wished  to 
state  the  sources  from  which  hit  informa- 
tion had  been  derived.  As  every  word 
that  was  spoken  had  been  given  to  the 
public,  it  was  desirable  that  this  matter 
should  be  clearly  stated,  in  order  that 
private  interests  might  not  suffer. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  Paper  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  with  such  praise  had 
not  only  given  every  word  he  said,  but 
had  complimented  him  on  hia  ingenuity. 

Mr.  O'Comnell  complained,  that  every 
word  uttered  in  that  House  respecting 
Belgium  was  given  tp  the  public ;  but  the 
case  was  different  ss  regarded  an  import- 
ant and  integral  part  of  the  empire, 
which  was  not  thought  wiwthy  o/  aa 
much  notice. 


Coair  Laws.]  Mr.  Hunt  said,  he  had 
a  Petition  to  present  from  Sntton,  in 
Cheshire,  for  the  repeal  of  the  Coni-lawa« 
It  contained  strong  language,  but  not 
stronger  than  the  occasion  justified,  and 
not  at  all  disrespectful  to  the  House.  He 
should,  in  future,  abstain  from  reading  the 
petitions  he  presented ;  he  should  rnmoe 
that  task  to  the  noble  Locd^  th*  CVm^ 
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them  notwithstanding,  that  he  should 
exercise  his  own  judgment  with  regard  to 
such  petitions  as  he  thought  proper  to 
present. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  must  remind  the  hon. 
Member,  that  it  was  his  duty  to  ascertain 
that  the  petitions  lie  presented  contained 
no  offensive  language.  From  what  had 
already  occurred,  he  called  on  the  hon. 
Member  to  say,  whether  he  thought  this 
petition  ought  to  be  received ;  and,  if  the 
hon.  Member  thought  so,  he  would  not 
object ;  but  he  must  not  act  as  he  had 
done,  in  this  respect,  yesterday.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  he  had  read  the  most 
ofTensive  part  of  a  petition,  and  afterwards 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  had  read  other  parts,  so  much 
more  ofiensive,  that  a  full  House,  with  the 
exception  of  six  Members,  had  been  in- 
duced to  reject  it. 

Lord  Althorp  agreed  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Oxford,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  every  Member  to  ascertain,  that  the 
petitions  he  presented  were  not  disrespect- 
ful or  offensive  to  the  House.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  taste  in  tliis  respect 
appeared  to  differ  from  that  of  other  Gen- 
tlemen, it  would  probably  be  better  that 
the  present  petition  should  be  read  by  the 
Clerk,  and,  if  the  House  found  it  objec- 
tionable, it  might  be  rejected. 

Mr.  D,  W,  Harvey  said,  that  if  no  peti- 
tions were  to  be  presented  but  such  as 
were  agreeable  to  the  canons  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  few  would  be  entered 
on  their  Journals.  There  were  only  two 
sorts  of  petitions  which  ought  to  be  re- 
jected ;  these  were  such  as  assailed  indi- 
vidual character,  or  were  likely  to  pre- 
judice any  inquiry  going  on  in  a  Court  of 
Justice.  The  present  petition  proceeded 
from  a  considerable  part  of  the  people, 
and  referred  to  a  most  important  question. 
He  might  doubt  the  propriety  of  agitating 
that  at  the  present  moment,  but  probably, 
bad  the  subject  not  been  brought  before 
them,  they  would  have  been  told,  that  as 
there  were  no  complaints,  there  was  no- 
thing to  remedy,  and  that  even  the  people 
approved  of  Corn-laws — which  took  no 
less  than  20,000,000/.  sterling  out  of  their 
pockets,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  keeping 
up  the  rentals  of  a  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Of  course  that  majority 
would  endeavour  to  prevent  any  petition, 
stating  these  grievances,  from  being  pre- 
sentedy  so  far  as  they  could.  He  was 
most  anxious  for  a  calm  and  deliberate 


discussion  on  this  subject,  but  feared  thaU 
at  the  present  time,  it  could  not  be  had. 
He,  therefore,  would  recommend  the  hon* 
member  for  Preston  to  postpone  bring^g 
the  subject  forward  until  a  fitter  oppor- 
tunity. 

Sir  Charles  Burrell  could  not  sit  quiet, 
after  the  furious  attack  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Colchester  upon  the  landed 
interest.  He  was  prepared  to  contend, 
that  the  Corn-laws  were  not  the  cavse  of 
the  distress  in  the  country,  which  was 
mainly,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  attrilnited  to 
the  Currency  Act.  At  the  same  time,  as 
that  Act  had  not  deteriorated  the  price  of 
labour  in  the  same  proportion  as  it  had 
affected  other  articles,  the  indastrioai 
classes  had  suffered  least  from  the  great 
change  brought  about  by  it.  The  altem- 
tion  of  currency  had  materially  increased 
the  burthen  of  taxation,  and  thereby  aug- 
mented the  difficulties  which  the  agricul- 
tural classes  were  previously  labouring 
under.  The  farmers  had  not  the  power 
to  employ  so  many  labourers  as  heretofore. 
He  regretted,  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  stated,  that  the  object  of  the  Coro- 
laws  was  to  bolster  up  the  rents  of  land- 
lords. He  was  bound,  on  their  behalf,  to 
declare,  that,  in  many  poor  soils,  these 
had  fallen  full  one  half;  and,  in  better 
lands,  one-third.  The  charge  was  absurd; 
the  cause  of  the  distress  was  the  alteration 
in  the  currency. 

Mr.  James  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
House  had  done  wrong  yesterday,  in  re- 
jecting the  petition  of  which  he  had 
seconded  the  presentation.  This  would 
aggravate  the  hostile  feelings  of  the  peti- 
tioners against  the  Corn-Taws.  In  his 
opinion,  the  petition,  although  strongly, 
was  not  disrespectfully  worded. 

Mr.  Hunt  thought  the  hon.  member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  not  correctly 
stated  the  occurrence  of  yesterday.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  objected  to  the  peti- 
tion being  received  before  the  noble  Lord 
made  his  remarks.  He  had  objected  to 
that  part,  which,  however,  he  (iMr.  Hunt) 
again  maintained,  was  true,  that  the  Corn- 
laws  had  been  passed  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet.  The  noble  Lord  afterwards  read 
another  portion,  which  caused  it  to  be 
rejected.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, that  the  question  of  the  currency 
had  much  to  do  with  the  sufleringt  of  the 
people,  and  had  increased  their  burthens 
almost  beyond  endurance.  Then  were 
I2|000  caipenters  and  joiners,  in  the 
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tropolis  alone,  out  of  employment,  and 
subsisting  upon  charity.  The  petition  he 
had  yesterday  presented  was  from  3,000 
of  his  constituents,  many  of  whom  were 
suffering  the  extremity  of  misery ;  and, 
because  they  had  tacked  a  caution  to  the 
House,  to  the  declaration  of  their  grievances, 
their  petition  was  rejected,  as  many  had 
been  rejected  before.  The  passions  of  the 
people  must  be  excited  by  this  neglect. 
The  hon.  member  for  Abingdon  had  as- 
serted, that  no  other  Member  could  be 
found  to  present  petitions  of  the  same 
nature  as  he  had  laid  before  the  House. 
He  believed  the  people  entertained  the 
same  sentiments,  for  he  received  many 
from  persons  of  whom  he  knew  nothing, 
which  he  should  present  at  his  own  dis- 
cretion, without  regarding  the  advice  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Oxford.  One  half, 
and  upwards,  of  the  House  was  composed 
of  landholders,  who,  in  his  opinion,  took 
30,000,000/.  annually  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people,  for  their  own  emolument ; 
and  who,  as  a  matter  of  course,  would  not 
listen  to  petitions  for  the  repeal  of  laws 
from  which  they  received  so  much  advan- 
tage. He  wished,  therefore,  for  the  House 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  sub- 
ject, which  he  should  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  bring  before  them. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  had  certainly  objected 
to  the  petition  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  yesterday  presented,  on  hearing  the 
passage  which  the  hon.  Member  had  read, 
but  he  would  not  have  divided  the  House 
on  the  question.  When  the  noble  Lord, 
however,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
pointed  out  the  other  objectionable  pas- 
sage, it  was  the  opinion  of  the  whole 
House,  with  the  exception  of  six  Members, 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  received.  He, 
therefore,  again  called  upon  the  hon. 
member  for  Preston,  enlightened  as  his 
judgment  must  be  by  the  proceedings  of 
last  night,  to  say  whether  this  petition 
ought  to  be  received. 

The  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Hunt  also  presented  a  Petition  from 
Denton  and  Haughton,  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Manchester,  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws. 

Mr.  John  Wood  said,  had  he  been  pre- 
sent yesterday,  he  should  have  voted  for 
the  printing  of  the  petition  which  had 
been  rejected,  as  a  matter  of  expediency. 
It  was  better  to  receive  such  petitions 
than,  by  rejecting  them  after  a  debate, 
cause  the   violent  .  feelings   whicb  were 


entertained  on  this  subject  to  be  further 
inflamed.  He  had  himself  such  strong 
feelings  on  the  subject,  as  to  be  fearful 
of  expressing  them.  He  remembered  har* 
ing  seen  soldiers  called  out  to  protect  the 
Members  on  the  passing  of  the  Com-lawi, 
and  did  not  think  the  language  of  the 
petition  incorrect.  He  had  refrained  from 
using  inflammatory  language  himself,  but 
be  could  assure  hon.  Members,  the  time 
was  fast  coming  when  the  people  would 
no  longer  submit  to  these  laws.  He  did 
not  believe  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
would  materially  affect  the  price  of  bread, 
but  it  would  afford  the  people  of  this 
country  a  greater  opportunity  of  exchang- 
ing their  manufactures  for  that  necessary 
article  of  life.  The  leading  error  of  the 
landed  proprietors  was,  that  if  foreign 
com  was  allowed  to  be  freely  imported, 
the  consumption  would  not  increase.  This 
was  a  fallacy.  The  consumption  would 
be  more  if  the  price  was  less ;  the  people 
would  consume  all  the  grain  grown  in  this 
country,  and  the  surplus  they  wanted 
could  be  procured  in  exchange  for  our 
own  manufactures.  The  people  felt  so 
strongly  on  this  subject,  that  great  allow- 
ance should  be  made  for  strong  expres- 
sions ;  and,  to  reject  their  petitions  on  this 
pretence,  would  excite  much  discontent. 
He  was  satisfied,  that  whenever  the  Re- 
form^BilL  was  disposed  of,  the  Corn-laws 
would  agitate  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  Benett  said,  they  had  had  strong 
assertions,  but  they  were  not  supported 
by  arguments.  He  had  no  desire  to  avoid 
any  discussion  which  hon.  Members  might 
provoke  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws, 
for  the  sooner  the  question  was  settled  the 
better.  But  he  could  not  sit  still  and  hear 
it  asserted,  that  the  price  of  corn  was 
raised  by  the  Corn-laws,  when  the  fact 
was  the  reverse,  as  he  could  prove ;  and 
one  effect  of  their  repeal  would  be,  that 
we  should  have  a  mighty  influx  of  foreign 
labour.  There  were  2,000,000/.  sterling 
paid  for  foreign  corn  last  year,  of  which 
one  half,  at  least,  was  paid  for  the  price 
of  labour.  It  must  be  recollected,  that 
if  we  imported  the  same  amount  of  com 
annually,  we  favoured  foreign  labour  to 
the  extent  of  1,000,000/.  against  the  la- 
bour of  our  own  agricultural  classes,  which 
must  have  the  effect  of  throwing  many  of 
them  out  of  employment.  The  labourer 
here  was  distressed,  not  from  an  insuffi« 
ciency  of  com,  but  from  want  of  em- 
ployment. .  Would  his  conditipn  be  in- 
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proved  by  admitting  a  greater  competition 
of  foreign  agricultural  labour  ?  He  had 
merely  said  these  few  words,  to  show,  that 
an  answer  could  be  given  to  the  state- 
ments by  which  the  public  mind  was 
attempted  to  be  influenced,  for  nothing 
could  be  more  unfounded  than  that  the 
Corn-laws  were  carried  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet.  There  were  riots  in  Loudon  at 
the  time  certainly,  but  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  passing  of  the  Corn-laws. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  agricultural  labourers  would 
be  much  depressed   if  these  laws  were 

repealed. 

Petition  read.     On  the  question,  that 

it  be  printed, 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  that  if  the  hon.  member 
for  Wiltshire  thought  the  rejection  of  his 
motion  for  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  by  a 
majority  of  that  House,  would  settle  the 
question,  he  was  much  mistaken.  If  he 
was  defeated,  he  should  bring  it  in  again 
in  some  other  shape ;  and,  if  it  was  over- 
ruled, it  would  only  be  by  a  majoritv  of 
landholders,  who  were  afraid  of  their 
rentals.  The  hon.  Member  said,  the  free 
importation  of  corn  would  only  increase 
the  competition  of  foreign  labour ;  it 
would  certainly  increase  the  consumption 
of  com,  because  more  British  manufac- 
tures would  be  exported.  He  had  always 
held  the  same  opinions,  even  when  he  had 
been  a  farmer  in  Wiltshire,  and  was  then, 
as  now,  opposed  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  the  petition  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  move  to  have 
printed,  was  the  most  moderate  of  the 
two. 

Mr.  Hunt  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  have  that  printed  if  he  pleased. 

The  Petition  to  be  printed. 

The  Coronation.]  On  the  Motion 
of  Lord  Althorp  for  reading  the  Order  of 
the  Dav,  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Reform  of  Par- 
liament (England)  Bill, 

Mr.  James  rose  for  the  purpose  of  ask- 
ing the  noble  Lord  a  question  with  respect 
to  the  approaching  Coronation.  That 
question  was — what  was  the  sum  of  money 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  expend  on  that  ceremonial  ? 
To  him  it  appeared,  that  it  would  have 
been  much  more  proper,  more  parliament- 
ary, more  constitutional,  had  Ministers, 
before  they  determined  on  having  a 
Coronition,  come  down  to  the  House, 


and  asked  the  RepreeentftHves  of  the 
people  if  they  chose  to  incut  the  expense 
of  it.  If  he  were  to  judge  from  experience, 
he  should  predict,  that  the  outlay  woaM 
greatly  exceed  the  estimate.  The  esti- 
mate of  the  expense  of  the  last  Coronation 
was  100,000/. ;  the  actual  expense  was 
238,000f.  The  hiringof  the  jeweb  on  that 
occasion  cost  28,000/.;  their  TAlne  was 
estimated  at  65,000/.  Ten  per  cent  per 
annum  was  the  hire  paid  for  their  use. 
Having  been  kept  above  four  yearSy  at  an 
annual  expense  of  6|500/.,  the  cost  was 
that  which  he  had  already  stated.  With 
respect  to  the  intended  Coronation,  he 
saw  no  occasion  for  it  whatever.  On  the 
contrary — 

Sir  Robert  Heron  spoke  to  order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  rose  to  put  a  question, 
and  was  making  a  long  speech. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  there  was  a 
question  before  the  House ;  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Carlisle  was  entitled  to  speak 
to  it. 

Mr.  Jamet  resumed  his  observations. 
He  could  see  no  necessity  for  a  Cork 
nation  whatever ;  except,  indeed,  it  were 
to  make  fifty  or  a  hundred  new  Peers,  for 
the  purpose  of  passing  the  Reform  Bill  m 
another  place.  His  Majesty  was  in  fbll 
possession  of  theThrone*-he  nad  taken  die 
oaths — no  additional  security  could  be 
given  for  the  proper  performance  of  his 
regal  functions.  In  ancient  times  a  formal 
compact  between  a  king  and  his  people 
was  considered  to  be  indispensable.  Those 
times  had  gone  by;  and  the  proposed 
ceremony  was  altogether  useless,  and 
would  be  an  empty  spectacle.  He  could 
not  believe  that  his  present  Maiasty 
wished,  or  would  like,  such  an  exhibition. 
He  was  not  like  the  late  King,  George 
4th,  whom  nothing  satisfied  but  extra- 
ordinary show  and  splendor.  That  wu 
now  a  matter  of  history,  and  could  not 
be  denied.  He  had  a  high  opinion  of  the 
good  sense  and  powerful  mind  of  his  pre- 
sent Majesty,  who  had  secured  the  love 
of  his  subjects  by  showing  himself  the 
friend  of  Constitutional  Reform.  His 
Majesty  had  built  for  himself  a  reputation 
which  would  never  decay  while  there  was 
an  Enelish  heart  to  feel  ois  merits,  or  an 
English  tongue  to  praise  them.  He  was 
sure  that  his  Majesty  had  too  much  sym- 
pathy  for  his  distressed  and  impoveridiad 
people  to  wish  to  put  them  to  the  expense 
of  tne  projected  paeeant.  It  was,  Uiere- 
forc;  his  opiniotti  that  Ministera— and  he 
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begged  not  to  be  coniiderad  at  ungrateful 
to  them  for  the  course  which  they  had 
lately  been  pursuing — would  hare  acted 
more  wisely  had  they  abstained  from  ad- 
vising the  Crown,  in  the  present  wretched 
state  of  the  country,  to  incur  the  proposed 
expense.  He  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  estimated  amount  of  the  expense  ? 

Lord  Altharp  said,  that  the  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  was  perfectly  in  error  with  reference 
to  the  course  which  he  thought,  in  de- 
ference to  the  Constitution,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  ought  to  have  adopted.  On 
that  point,  however,  he  would  not  say 
anything  further.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  the  Coronation  was  unnecessary, 
for  that  the  King  had  already  taken  the 
requisite  oaths.  That  was  not  the  case. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  prescribed  certain 
oaths  to  be  taken  at  the  Coronation  *,  and 
the  fact  that  they  were  so  prescribed, 
proved  that  they  were  considerea  neceasary 
in  point  of  law.  As  to  the  question  of  ex- 
pense, he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  expense  of  the  last 
Coronation  was  extravagant,  and  especially 
with  reference  to  the  hire  of  jewellery.  It 
was  impossible  for  him  to  state,  with  any- 
thing like  precision,  what  the  expense  of 
the  approaching  Coronation  would  be; 
but  he  had  already  said — what  all  the 
succeeding  information  which  he  had  re- 
ceived  on  the  subject  warranted  him  in  re- 
peating— that  it  would  not  be  more  than 
a  fifth  of  the  expense  of  the  last.  He  was, 
of  course,  desirous  not  to  state  the  ex- 
pense at  a  lower  rate  than  would  probably 
be  the  fact,  lest  disappointment  might  be 
occasioned;  but  he  thought  he  might 
confidently  declare,  that  it  would  not  be 
more  than  a  fifth  of  the  expense  of  the  last. 

Mr.  James  thought,  that  if  the  expense 
exceeded  100,000/.,  the  members  of  Ad- 
ministration ought  to  pay  the  surplus  out 
of  their  own  pockets.  He  begged  to  know 
whether  there  was  to  be  any  accommo- 
dation at  the  ceremony  for  Members  of 
that  House,  as  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  ? 

Mr.  Oillon  observed,  that  very  few  of 
the  Members  of  that  House  had  a  right  to 
claim  the  title  of  Representatives  of  the 
people.  Most  of  them  were  mere  dross, 
instead  of  being  pure  gold.  They  sat 
there  as  nominees  of  Peers — as  the  Mem- 
bers for  nomination  and  rotten  boroughs. 
Instead  of  possessmg  independence,  Uiey 
were  eompelled  to  vote  u  thtir  patrosi 
Abtottd  them. 


Mr.  Hunt  was  of  opinion  Chit  there  was 
noplace  in  England  so  falrlv  fepresented 
as  that  for  which  his  bon.  Colleague  and 
himself  sat.  When  the  hon  Member 
spoke  of  the  last  King  with  dispraise^  be 
was  called  to  order.  No  such  feeling  was 
manifested  when  he  praised  the  prsMit 
King.  He  knew  nothing  of  his  HijeaCy 
but  as  the  head  of  the  Government. 
Was  not  the  present  King  as  much  at>- 
tached  to  the  principles  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  and  his  friends,  as  he  pro- 
fessed to  be,  or  as  it  was  professed  for 
him  he  was,  to  the  principles  of  Earl  Grey 
and  his  friends. 

Sir  Henry  Hardmge  said,  he  rose  in 
consequence  of  the  pert  and  flippant  ob^ 
servations  of  the  hon.  Member(lilr.  Gillon) 
who  preceded  the  member  for  Preston. 
That  non*  Member  had  stated,  that  eeitain 
Members  being  nominees  eouUI  not  be  in- 
dependent, and  did  not,  in  ftiet»  wpriiaBt 
the  people.  Now  he,  as  RepfesentatWe 
for  a  borough  which  was  called  a  nomi- 
nation boroughy  must  say,  that  he  gave  ai 
independent  a  vote  while  sitting  for  that 
borough,  as  he  did  while  he  sat  for  the  city 
of  Durham,  or  as  any  man  could  do.  He 
felt  called  upon  to  say  thus  much  as  a 
general  remark  on  the  absurdity  of  assert* 
ing  that  a  man  must  cease  to  be  independ- 
ent when  he  sat  for  a  nomination  borough  $ 
but  as  far  as  the  hon.  Member's  remarks 
were  intended  to  apply  to  him  (Sir  H. 
Hardin^e),  he  must  say,  that  he  treated 
them  with  the  utmost  contempt. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  wished  to 
know,  without,  however,  being  desirous 
of  an  immediate  answer,  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  his  Majesty's  Government  with 
respect  to  the  period  and  the  length  of  Uie 
adjournment  for  the  Coronation? 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  it  was  lm« 
possible  for  him  at  that  moment  to  answer 
the— 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  repeated,  that 
he  did  not  wish  for  an  answer  at  tiiat 
moment. 

Mr.  ffConnell  expressed  his  hope  that 
the  Irish  Reform  Bill  would  be  previously 
mtroduced. 

pARLIAMZHTARTRsPOnM — BltLfOE 
EVOLAVD  —  COMMITTXX  —  TWXITTT- 

THinn  Dat.]    The  Order  of  the  Day 
read,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  on  the  Parliamentiry  Reftrm 
(England)  Bill. 
CSaose  13,  enactbg  that  in  all  flitiiri 
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Parliaments  there  should  be  three  Knights 
of  the  Shire,  instead  of  two,  to  serve  for 
Berkshire,  Buckinghamshire,  Cambridge- 
shire, Dorsetshire,  Herefordshire,  Hert- 
fordshire, and  Oxfordshire ;  and  two 
Knights  of  the  Shire,  instead  of  one,  to 
serve  for  Glamorganshire,  was  again  taken 
into  consideration. 

Mr.  William  Bankes  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  propose  an  additional  Member 
for  the  county  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected (Dorsetshire) ;  any  boon  that  was 
offered  he  would  accept ;  but  at  the  same 
time  that  he  accepted  it,  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  making  a  few  observations  upon 
the  principle  which  had  actuated  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  granting  four  Members 
for  the  county  of  Cumberland,  while  they 
onlv  granted  three  to  the  county  of  Dorset. 
In  looking  at  the  returns,  he  found  Cum- 
berland had  a  population  of  156,194,  and 
Dorsetshire,  144^000 ;  and  comparing  the 
number  of  10/.  houses   in   each  of  the 
counties,  and  in  each  of  the  represented 
and  unrepresented  places  in  those  counties, 
it  was  clear,  that  although  Cumberland 
contained  rather  more  persons,  still,    in 
point  of  wealth,  in  the  number  of  the  10/. 
houses,  and  even  of  those  above  40/.  a 
year,  the  county  of  Dorset  bad  consider- 
ably the  pre-eminence;   that  was  quite 
clear    when  the    statements  relating  to 
each  county  were  examined.     In  Cumber- 
land the  residents  in  boroughs  which  were 
to    have    Representatives    amounted    to 
40,000 ;  in  Dorset  only  to  24,000.     The 
number  of  10/.  houses  in  Cumberland  was 
2,400 ;  in  Dorset  3,050 ;  the  freeholdci's 
of  the  former  county  amounted  to  1,527, 
in  the  latter,  to  2,002.     The  number  of 
houses  in  Cumberland  rated  at  above  20/. 
and  under  40/.  was  536 ;  in  Dorset  828; 
the  houses  above  40/.  were,  in  Cumber- 
land 1 14,  and  in  Dorset  216.     The  House 
would  be  surprised  to  learn  these  facts, 
and  then  to  see,  that  it  was  only  intended 
to  give  Dorsetshire  three  Members,  while 
a  county  inferior  in  importance  and  wealth 
was  allowed  four  Members.     Dorset  here 
was,  in  fact,  the  only  county  that  made 
out  a  case  of  gross  injustice,  even  accord- 
ing to  the  principles  which  had  been  laid 
down  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers.    With 
regard  to  the  principle  generally  on  which 
the  third  Member  was  to  be  given,  he  was 
inclined  to  think  it  would  have  been  better 
to  limit  the  Members  to  two,  because,  as 
everj  one  must  have  observed,  rights  and 
privileges  as  they  were  extended  became 


less  valuable,  and  individuals  became  in 
proportion  careless  in  their  exercise*  He 
was  therefore  satisfied  that  the  more  votes 
a  man  had,  the  less  careful  would  he  be 
as  to  the  candidate  for  whom  he  should 
vote.  He  thought  it  would  be  better, 
therefore,  even  in  the  case  of  a  third  candi* 
date,  to  limit  the  votes  of  the  freeholders 
to  two.  He  was  aware,  that  there  might 
be  some  difficulties;  but  he  did  not — 
standing  on  the  side  of  the  House  on  which 
he  stood — feel  himself  under  the  Decessity 
of  always  providing  a  remedy  for  the  evils 
that  might  present  themselves  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate.  It  was  for  those 
who  were  speculating  on  the  introduction 
of  the  plan,  to  propose  remedies  neces* 
sary  for  subverting  the  ills  which,  without 
those  remedies,  would  naturally  arise. 

Sir  James  Graham  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  foirly,  in  se- 
lecting Cumberland  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, to  make  a  contrast  with  the  state 
of  Dorsetshire.  He,  however,  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  was  actuated  by 
inviduous  motives  in  his  selection,  for 
he  understood  the  family  of  Bankes 
had  property  in  Cumberland,  and  that 
he  had  the  honour  to  number  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  father  as  one  of  bis  consti- 
tuents. But  notwithstanding  that,  the 
hon.  Member  had  made  some  painful 
reflections  on  his  Majesty's  MinisterSy 
which  would  have  amounted,  if  expressed 
in  plainer  terms,  to  a  broad  charge  of 
partiality.  The  reason  why  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman had  compared  Cumberland  with 
Dorset,  probably  was,  that  Dorset  was  the 
largest  county  to  which  three  Members 
were  to  be  given,  and  Cumberland  the 
smallest,  which  was  to  have  four  Members^ 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  stated  the 
case  so  fairly  as  he  might  have  done.  The 
population  he  had  given  was  undoubtedly 
correct ;  but  he  had  omitted  to  state  what 
were  the  number  of  Members  to  be  re- 
turned from  the  counties  respectively. 
Cumberland,  under  the  proposed  roeasure, 
would  return  eight,  and  the  county  of 
Dorset  eleven.  Even  after  allowing  four 
Members  for  the  county  of  CumbCTiand, 
and  three  for  the  county  of  Dorset,  Cum- 
berland would  return  only  one  Member 
for  19,000  inhabitants,  and  Dorset  one 
for  every  13,000.  Had  Dorsetriiire,  ac- 
cording to  the  census  of  182 1,  contained 
upwards  of  150,000  inhabitants,  it  wonU, 
without  anv  reference  to  the  number  of  its 
boroughs,  have  been  admitted  to  the -refill 
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of  returning  four  Members.  It  would  be 
impossible  for  the  hon.  Member  to  deny 
this  short  statement,  and  he  was  confident 
that  it  would  relieve  the  Government  from 
any  charge,  directly,  or  indirectly,  of  par- 
tiality towards  Cumberland. 

Mr.  William  Bankcs  regretted,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  no  notice 
whatever  of  one  part  of  his  (Mr.  Bankes*s) 
statement,  namelv,  that  which  related  to 
the  comparative  wealth  of  the  two  counties. 
He  believed  the  number  of  houses  above 
the  annual  value  of  40/.  in  Dorsetshire, 
amounted  to  nearly  double  the  number  of 
the  same  description  of  houses  in  Cum- 
berland;  and  of  10/.  houses,  the  com- 
parison was  three  to  two  in  favour  of  the 
former  county.  Upon  this  ground  he  still 
maintained,  that  Dorsetshire  had  a  de- 
cided superiority  to  Cumberland. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  felt  it  his  duty,  without 
any  sort  of  delicacy,  broadly  to  charge 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  with  having  acted 
partially.  It  appeared  by  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  that  in  Cumberland  there  was 
to  be  one  Representative  to  19,000  of  the 
population,  and  in  Dorsetshire,  one  to 
13,000.  Now,  in  Lincolnshire  there  was 
to  be  only  one  to  23,500. 

Mr.  Keith  Douglas  was  sorry  to  hear 
the  giving  of  Members  to  this  and  to  that 
county  talked  of  as  a  boon,  which  it  ap- 
peared the  Gentlemen  who  were  the  most 
likely  to  be  returned  for  them,  were  un- 
willing to  accept.  The  object  of  the  House 
ought  to  be,  to  consider  how  the  Repre- 
sentation could  be  improved  in  the  most 
convenient  and  proper  manner  for  the 
whole  county.  When  he  heard  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  talk  of 
this  county  having  eleven  Members, 
another  ten,  another  eight,  and  so  on,  and 
that  they  still  required  additional  Repre- 
sentation, he  could  not  help  turning  his 
attention  to  Wales,  where,  in  many  parts, 
there  was  only  one  Member  returned  for 
a  whole  county ;  and  he  did  not  think, 
therefore,  this  arrangement  was  fair  or 
just,  and  it  was  not  the  way  to  model  the 
Representation  so  as  to  be  satisfactory  to 
the  people.  Looking  at  the  population 
generally,  he  thought  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters would  act  much  more  wisely  in 
giving  a  second  Member  to  some  of  the 
Welsh  counties,  instead  of  thrusting  a 
third  or  a  fourth  Member  on  more  of  the 
English  counties,  which  were  already  very 
weU  represented  in  Parliament.   To  Scot- 
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land,  was  given  by  the  Bill  a  much  larger 
constituency  than  to  any  other  part  of  the 
kingdom,  and  yet,  the  most  confined  Re- 
presentation. When  the  electors  were  to 
be  so  much  increased  in  number,  the 
Representation  must  also  be  extended  in 
proportion,  if  justice  or  impartiality  was 
considered.  The  constituency  of  Scot- 
land was  five  times  larger  than  that  of  any 
part  of  England,  having  the  same  number 
of  Members.  Hitherto,  from  twenty  to 
thirtv  Scotchmen,  who  had  accumulated 
wealth,  by  their  industry  and  perseverance, 
in  our  foreign  possessions  and  colonies, 
had  been  returned  for  the  small  English 
boroughs,  and  had  been  most  useful  Mem- 
bers, by  affording  information  respecting 
the  interests  of  our  distant  dependencies ; 
but,  as  they  would  no  longer  find  an 
entrance  by  those  channels,  it  became 
necessary,  in  order  to  give  Scotland  a  due 
share  of  the  Representation,  that  her  own 
Members  should  be  increased.  In  Eng- 
land, this  Bill  gave  a  Member  to  about 
every  15,000  persons.  In  several  of  the 
counties  of  Scotland,  they  even  had  no 
burgh  Member.  The  large  counties, 
such  as  Aberdeen,  with  158,000  inhabit- 
ants; Ayr,  with  129,000;  Edinburgh,  with 
195,000;  Fife,  with  176,000;  Forfar,  with 
115,000  ;  Lanark,  with  249,000  ;  Perth, 
with  141,000,  and  Renfrew,  with  114,000, 
had  only  one  Member  each.  If  the 
taxation  and  wealth  of  Scotland  were  also 
taken  into  the  account,  this  great  inequal- 
ity would  be  still  more  glaring.  Members 
from  Scotland  would  be  an  important 
accession  to  the  House ;  but  both  Scotland 
and  Wales  being  at  a  distance  from  the 
metropolis,  and  their  Members  not  likely 
to  have  so  much  influence  as  those  near 
at  hand,  their  interests  had,  in  a  great 
measure,  been  overlooked. 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  said,  the  claims  of 
Scotland  to  an  additional  Representation 
were  very  strong.  But,  as  he  thought 
those  claims  might  more  efficiently  be 
urged  at  a  subsequent  period,  he  would 
reserve  his  arguments  in  their  favour,  until 
they  came  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament. As  to  one  part  of  the  arrange- 
ments contained  in  the  clause  under  con- 
sideration, he  would  observe,  if  the  House 
proceeded  by  the  rule  of  population,  ac- 
cording to  the  principles  laid  down  by  the 
framers  of  tJie  Bill,  that  the  only  just  way 
of  calculating  it  in  the  counties  was,  to 
deduct  from  them  that  portion  of  popula- 
tion whose  interests  in  the  Representation 
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were  alrcarly  provided  for  in  boroughs.  Motion,  which  went  to  prevent  any  Mduo- 
IJpon  this  piiiiciplc,  as  well  as  upon  the  tion  of  English  Memben,  and,  after  thii 
test  of  wealth  derived  fr(iin  the  amount  of .  reduction  had  been  decided  on,  they  came 
the  10/.  housjhoKlcrs,  Buckingham  had  a  '  forward  and  required  an  increase  in  the 
stroMiTcr  claini  than  Dorsetshire,  or  even  i  Representation  for  Scotland  and  IrelaDd, 
Cumbi-rland,  to  the  privilege  held  out  by  i  on  the  p;rounds  of  the  disproportion  now 
the  chnisc.  existing.     It  was  strange  they  should  in 


Mr.  G'lUon  thought,  that  the  noljle  Lord 
conceded  a  great  boon  to  Scothmd.  He, 
in  fact,  ^\\\(i  it  fifty  Members,  for  it  was 
not   at  pri*sent   represented    at   all.     He 


eflect  say,  they  would  prevent  the  reduc- 
tion of  English  Members,  when  the  pro- 
portion was  very  large,  and  then  turn 
round  and  declare,  when  the  relative  pro- 


should  b^  happy  if,  consistent  with  the  portions  were  altered,  that  Scotland  and 
plan  of  the  Bill,  an  additional  number  of!  Ireland  required  additional  Members. 
Members  could  be  given  to  that  country  ;  j  With  respect  to  the  question  now  before 
but  there  would  be  a  better  time  than  the  I  them,  the  noble  Marquis  had  said,  the 


county  of  Buckingham  did  not  desire  an 
additional  Member.  That  might  be  true, 
but  it  was  impossible,  that  the  framers  of 
the  Bill  could  have  known  this  previously; 
and  they  went  upon  certain  principles^  in- 
tending to  deal  equal  justice  to  all,  al- 
though hon.  Gentlemen  had  charged  then 
with  partiality.  But  it  was  remarkibfei 
that  most  of  those  who  had  done  thiii 
acted  upon  the  desire  to  acquire  ad- 
ditional Members  to  the  places  or  districts 
they  were  interested  in.  The  county  of 
Cumberland  had  been  alluded  to  for  this 
purpose,  and  a  complaint  had  been  madei 
that  Dorsetshire  and  Buckinghamshira  in 
particular,  had  not  the  same  number  of 
county  Members  allotted  to  them  as  thsl 
county.  They  were  less  in  surface  and 
population,  it  was  admitted,  but  greater  in 
wealth .  The  important  consideration, how- 
ever, of  the  number  of  boroughs  in  soch 
counties,  had  been  overlooked,  and  the  ne- 


present  for  that  discussion.  He  would 
vote  for  this  clause,  because  other  hon. 
Members  opposed  it,  and  because  it  would 
discourage  a  system  of  compromise  which 
it  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  destroy. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos,  as  member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  could  not  agree  in 
the  propriety  of  giving  a  third  Member  to 
tiiHt  county.  From  all  the  inquiries  he 
had  made,  and  all  the  communications  he 
had  received,  he  was  convinced  there  was 
no  desire  among  its  freeholders  to  have 
an  increase  of  Representatives.  The  Bill 
diminished  the  number  of  Representatives 
in  general,  and  as  nine  Members  were  left 
to  Buckinghanishiie,  he  conceived  that 
that  number  was,  in  proportion  to  the 
whole  body,  amply  sufficient  to  represent 
every  interest  in  the  county.  The  efTect 
of  the  Bill  would  be,  to  increase  the  Re- 
presentatives, and  diminish  the  constitu- 
ency.   As  900  freeholders  would  be  taken 

from  the  county  electors,  the  addition  of  ■  cessary  consequence  flowing  from  it 
a  third  ^lember  would  only  tend  to  en-  that  the  county  constituency  must  be  pro- 
courage  contests,  and  would,  therefore,  portionably  reduced,  as  no  elector  could 
be  injurious,  rather  than  beneficial.  In  have  votes  for  both  county  and  borough. 
general,  some  kind  of  coalition  would  take  On  this  account  he  was  prepared  to  CCMI- 
place,and  the  weakest,  consequently,  would  ;  tend,  that  they  had  fairly  treated  the 
go  to  the  wall.  He,  therefore,  considered,  .  counties  selected  to  return  three  Membeis. 
that  additional  Representatives  for  Wales  i  But  the  noble  Marquis  had  taken  the  other 
and  Scotland,  would  be  preferable  to  an  side,  and  argued  as  if  too  much  bad  beea 
increase  of  an  odd  Member  for  seven  done  for  them.  He  was  at  a  loss  how  te 
English  counties.  If  he  thought  the  ad-  j  treat  this  objection,  otherwise  than  bj 
ditional  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  an  ;  saying,  that  when  complaints  were  made 
advantage,  after  the  honour  that  had  been  '  on  conflicting  grounds,  the  chances  were, 
done  him  by  the  freeholders  in  electing  they  had  taken  the  ri^ht  line  by  cboosinf 
him,  notwithstanding  all  attempts  at  un-  the  middle  course.  On  that  part  of  the 
fair  opposition,  he  should  be  the  first  man  objections  he  should  say  no  morey  but 
to  advocate  their  claims.  with  respect  to  the  noble  Marquis  a  neit 

Lord  Aithorp  said,  it  was  remarkable,  objection,  that  three  Members  would  ee- 
that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  com-  cessarily  increase  the  frequency  of  eon- 
plained  of  the  inadequate  Representation  tested  elections,  if  that  should  prove  not 
of  Scotland,  were  among  the  most  stre-  .  to  bs  the  case,  it  would  tend  to  the 
Duous  advocates  of  General  Gsseoyne's  '  electors  having  a  greater  ehoiee.    At  pit- 
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sent,  a  compromise  frequently  took  place 
between  the  respective  parties,  eacn  to 
return  one  Member,  which,  in  a  manner, 
excluded  the  freeholders  from  all  choice. 
Whether  that  was  the  case  in  Bucking- 
hamshire, the  noble  Marquis,  from  his 
connexions  with  that  county,  knew  better 
than  iiimself. 

The  Marquis  of  Chandos  said,  he  had 
only  dissented  from  the  proposition  of 
giving  three  Members  to  counties — he  did 
not  mean  to  oppose  the  extension  of 
county  Representatives  generally.  As  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  some  allusions  re- 
lating to  a  supposed  compromise  in  the 
county  of  Buckingham,  he  could  assure 
him  he  was  no  party  to  it,  and  that  he  did 
not  believe  such  a  thing  existed.  At  all 
events,  he  was  elected  by  the  free  and 
independent  electors,  and  would  never 
represent  the  county  on  any  such  under- 
standing. 

Mr.  Pigot  was  also  of  opinion,  that  the 
third  Member  was  no  boon  to  the  Repre- 
sentation of  Buckinghamshire.  He  could 
assert,  that  all  the  boroughs  of  that  county 
were  now  under  local  influence,  and  that 
all  the  Members  returned  for  them  had 
property  in  the  county.  He  believed  there 
was  no  understanding  relative  to  the  re- 
turn of  county  Members  by  the  different 
parties;  indeed,  the  late  contest  was  a 
proof  to  the  contrary.  The  additional 
Member  had  better  be  transferred  to  Great 
Marlow  from  the  county. 

Mr.  Dixon  was  prepared  to  prove,  that 
Scotland  was  entitled  to  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  Members  than  was  allotted  to  that 
country  under  the  Bill ;  and  at  the  proper 
time,  he  would  submit  a  proposition  to  the 
House  on  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Gillon)  had  argued  as  if  he  only 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
Scotland ;  but  although  he  (Mr.  Dixon) 
was  returned  by  a  small  number  of  indi- 
viduals, yet  his  return  was  considered  most 
satisfactory  by  all  the  inhabitants  of  a 
large  city,  who  were  favourable  to  Reform, 
but  thought  justice  had  not  been  done 
them  by  their  not  being  allowed  a  much 
greater  increase  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Gillon  felt  himself  surprised  at  the 
allusion  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Glasgow.  He  would  again  declare, 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  generally  had 
no  such  feelings  as  were  attributed  to 
them  by  the  hon.  Member.  They  wished 
the  Bill  to  pass  in  its  present  shape,  and 
to  consider  afterwards  what  alterations 


and  changes  might  be  necessary  for  their 
Representation. 

Mr.  Blamire  said,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Marlborough ,  in  his  comparative  state- 
ment between  Cumberland  and  Dorset- 
shire, had  omitted  to  notice,  that  in  the 
former  county  there  were  considerable 
mining  interests  which  did  not  exist  in 
the  latter,  which  was  entirely  an  agri- 
cultural county,  and  that  the  borough 
Members  were  not  so  numerous. 

Mr.  William  Bankes  said,  when  the 
hon.  Member  made  these  observations,  he 
should  have  added,  that  most  of  the  miners 
would  be  completely  under  the  control  of 
their  landlords,  and  he  had  forgotten  there 
were  very  important  stone  quarries  in  the 
Island  of  Portland,  which  were  daily  in- 
creasing in  value.  While  he  was  on  his 
legs,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to 
notice,  that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  had  alluded  to  an  ap- 
parent difference  of  opinion  between  his 
noble  friend  (the  Mara u is  of  Chandos) 
and  himself:  if  any  diflerence  did  really 
exist,  it  was  rather  in  form  and  shadow 
than  iu  substance. 

Mr.  Charles  Douglas  sMy  the  deficiency 
in  the  number  of  Scotch  Members  had  not 
been  severely  felt,  from  the  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  connected  with  that 
country,  who  had  been  returned  for  the 
small  English  boroughs  ;  but  as  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  object  of  Government  to 
localize  the  Representation,  it  was  posi- 
tively necessary,  on  that  account,  that  a 
greater  share  of  the  Representation  should 
be  allotted  to  Scotland.  The  proportion  of 
county  Members  for  England  was  as  one  to 
30,000  persons;  in  Scotland,  as  one  to 
170,000.  He  therefore  felt  surprised  at  the 
small  increase  proposed.  This  was  a  sub- 
ject which  had  excited  great  attention  in 
'  Scotland,  as  would  be  found  when  the  Re- 
'  form  Bill  for  that  part  of  the  empire  came 
before  the  House,  by  the  n  umber  of  petitions 
that  would  be  presented  in  favour  of  an  in- 
crease. He  only  made  these  few  observ- 
ations, because  it  seemed  to  be  inferred 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gillon),  that  the  Scotch  people  were 
indifferent  to  these  details.  Whether 
population,  wealth,  or  intelligence,  was 
the  criterion,  that  country  was  entitled  to 
a  large  addition  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  had  anticipated  that 
objections  would  accumulate  as  they  pro- 
ceeded with  the  Bill,  particularly  with  re- 
gard to  tht  county  and  Scotch  Repre- 
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sentativcs.     The  deficiency  of  the  latter 
had  not  been  felt,   from   the  system   of 
virtual  Representation  in  England,  which 
was  now  to  be  destroyed,  and  which  he 
considered  had,  on  the  whole,  worked  well, 
for  bv  that  means  the  wealth  and  intelli- 
gence  of  Scotland  had  been  introduced 
into  the  House;  but  as  the  object  now  was 
to   localize  the   Representation,  and  new 
Members  had  been  given  to  Severn  I  places 
for  that  purpose,  which  had  not  before 
been  represented,  the  same  arguments  also 
applied  to  Scotland,  which  was  justiHed  in 
demanding  an  increase.     lie   had  voted 
for  General  Gascoyne's  motion  solely  to 
prevent  the  English  Representation  from 
being  reduced,  but  not  to  prevent  an  in- 
crease of  Members  in  other  parts  of  the 
empire.     If  they  compared   the   Repre- 
sentatives of  Wales  with  England,  and  if 
he  understood  tiie  principle  correctly,  that 
it  was  proposed  to  give   two  additional 
Members  to  each    county  having  more 
than   150,000  inhabitants,   he    was  pre- 
pared to  argue,  that  on  the  same  principle 
by  which  additional  Representatives  were 
conferred  on  some  large  counties  in  Eng- 
land, the  Representation  of  Wales  ought 
to  be  increased.     He  was  sure  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  assert,  that  justice  should 
not  extend  to  Wales  because   it  was   a 
conquered   country.     If  such    objections 
should  be  made,  they  would  apply  equally 
to  other  places,  for  Representatives  had 
been  granted  to  Wales  at  an  earlier  period 
than  they  had  been  granted  to  some  of 
the   English   counties;   as,   for  instance, 
the  county  palatine  of  Durham,  which  had 
no    Representatives    until    the    reign    of 
Charles  2nd,  and  now  the  Members  to  be 
returned  for  that  county  were  to  be  in- 
creased  from   four    to   ten.     At  present 
Wales   had  but   twenty-four  Represent- 
atives, which  was  the  number  allowed  by 
the  27th  of  Henry  8th,  when  the  whole 
number  of  English  Representatives  were 
only   236.     At    that    time    the    relative 
numbers  were  fairly  proportioned  ;  since 
then,  however,  the  English  Members  had 
been   greatly   increased,    and   those    for 
Wales  had   remained  tlie  same.     It  was 
only   reasonable,   that  if  an   increase  of 
Members  were  given    to  counties  having 
more  than  150,000  inhabitants,  so  as  to 
make  the  numbers  three  or  four,  that  a 
proportional  increase  should  also  be  given 
to  counties  containing  80,000  or  90,000, 
and  which    at  present  returned  but  one 
Member.     They  certainly  ought,  on  the 


same  principles  of  population  to  be  allowed 
another  Alember.  This  would  be  ap 
parent  when  the  relative  numbers  of  dif- 
ferent counties  was  compared.  For  in- 
stance, Cumberland  was  to  have  an  ad- 
dition of  two  Members,  making  the  number 
four— the  population  being  about  1 50,000, 
while  Carmarthen,  which  had  90,000, 
Denbighshire  76,000,  and  Pembrokeshire 
75,000,  had  only  one  Member,  and  by 
this  Bill  were  to  receive  no  increase. 
That  was  not  fair  or  just.  The  Members 
ought  generally  to  be  approximated  to  the 
number  of  inhabitants.  He  had  never 
heard  a  sufficient  reason  assigned  why 
Merioneth  was  to  have  only  one  Member, 
with  34,000  inhabitants,  and  Rutland, 
with  18,000,  two.  He  therefore  regretted 
that  some  clear  and  general  principle  had 
not  been  laid  down  and  acted  upon  with 
respect  to  additional  county  Members. 
If  it  had  been  declared,  that  every  county 
with  less  than  50,000  inhabitants  was  to 
have  but  one  Member,  above  that  number 
two,  and  increasing  in  proportion,  there 
would  have  been  some  reason  in  such  a 
method  of  arrangement.  The  anomalies 
which  at  present  existed  might  he  cor- 
rected by  such  a  principle.  If  they  were 
neglected,  they  would  be  calculated  (when 
such  great  alterations  were  about  to  be 
made)  to  create  dissatisfaction  in  different 
places,  and  particularly  in  Wales,  hitherto 
one  of  the  most  peaceable  and  contented 
portions  of  the  empire.  In  fact,  he  thought 
the  people  there  would  have  some  right 
to  complain.  If  it  were  not  for  a  very 
natural  partiality  in  the  framers  of  the 
Bill,  Northamptonshire  and  Durham  would 
not  have  received  so  great  an  accession  of 
Members.  Had  the  line  been  drawn  at 
175,000  inhabitants,  instead  of  150,000; 
both  these  counties  would  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  four  Members.  He  did  not 
mean  to  complain  further  of  this  than  that 
Welsh  counties,  of  greater  population, 
and  more  decided  claims,  were  neglected. 
By  the  present  measure  there  were  to  be 
403  Members  for  England  and  Wafei. 
and  out  of  this  number  only  twentv-fonr 
were  allotted  to  the  principality;  two  Mem- 
bers were  given  to  the  counties  of  Hunt- 
ingdon, with  48,000  inhabitantSp  to  West- 
morland with  50,000,  and  to  Rntland 
with  18,000.  Surely,  therefore,  the  Welsh 
counties  of  Carmarthenshire,  with  90,000, 
Pembroke  with  75,000,  and  several  othen 
with  a  nopulation  exceeding  60,000,  woe 
also  well  entitled  to  two  Repiesentalifcs. 
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He  should,  however,  take  another  oppor- 
tunity to  urge  their  claims  more  fully, 
being  intimately  connected  with  the 
country,  and  having  a  stronger  regard  for 
his  own  home  than  for  places  with  which 
he  had  no  connexion. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  if  the  effect  of  these 
Representatives  would  be  to  create  more 
frequent  contests,  that  would  be  beneficial, 
and  would  lead  to  the  people  being  more 
fully  and  belter  represented  by  preventing 
the  compromises  between  different  parties 
which  now  frequently  prevailed,  but  which 
an  odd  Member  was  calculated  to  put  an 
end  to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  last  spoke,  seemed  to  infer,  that  the 
line  of  150,000  inhabitants  had  been  drawn 
to  include  Northamptonshire.  He  fully 
believed  no  such  motives  had  prevailed  in 
the  noble  Lord's  mind,  and  the  suppo- 
sition of  his  being  influenced  by  unfair 
motives  appeared  unjust. 

Mr.  C.  W,  Wynn  said,  he  had  attributed 
no  such  motives  of  unfairness  to  the  noble 
Lord ;  he  had  inferred  quite  the  contrary, 
and  had  only  said,  it  was  natural  for  a  man 
to  feel,  as  he  acknowledged  was  his  own 
case,  attached  to  his  connexions,  and  to  a 
particular  neighbourhood.  He  looked  at 
them  with  laudable  partiality  and  the  in- 
fluence was  involuntary :  but  he  trusted, 
and  this  was  the  extent  of  his  remarks, 
and  he  had  uttered  no  other  wish  than 
that  such  sentiments  might  not  sanction 
injustice  to  other  districts. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  contended,  that 
no  intelligible  principle  had  been  stated, 
on  which  it  was  proposed,  that  certain 
counties  should  return  three  Members. 
He  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  clause, 
which  seemed  to  be  the  offspring  of  ca- 
price, not  of  principle.  He  knew,  that  in 
Oxfordshire  they  were  not  pleased  with 
the  arrangement.  Ministers  had  drawn  a 
line  of  population,  and  had  acted  upon  it 
in  this  instance,  but  some  future  Re- 
formers might  take  a  higher  line,  and  pro- 
duce a  sort  of  schedule  6,  and  reduce 
thereby  the  Members  for  these  counties 
to  one,  though,  he  believed,  they  would 
not  suffer  much  by  the  reduction,  for  the 
contests  to  return  the  third  Member  would 
be  endless,  and  would  create  great  confu- 
sion. With  regard  to  Members  for  Scotland 
and  Wales,  he  should  vote  for  an  increase, 
for  he  believed  much  good  would  result 
from  an  addition  to  their  Representation. 
No  principle  had  been,  or  could  be  laid 
down,  on  which  the  robberies  of  the  English 


boroughs  should  be  distributed  among  the 
counties  to  which  it  was  proposed  to  give 
additional  Representation,  and  nothing 
could  be  more  absurd  than  the  superfluous 
and  unnecessary  claims  set  up  for  them. 

The  question,  that  the  blank  in  the 
13th  clause  (that  investing  Berkshire, 
Buckinghamshire,  Cambridgeshire,  Dor- 
setshire, Herefordshire,  Hertfordshire,  and 
Oxfordshire,  with  the  power  of  returning  an 
additional  county  Member)  be  filled  up 
by  the  number  "  3,"  agreed  to.  It  was 
proposed,  that  the  blank  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  same  clause,  authorizing  Glamor- 
ganshire to  return  an  additional  Knight 
of  the  Shire  for  Glamorgan,  be  filled  up 
by  the  number  "  2." 

Mr.  Stuart  Worthy  said,  that  this 
clause,  giving  two  Members  to  Glamorgan- 
shire, made  the  claim  of  the  Scotch  coun- 
ties to  two  Members  stronger  than  any 
other  part  of  the  Bill  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed. If  the  county  Representation  of 
Wales  was  increased,  Scotland  had  also 
the  same,  or  a  greater  right  to  have  an  in- 
crease. The  Representation  of  Wales  had 
been  granted  at  a  late  period,  by  the  united 
authorities  of  the  King  and  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  was,  therefore,  not  an 
integral  portion  of  the  Representation  of 
England,  which  consisted  of  an  assembly 
called  together  before  any  authentic  re- 
cords could  be  produced,  shewing  the  way 
in  which  it  had  been  first  createtf.  There 
was,  therefore,  a  strong  analogy  between 
the  Representation  of  Wales,  and  Scotland 
settled  by  the  Union.  Before  that,  Scot- 
land had  formerly  possessed  a  more  nu- 
merous Representation  than  at  present, 
but  the  numbers  had  been  then  reduced, 
in  order  to  make  the  amount  of  Scotch 
Representation  proportionate  to  that  of 
England.  He  concluded,  that  the  prin- 
ciple applied  equally  to  both  countries; 
and  further,  the  principle  of  double  Repre- 
sentation had  been  recognized  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  which  was  allowed,  at  the 
Union,  to  continue  to  return  two  Members 
for  each  county.  Now  that  the  propor- 
tion of  the  three  countries  was  changed, 
as  it  was  by  this  Bill,  he  thought,  that  the 
number  of  Scotch  Members  ought  to  be 
increased.  At  present,  there  were  but 
356  lOZ.  houses  unrepresented  in  Glamor- 
ganshire ;  while  in  Aberdeenshire,  there 
were  784,  and  in  Ayr,  Lanark,  and  other 
counties,  the  amount  was  even  consider- 
bly  greater.  If  they  examined  the  popu- 
lationi  they  would  find  a  still  greater  dis- 
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proportion  in  favour  of  Scotland.  Tliere 
could,  therefore,  be  no  comparison  be- 
tween the  claim  of  the  county  of  Glamor- 
gan, and  that  of  these  Scotch  counties, 
some  of  which  had  so  much  increased  in 
importance,  on  account  of  their  wealth  and 
intelligence,  as  fully  to  deserve  an  addi- 
tional iMeml3er.  He  did  not  mean  to  de- 
clare, that  double  Representation  should 
be  given  to  all  the  Scotch  counties,  but 
to  the  chief  counties.  Whether  they  look 
the  principles  of  justice  or  expediency  for 
their  guide,  they  ought  to  grant  two  Re- 
presentatives to  the  large  counties  of 
Scotland. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  seem  to  object  to  the  ad- 
ditional. Member  for  Glamorgan,  but  had 
made  the  granting  of  that  Member  a  rea- 
son for  stating  his  opinion,that  there  should 
be  additional  Members  for  some  of  the 
counties  of  Scotland.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  go  into  details  on  this  subject, 
but  he  must  say,  that  he  did  not  think 
the  arguments  employed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  Scotch  counties,  at  all 
affected  this  case,  so  far  as  the  Represent- 
ation of  Glamorganshire  was  concerned. 
They  must  look  at  the  question  in  a  more 
extended  point  of  view  than  had  been 
taken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was 
impossible  to  separate  the  cases  of  Scot- 
land from  Ireland.  Had  they  to  create 
a  representative  assembly  for  the  first 
time,  they  might  introduce  a  theoretical 
equality  of  Representation  ;  but  they  must 
take  the  case  as  they  found  it,  and  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  throughout  the 
country  was,  not  to  alter,  in  a  material 
degree,  the  proportion  of  Members  now 
returned  by  different  portions  of  the  em- 
pire. There  were  so  many  diflerent  inter- 
ests affected  by  this  Bill,  that,  though  he 
admitted  there  was  some  force  in  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  felt  itself  called  upon 
to  adopt  that  line  of  conduct  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  now  recommended;  for 
there  was  reason  to  fear,  that  the  intro- 
duction of  so  great  a  change  into  an  im- 
portant part  of  the  measure  mip:ht  have 
had  the  effect  of  materially  retarding  its 
progress.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
could  not  promise  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and,  at  all  events, 
the  question  of  the  number  of  Members 
that  Scotland  ought  to  have  was  not  now 
before  the  Committee,  who  were  called 
upon,  at  present,  merely  to  say,  whether 


the  county  of  Glamorgan  ibould  hattt  two 
Members. 

Sir  Oeorge  Clerk  said,  that  althoush 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  now  go  into  the 
details  of  this  question,  it  wna  one  to 
which  it  behoved  him  to  turn  his  most 
serious  attention.  The  noUe  Lord  teemed 
to  admit,  that  Scotland,  from  its  inereawd 
wealth  and  intelligence,  deaerved  to  bate 
an  increased  share  in  the  Repreaeatation ; 
but  then  he  gave»  as  rethsotit  for  not  hairing 
given  it  that  increased  share  by  this  Bill, 
that  some  jealousy  might  be  excited  in 
the  minds  of  the  English  people^  and 
that  the  Government  was  afraid,  by  making 
so  great  a  change  in  an  important  part  of 
the  measure,  of  delaying  the  progvias  of 
the  Bill.  What,  was  the  noble  Lord  afraid 
of  change,  when  this  Bill  itself,  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  was  intended  to  prodoce 
one  of  the  greatest  possible  changes  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  country.^  The  argu- 
ment was  certainly  an  odd  one  to  eo&ie 
from  tiie  noble  Lord.  Scotland  was  now 
in  some  sort  represented  by  Scotchitoto, 
who  sat  for  English  boroughs^  and  who 
were  just  as  valuable  to  the  interests  of 
that  country,  as  if  they  were  elected  for 
Scotch  burghs ;  but  when  these  boronghi 
were  destroyed,  that  kind  of  Representa- 
tion would  be  at  an  end,  and  that  would 
be  a  change  that  ought  to  be  provided  for, 
by  giving  to  Scotland  an  additional  share 
in  direct  Representiition.  It  certaililf 
would  not  excite  the  jealousy  of  Englaad 
to  give  additional  Members  to  the  large 
counties  of  Scotland.  The  Hoase  had 
been  told,  that  it  was  necessary  to  give 
seven  new  Members  to  counties  in  Eog* 
land,  to  balance  the  number  of  large  towns 
to  which  Members  had  been  given,  BHNe 
than  was  originally  contemplated.  Now, 
all  they  desired  was,  that  the  same  jastice 
should  be  dealt  to  the  Scotch  counties ; 
but,  instead  of  that,  it  was  proposed  to 
increase  the  Irarough  Members  thefe  by 
seven,  and  decrease  the  county  Memhefs 
by  two.  Several  of  the  English  coantics 
did  not  desire  the  additional  Merabeis ; 
but,  as  they  were  given  to  thetoi  apoa 
principle,  the  same  principle  ought  to  be 
extended  to  Scotland.  In  Bnriaiid,  il 
so  happened,  every  county  with  alMve 
100,000  inhabitants  would  reoeiTe  tbiae» 
if  not  four  Members.  Now,  they  faquiiad 
that  Scotch  counties,  containiag  the  aame 
population,  should  elso  obtaiii  An  addi- 
tional Member,  and  return  two^  m  waatha 
case  before  the  Union.    Tfaa 
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could  not  be  made  for  the  burght,  for  they 
never  had  but  one  Member  in  the  Scotch 
Parliament.     The  great  change  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  had,  as  it  was  said,  for  its 
basis,  to  equalize  the  Representation,  ac- 
cording to  wealth  and  population,  but,  in 
Scotland,  that  principle  was  departed  from. 
Mr.  Pringle  hoped,  from  the  tenor  of 
the  noble  Lord   (Althorp's)  speech,  that 
the  claims  of  Scotland  for  additional  Re- 
presentation would  yet  obtain  a  favourable 
consideration.   It  appeared,  that  the  great 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  it  were  the  claims 
of  Ireland  and  the  jealousy  of  England. 
But  there  was  a  material  difference  between 
the  claims  of  the  former  country  and  those 
of  Scotland,  which  he  thought  necessary 
to  bring  under  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment.    In  doing  this,  he  did  not  wish  to 
pronounce  any  opinion  as  to  the  claims  of 
Ireland  to  increased  Representation,  but 
merely  to  contrast  them  against  the  claims 
of  Scotland,  which  stood  on  very  different 
grounds.    At  the  several  Unions,  it  was  a 
fair  presumption,  that  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers assigned  to  each  was  adjusted  on  a 
fair  computation  of  their  relative  import- 
ance  in  wealth,    population^   and    con- 
tributions to  the  public  revenue.     Taking 
that  as  the  basis  on  which  future  claims 
for  Representation  were  to  be  settled,  when 
such  sweeping  alterations  were  to  be  made 
as  at  present  contemplated,  and  when  the 
whole  previous  system  of  Representation 
was  to  be  overturned,  they  ought  to  recol- 
lect, that  the  union  with  Scotland  took 
place  nearly  a  century  before  that  with 
Ireland,  and  since  that  period,  the  relative 
importance  of  Scotland,  in   all  that  con- 
cerned wealth,  population,  and  revenue, 
had  greatly  increased,  while  the  wealth 
and  revenue  of  Ireland  had  remained  nearly  j 
stationary,  though  its  indigent  population 
had  greatly  increased.     On   all  these  ac- 
counts, Scotland  could  make  out  a  strong 
claim  which  could  not  be  urged  in  favour 
of  Ireland.     Another  consideration  was, 
to  compare  the  revenue  and  charges  of 
each  country.     In  Ireland  there  was  no 
surplus  revenue,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it 
requh'ed  nearly  all  the  surplus  which  was 
contributed  by  Scotland  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  her  government  and  defence. 
He  was  also  at  a  loss  to  understand,  why 
the  relative  proportions  of  Members  for 
counties  and  burghs,  which  had  been  ad- 
justed at  the  Union,  was  to  be  altered. 
Was  it  that  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial interests  of  Scotland  had  increased 


in  a  greater  ratio  than  the  agricultural  ? 
He  believed,  on  a  thorough  investigation, 
that  would  be  found  not  to  be  the  case, 
and  to  furnish  no  grounds  for  the  proposed 
change.  If  it  was  expedient  to  augment 
the  number  of  Members  for  burghi,  on 
account  of  their  increased  affluence  and 
weight,  it  was  also  right  that  the  number 
of  county  Members  should  be  increased. 
To  reduce  them,  appeared  to  imply,  that 
the  agriculture  of  Scotland  was  decaying, 
which  most  assuredly  was  not  the  case. 
He  felt  these  considerations  would  not  be 
lost  upon  Ministers,  and  that  they  might 
yet  hope  for  an  increased  county  Repre- 
sentation when  the  interests  of  Scotland 
came  to  be  discussed. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset,  recurring  to  the 
question  under  discussion,  being  a  Mem- 
ber for  a  Welsh  county,  and  deeply  inter- 
ested in  whatever  related  to  Wales,  must 
be  permitted  to  say,  that  the  increase  iu 
the  population,  in  the  industry,  the  wealth 
and  intelligence  of  the  people  of  Glamor- 
gan was  such  as  fully  entitled  them  to 
have  an  additional  Member,  independent 
of  the  peculiar  circumstances  that  made 
that  desirable.  That  claim  being  granted, 
would  increase  the  claim  for  the  principal 
Scotch  counties  to  have  also  an  additional 
Member.  He  had  objected  to  the  dimi- 
nution of  English  Members,  but  now  that 
the  relative  proportions  had  been  broken 
down,  it  was  just  and  reasonable  that  the 
full  principle  of  the  Bill  should  be  followed 
throughout,  and  that  the  several  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  should  be  governed 
by  their  particular  circumstances,  and  not 
by  any  fanciful  notions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who  was  the  great  advocate  and  proposer 
of  the  measure.  He  should  support  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  Briscoe  did  not  sec  why  discussions 
upon  the  English  Bill  should  be  so  much 
protracted  by  unnecessary  references  to 
the  state  of  Representation  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland.  That  would  more  properly  be 
the  subject  of  discussion  on  another  and 
more  fitting  occasion  ;  and,  as  there  would 
be  thirty  English  seats  disposable  cfter 
this  Bill  had  passed,  any  increase  for  Ire- 
land or  Scotland,  that  was  shown  to  be 
absolutely  necessary,  might  be  given  out 
of  that  number. 

Sir  Charles  Wetherell  said,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  mention  the  subject  now,  for 
when  the  Scotch  Bill  was  produced,  it 
would,  perhaps,  be  got  through  in  such  a 
hurry  as  not  to  leave  them  the  opportunity 
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of  getting  the  number  of  Scotch  Members  ! 
increased.  The  hon.  member  for  Surrey 
was  mistaken  in  saying  they  had  English 
seats  to  dispose  of;  they  were  altogether  ' 
abolished,  and  no  seats  were  to  be  given 
except  those  named  in  the  Bill.  The 
Scotch  Members,  therefore,  possessing  the 
proverbial  sagacity  of  their  country,  were 
not  likely  to  wait  and  be  ultimately  told, 
"  We  are  sorry  your  claims  cannot  be  at- 
tended to,  as  we  have  no  seats  to  give 
away,  or  time  to  attend  to  you.*' 

Sir  John  Malcolm  said,  that  when,  in 
the  last  Parliament,  he  had  voted  against 
the  decrease  of  English  Members,  he  had 
assigned  as  his  reason  for  doing  so,  that 
many  of  his  countrymen  were  billeted 
upon  England.  Twenty-two  Scotch  Gen- 
tlemen, of  whom  he  had  the  honour  to  be 
one,  who  were  now  Representatives  for 
En^j^lish  boroughs,  would,  by  the  success 
of  the  present  measure,  be  unseated;  and 
as  it  set  aside  the  fundamental  principles 
of  the  Union ,  bv  which  the  n  umber  of  Scotch 
Members  was  fixed,  they  had  a  right  to 
claim  an  increased  and  direct  share  of  the 
Representation,  in  proportion  to  the  popu- 
lation, property,  and  revenue  of  their 
native  land.  The  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was 
at  present,  in  their  eyes,  a  measure  of  much 
importance,  and  he  objected  to  its  provi- 
sions, which  he  thought  would  not  improve 
the  Representation  from  that  country. 

Motion  that  Glamorganshire  have  three 
Members,  agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  that  the  clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Praed  said,  *  I  believe  it  will  be 
regular  for  me  now  to  propose  the  amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  notice.  That 
notice.  Sir,  has  been  upon  the  paper  for  so 
short  a  time,  that  many  Members  may 
possibly  be  hardly  aware  of  its  existence  : 
it  will  be  well,  therefore,  in  the  first  place, 
to  state  to  the  Committee  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  with  which  1  shall  conclude.  I 
shall  move  "That  no  person  who  shall  be 
qualified  to  vote  in  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament  for  any  one  of 
the  first-mentioned  counties,  that  is  to 
say,  Berkshire,  Buokinghumshire,  Cam- 
bridgeshire, Dorsetshire,  Herefordshire, 
Hertfordshire,  and  Oxfordshire,  shall  have 
the  right  of  voting  for  more  than  two 
candidates  at  any  such  election."  The 
Motion  has  one  merit,  or  demerit,  for  1 

*  Printed  from  the  corrected  edition,  pub- 
lished by  Koake  and  Varty. 


scarcely  know  which  it  should  be  called— 
that  it  cannot  be  conceived  to  have  been 
suggested  to  me  by  a  desire  to  conciliate 
the  favour,  or  to  advance  the  intereiti,  of 
any  particular  person  or  party  in  the 
State.  This  circumstance  ought  to  ensure 
me  an  impartial  judgment ;  I  fear  it  may 
not  obtain  for  me  an  attentive  hearing. 
Yet  no  motion  ever  stood  more  in  need  of 
an  attentive  hearing ;  for  without  it,  such  if 
the  novelty  of  the  principle  which  I  venture 
to  introduce  to  the  Committee,  I  know  it 
cannot  be  entertained  for  a  moment.  I 
will  pray  hon.  Members  not  to  suppose, 
from  the  mere  novelty  and  strangeness  of 
the  proposal,  that  I  bring  it  forward  out 
of  an  idle  fondness  for  singularity,  or  a 
fantastic  partiality  for  speculation  and 
theory.  The  Committee  may  be  assured 
that  I  estimate  too  highly  die  value  of 
their  time,  and  remember  too  constantly 
the  importance  of  the  task  in  which  they 
are  daily  engaged,  to  have  obtruded  this 
Motion  upon  their  notice  if  I  had  not 
myself  bestowed  upon  it  much  thought 
and  study — if  I  had  not  a  firm  conviction 
of  the  truth  of  the  principle  on  which  it  is 
based,  and  a  deep  sense  of  the  benefit 
which  would  result  from  its  adoption; 
and  I  would  entreat  hon.  Members  not  to 
forget,  that  however  strong  may  be  the 
prejudice  with  which  they  may  regard  the 
introduction  of  a  perfectly  new  principle 
into  our  representative  system,  it  is  still  a 
naked  prejudice.  For  upon  what  do  we 
rest  the  right  hitherto  enjoyed  by  the 
member  of  the  constituent  body,  to  vote 
for  the  full  number  of  Representatives  by 
which  the  body  to  which  he  belongs  is  to 
be  represented?  Upon  nothing, surely,  but 
long,  prescriptive  usage,  originally  aidopt- 
ed  without  reflection,  and  subsequently 
acquiesced  in  without  dispute.  Even  in 
these  recent  debates,  in  which  we  have  been 
taking  to  pieces  the  whole  frame-work  of 
Representative  Government,  the  particular 
part  of  its  machinery  to  which  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  has  been 
wholly  unnoticed.  Whether  the  Repre- 
sentation should,  or  should  not,  be  taken 
from  Gatton  and  conferred  on  Leeds,  is  a 
matter  on  which  much  has  been  said; 
and,  probably,  the  most  part  of  ua  have 
made  up  our  minds  by  what  class  of  voters 
the  elective  franchise,  which  we  extend  to 
Leeds,  shall  be  exercised.  But  by  what 
rule  shall  the  exercise  of  that  etectiTa 
franchise  be  regulated,  so  that  the  wtshes, 
the  opinions,  the  interests  of  Leedsy  may 
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be  QU)tt  fully  and  fiEiirly  repreatnted  in 
Parliament?  I  venture  to  tay,  it  is  a 
question  for  which  no  member  of  the 
Committee  has  yet  meditated  an  answer. 
I  say  this  the  more  confidently^  because  in 
the  course  of  these  protracted  debates,  a 
sentiment  arising,  as  it  seems  to  me,  from 
a  very  mistaken  view  of  this  point,  has 
been  frequently  expressed,  more  than  once 
applauded,  and  never,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  analyzed  or  exposed.  1 
allude  to  the  horror  which  seems  to  be 
generally  felt  of  a  compromise  in  the  elec- 
tion of  Members  of  Parliament,  between 
parties  entertaining  different  opinions. 
The  member  for  Oxford,  in  proposing 
that  the  counties  divided  by  the  Bill  into 
districts  should  return  each  four  Members 
without  division,  anticipated  the  objection, 
that  in  such  a  case  a  compromise  would 
take  place  between  parties,  and  answered 
it  by  reference  to  the  returns  at  the  general 
election  for  the  city  of  London  and  the 
county  of  York.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
asserted  the  objection, and  maintained,  that 
the  answer  to  it  was  insufficient.  To- 
day we  have  heard  an  hon.  Member  talk- 
ing of  **  compromise  and  corruption,"  as 
if  there  were  any  natural  connexion  or  si- 
milarity between  the  two.  Sir,  a  few 
minutes'  reflection  will  convince  that  hon. 
Member,  that  the  compromise  he  con- 
demns, is  only  a  means,  an  unsafe  and 
imperfect  means,  of  obtaining  what  I  would 
seek  by  more  direct  and  certain  enactment 
— the  full  Representation  of  all  classes  of 
the  community  in  Parliament.  1  can 
assure  the  noble  Lord,  that.the  apprehen- 
sions which  induce  me  to  bring  ibrwaid 
this  Motion,  were  suggested  to  me  by  some. 
who  were  unfriendly  neither  to  the  Bill 
nor  to  its  authors.  I  heard  fears  express- 
ed by  many  who  approved  of  much  of  the 
Ministerial  plan,  that  its  effect  would  be, 
by  throwing  the  constituent  body  univer-, 
sally  into  populous  masses,  to  shutout  the 
minority  on  great  national  questions,  fio^i 
its  fair  share  in  theldeliberations  of  Par- 
liament. And  of  course  this  evil  would 
be  severely  felt,  if  it  should  ever  happen 
that  the  country  should  be  divided  oy  a 
question  which  should  place  a  minority  of 
number,  but  a  majority  of  property  and 
intelligence,  in  opposition  to  a  majority, 
perhaps  a  large  majority,  of  number,  but  a 
minority,  perhaps  an  insignificant  minor- 
ity, of  property  and  intdligence.  I  believe 
tiiat  the  remedy  for  this  mischief  may  W 
fjmnd  in  the  remonl  of  an  wm^  vbicb^ 
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exists  in  the  vjiry ■  fliit  urinoiPle  cm  whicb 
we  found  RepresentalMMi*  Wliat,  thoiy 
do  we  understand  by  the  very  word  ^  Re- 
presentation ?"  If  we  desire  that  the  Bte-> 
presentatives  of  a  numerous  constifesMgy 
should  come  hither  merely  as  witnosssjirf 
the  fact,  that  certain  optnioos  are  eatsi^ 
tained  by  a  majority  of  that  conslitneiicv, 
our  |Hesent  system  of  election  is  eeitaiiOT 
rational;  and  Members  are  right 'in  thor 
reprobation  ^of  a  compromise,  because  it 
would  dimmish  the  strength  of  the  evi- 
dence to  a  fiM^t  we  wish  to  ascertain.  Bat 
if  we  intend,;  as  surely  we  do  intend, 
that  not  the  majority  only,  but  the  aggre* 
gate  mass  of  every  numerous  constituency, 
should,  so  far  as  it  is  possible,  be  seen  m 
the  persons,  and  ,heara  in  the  voices,  of 
their  Representatives — should  be,  in  riiort, 
in  the  obvious  and  literal  sense  of  the 
word,  ''represented,"  in  this  Heuse^— 
then,  Sir,  our  present  rule  of  election  is  in 
theory  wrong  and  .absurd,  and  in  practice 
is  but  partially  corrected  by  the  admission 
of  that  compromise  on  which  so  mudi 
virtuous  indignation  has  been  wasted.  For 
let  us  examine  the  results  to -which,  in 
theory,  our  present  rule  may  be  shown  to 
lead.  Sir,  with  the  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee, we  will  first  examine  these  resnlla, 
with  reference  to  the  more  faBuUar.  and 
simple  case  of  a  numerous  constitueacj 
returning  two  Members  to  -  Parliament, 
The  case,  to  which  my  amendment  isap- 
plied,  is  that  of  such  a  constituency  retuni- 
ing  three  Members.  And  I  will  b^  the 
Committee,  as  I  .go  on,  to  bear  in  mind, 
that  every  consideratioo  which  makesribr 
me,wjbm  thoAcoiistitaency  reCsms  two 
Members,  will  derive  additional  weight 
when  the  constituency  shall  return  three 
—and  that  every  objection  which  will 
occur  to  their  minds  as  to  the  first  in- 
stance, will  be  found  less  formidaUe^ 
when  they  come  to  apply  it  to  theother; 
Let  us  take  then  a  constituency  of  12,000 
voterB»:aiidJet.tts  .suppose  that  upon  some 
subject  of  great  tmporvy  inters,  siHdi.a 
constituency  is  divided  m  opinion.-  It  is 
clear  thai  a  bare  majority  of-  sudi  a  con« 
stitueticy,  6,001,  outof  .12,000,  coadlbittg 
in  sumx>rt  of  one  set  of  catndidates,  may 
return  the  whole  aUoiment  of  Represent* 
ation,  leaving  5,909  voters — I  do  not  say 
vn-represented-i-but^  if  the;  question  on 
which  the  division  is  taken,  be  one  on 
which  strong  differences  prevail,  mtt-rtr 
presented  in  the  grossest  manner.  Looki 
at  tb$  present  Repiesentalion  of  A^^mmty 
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of  Northampton.  1  select  that  county, 
because  I  would  appeal  not  only  to  the 
noble  Lord*s  justice  and  discern  men  t,  but 
to  his  compassion  and  generosity.  The 
county  of  Northampton  has  two  Repre- 
sentatives in  this  House,  noblemen  of 
talent  and  integrity,  acquainted  doubtless 
with  the  local  interests  of  the  county,  and 
desirous  to  promote  them.  But  remem- 
bering how  the  poll  stood  at  the  closing  of 
the  poll-book,  I  would  ask  of  the  noble 
Lord  himself,  if  the  county  of  North- 
ampton, not  the  majority  merely,  but  the 
county  at  large,  were  fully,  and  in  the 
fair  sense  of  the  word,  represented  in  this 
House — would  not  Mr.  Cartwright  have 
come  hither  as  the  colleague  of  the  noble 
Lord  ?  Again,  observe  the  present  Repre- 
sentation of  the  University  of  Cambridge. 
Of  course  I  am  well  satisfied  in  this  in- 
stance with  the  results  of  our  old  system  ; 
yet  knowing,  as  I  know,  how  large  a 
portion  of  the  numbers,  the  learning,  and 
the  reputation  of  the  University,  supported 
the  unsuccessful  candidates  at  the  last 
election,  1  am  bound  to  admit,  that  the 
opinions  of  the  University  are  not,  in  my 
understanding  of  the  term,  represented  in 
Parliament.  Sir,  I  cannot  ask  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  the  first  suggestion  of  these 
things,  to  adopt  my  conclusions  ;  but  is  it 
not  worth  while  to  consider,  whether  there 
may  not  be  something  unsound  in  the 
foundations  on  which  so  faulty  a  super- 
structure is  raised?  Let  us  investigate 
the  results  of  our  present  system  in 
another  point  of  view.  Let  us  take 
two  large  constituencies  of  1 '2,000  voters 
each,  and  let  us  suppose  that  on  some 
question  of  importance,  the  feeling  upon 
which  is  to  decide  the  fate  of  an  election, 
the  one  constituency  is  divided  as  before, 
the  other  unanimous.  From  the  first  con- 
stituency you  have  two  Members  returned 
by  a  bare  majority  ;  setting  aside  from  the 
majority  a  number  of  votes  equal  to  those 
which  constitute  the  minority,  you  have, 
in  fact,  two  Members  representing  two 
constituents.  From  the  other  constituency 
you  have  two  Members  chosen  by  the 
unanimous  suffrage  of  12,000  men.  Now, 
is  it  reasonable  to  give,  in  your  parlia- 
mentary expression  of  the  national  sense, 
as  much  weight  to  the  bare  majority  here, 
M  to  the  undivided  unanimity  there  ;  to 
represent  a  constituency  of  two,  as  vou 
represent  a  constituency  of  1 2,000 '(  the 
county  of  Northampton  was  pretty  equally 
divided,  at  the  last  election,  between  the 


noble  Lords  and  their  opponents  ;  ths 
county  of  Devou  was  uncontested  ^  and 
therefore  (I  will  admit,  in  compliment  to 
the  noble  Mover  of  the  Bill,  what  I  know 
was  not  the  fact),  may  be  taken  to  have 
been  unanimous.  Is  it  equitable  to  re- 
present the  balanced  neutrality  of  North- 
amptonshire, just  as  yon  represent  the 
active  unanimity  of  Devonshire  ?  I  say 
again.  Sir,  is  it  not,  at  least,  worth  while  to 
consider,  whether  there  may  not  be  some- 
thing unsound  in  the  foundations  on  which 
so  faulty  a  superstructure  is  raised  ?  Sir, 
I  supported  last  night  the  clause  of  the 
Bill  which  provides  for  the  division  of 
counties,  on  principles  similar  to  those  on 
which  I  ground  my  Motion  to-day.  The 
division  of  large  counties  into  districts 
will  give  to  the  minority  in  those  counties 
a  surer  hope  of  Representation.  As  I 
have  before  shown,  out  of  a  constituency 
of  12,000,  a  majority  of  6,001  may  at 
present  return  the  whole  allotment  of  Re- 
presentation. But  if  you  divide  the  large 
constituency  of  12,000  into  two  smaller 
constituencies  of  6,000  each,  you  will  re- 
quire a  larger  majority  of  the  whole  num- 
ber to  give  you  a  majority  in  each  of  your 
divisions;  and,  as  you  continue  to  sub- 
divide  your  first  numerous  constituency, 
the  majority  requisite  for  the  stifling  alto- 
gether of  the  opinions  of  the  minority  will 
become  greater  and  greater.  Look'  once 
more  to  Northamptonshire.  If  that 
coimty  had  been  divided  into  two  parts 
previous  to  the  last  election,  I  question — 
speaking  from  no  local  knowledge  on  the 
subject  —  I  question  whether  any  par- 
tiality in  the  drawing  of  the  line  of  division 
coulfi  have  prevented  the  Representation 
of  the  sentiments  of  the  minority  by  the 
return  of  Mr.  Cartwright  for  one  of  the 
divisions.  With  respect,  however,  to  the 
counties  to  which  my  Motion  applies,  no 
division  is  contemplated;  and  I  propose 
to  effect  the  object  which  in  my  vote  last 
night  I  had  in  view — the  fair  Represent- 
ation of  a  respectable  minority — ni  a  dif- 
ferent manner.  Let  us  examine,  first,  the 
result  of  the  principle  I  desire  to  intro- 
duce, if  it  were  applied  to  a  constituency 
returning  only  two  Members  to  Pariiament. 
In  this  case  my  principle  would  allow  to 
each  voter  but  one  vote.  Let  iis  take,  as 
before,  a  constituency  of  12,000;  it  is  oIk 
vious  that  a  bare  majority  would  now  be 
able  to  return  but  one  of  the  two  Memben. 
But  this  rule  would  not  extend  so  fkr  as 
that  any  minority,  however  small  and  con- 
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temfitible,  would  have  the  power  of  return- 
ing a  Member.     So  soon  as  the  majority 
should  exceed  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
constituency,  it  would  be  able,  by  a  di- 
vision of  its  strength,  to  return  both  Mem- 
bers.    Of  our  12,000  voters,  6,001  could 
return  but  one  Member ;  8,001  could  re- 
turn both ;  5,999  might  return  a  Member ; 
3,999  would  possess  no  such  power.  There 
is  this  practical  objection  to  the  operation 
of  the  principle  in  this  instance  ;  the  mi- 
nority would  not  only  be  represented,  but 
would  be  represented  on  equal  terms  with 
the  majority.     For  my  own  part,  balancing 
the  disadvantages  of  the  two  systems — 
observing  that  the  system  I  propose  would 
give  to  a  minority  of  more  than  one-third 
too   much  Representation,  and  that  the 
system  we  at  present  employ  gives  to  a 
minority  of  nearly  one-half  no  Represent- 
ation at  all,  1  have  very  little  hesitation  in 
preferring  the  new  to  the  old  inconsistency. 
But  I  will  go  on  to  the  case  which  is  in- 
volved in   the   clause   before  us.      This 
clause  gives  to  seven  counties  the  right  of 
sending  three  Members  to  Parliament.     J 
do  not  participate  in  the  repugnance,  felt 
by  many  of  my  hon.  friends,  to  the  assign- 
ing of  three   Members  to  a  numerous 
constituency.     If  it  is  desirable  that  the 
opinions  both  of  the  majority  and  of  the 
minority  should  be  represented  here,  and 
if  it  is  reasonable  that  the  majority  should 
have  a  larger  share  than  the  minority  in 
such  a  Representation,  surely  we  cannot 
accomplish  our  end  more  securely  than  by 
giving  three  Members,  not  to  these  coun- 
ties only,  but  to  all  numerous  constitu- 
encies.    Nevertheless,  the  objection  we 
have  before  stated  recurs ;  the  combina- 
tion  of  a  bare  majority  can  return  the 
whole  allotment  of  Representation,  and  the 
grievance  of  the  misrepresented  minority 
becomes  greater,  as  the  Members  chosen 
by  the  represented  majority  become  more 
numerous.      Now,   Sir,   1  propose,   that 
where  a  constituency  is  to  return  three 
Members,  each  voter  of  that  constituency 
should  have  only  two  votes.     What  would 
be   the   result?     I   would   remark,   first, 
that  we  inflict  no  hardship  on  a  single  in- 
dividual, we  deprive  no  man  of  even  a 
fancied  privilege ;  the  freeholder  in  Buck- 
inghamshire will  give  as  many  votes  in  a 
countTf  election  as  be  has  ever  given ;  he 
will  give  as  many  votes  as  bis  brother  in 
Bedfordshire  is,  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  to  give.     It  is  impossible  to  ai^e 
that  the  member  of  a  body  has  a  vote  the 


less,  merely  from  the  fact  that  the  body  of 
which  he  is  a  member  has  a  Representa- 
tive the  more.     What  then  would  be  the 
result?  Taking  the  constituency  of  13,000, 
as  before,  we  find  that  a  bare  majority^ 
6,001, can  return  two  Members outof  three; 
and  a  minority,  varying  from  more  than 
one-third  to  nearly  one  half,  can  command 
— what  ? — a  minority,  a  third  only,  of  the 
Representation.     So  soon  as  the  majority 
shall  amount  to  more  than  two  •thirds  of 
the  whole  constituency — so  soon  as  it 
shall  exceed  the  minority  in  the  ratio  of 
two  to  one,   it  will,   as  before,  return  the 
whole  allotment  of  Representation.     The 
noble  Lord  expresses  dissent ;  and  I  think 
I  can  guess  what  is  passing  through  his 
mind.     He  will  tell  the  Committee  pre- 
sently, that  a  majority  will  be  afraid  to 
divide  its  strength  so  as  to  secure  the 
whole  Representation ;  and  that  I   pre- 
sume too  much  on  the  possibility  of  accu- 
rate and  extensive  combination.    Granted. 
But  the  fears  of  the  minority  would  act 
occasionally  in  the  same  manner.     In  one 
year  a  minority,  in  the  next  a  majority, 
would   abdicate  the  power  which  strict 
arithmetic  would  give  them  ;  and  my  pro- 
position, stripped  of  its  numerical  exact- 
ness, will  be  found  to  be  generally  true. 
The  reasoning  on  which  I  have  relied  is 
applicable  to  all  times  and  circumstances 
alike.    It  is  generally  true,  that  a  respect- 
able minority  ought  to  be  represented; 
that  upon  our  present  system  it  will  find 
Representation  only  through  the  insecure 
gate  of  compromise  ;  that  upon  the  plan 
I  would  substitute,  we  should  afford  to  it 
a  more  certain  and  less  objectionable  path 
to  Representation.     But  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  the  time  in  which  we  live,  and 
the  circumstances  under  which  we  deli- 
berate, although  I  find  no  new  proofs  of 
the  truth  of  my  proposition,  1  see  much 
additional  cause  for  insisting  on  the  im- 
portance of  its  adoption.     Is  the  state  of 
the  country  such  that  we  can  safely  cal- 
culate upon  compromise  as  a  future  basis 
for  the  Representation  of  the  minority  ? 
I  will  indulge  in  no  exaggerated  prophecies 
of  the  mischiefs  which  are  to  he  immedi* 
ately  consequent  upon  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  of  his  Majesty  8  Ministers.    I  desire 
neither  to  mistake  nor  to  over-state  any- 
thing.    1  have  no  near  vision  of  a  prince 
on  the  scaffold,  or  of  a  murderer  on  the 
judgment-seat ;  I  see  few  sans-calottes  in 
our  streets ;  and  as  yet,  I  hear  but  a  very 
faint  echo  of  our  Marseilhise.    Yet  I 
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cannot  but  see,  that  the  agitation  of  this 
important  question,  to  whatever  good  it 
may  finally  lead,  has,  for  the  present,  un- 
settled the  public  mind,  and  disorded  the 
nutural  and  wholesome  influences  under 
which  men  ordinarily  act.  1  speak  of  no 
particular  party  or  class  of  society.  It 
will  not,  it  must  not  be  denied,  that  in  all 
ranks,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest — in 
all  intellects,  from  the  most  cultivated  to 
the  least  refined — there  is  a  vague  spirit  of 
speculation — a  restless  distrust  of  the  sta- 
bility of  all  existing  institutions — a  fearful 
wondering  at  the  work  of  to-day  —  a 
doubtful  looking  onward  to  the  event  of 
to-morrow.  •  There  is,  too,  that  most 
alarming  of  all  symptoms  by  which  we 
judge  of  the  health  of  the  body  politic — 
a  suspicion — ludicrous  if  it  were  not  dan- 
gerous— of  the  motives  of  all  public  men  ; 
and  a  readiness  to  find  purposes  the  most 
improbable,  and  actions  the  most  impossi- 
ble, in  the  breast  and  in  the  conduct  of  all 
who  are  conspicuous  by  their  station  or 
their  talents.  The  noble  Lord  and  his 
colleagues  have  enjoyed,  no  doubt,  their 
full  allowance  of  the  credulity  of  hostility. 
It  is  not  long  since  one  of  our  most  influ- 
ential Journals  gravely  announced  to  us  the 
advent  of  a  Tory  counter-revolution.  The 
right  hon.  member  for  Tamworth,  in  the 
anticipations  of  the  far-sighted  scribe,  at 
the  head  of  a  corps  of  40,000  yeomanry, 
is  to  assemble  a  parliament  in  a  distant 
part  of  the  country  ;  and  soon,  with  some 
antitype  of  you,  Mr.  Bernal,  in  our  Chair, 
we  shall  be  in  Committee  at  Peebles  or 
Penzance,  discussing  the  abrogation  of 
Magna  Charta,  or  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act.  I  have  found  a  man 
rational  enough  in  other  matters,  per- 
forming sufficiently  well  the  common 
duties  of  life — 

Not  quite  a  madman,  though  the  pitcher  fell, 
And  far  too  wise  to  walk  into  a  well, 

giving  a  doubtful  faith,  a  sort  of  bashful 
acceptance,  to  this  most  prodigious  ab- 
surdity. Why  have  I  alluded  to  these 
signs  of  the  times  ?  It  is  because  I  cannot 
but  remember,  that  while  the  public  mind 
is  thus  prepared  for  excitement,  that  ex- 
citeiqent  will  certainly  and  speedily  be 
supplied  by  the  agitation  of  questions 
which  will  exclude  all  terms  of  friendly 
compromise  from  the  minds  of  contending 
parties.  Upon  the  Question  of  Reform, 
it  is- admitted,  it  is  boasted,  that  no  com- 
promise-was suffered.'  The  propriety  of 
continued  restrictions  on  th^  importation 


of  the   prime  necessary  of  life — the  ex- 
pediency of  a   prolonged   union    with   a 
country  which  is  daily  struggling   to  es- 
cape from  our  embrace — the  utility  of  an 
hereditary  Legislature,  controlling  by  its 
after-decree    the  will  of  the   assembled 
nation — the  sanctity  of  the  revenues  of  a 
hierarchy,  against  whose  cope  and  mitre 
the  whisper  of   its   enemies   already   is 
swelling  iuto  a  murmur — can  we  not  con- 
ceive, that  on  all,  or  on  some,   of  these 
mighty  themes,  society  should  be  so  di- 
vided, class  against  class,  as  that  no  com- 
promise should  moderate  the  victories  of 
political   zeal?     And   if   it   be    possible, 
barely  possible,  that  in  such  a  conflict  of 
interests  and  inclinations,  an  opulent,  a 
numerous,   an   intelligent  minority,  may 
have  to  contend  with  a  sincere  but  mis- 
taken majority,  do  we  demand  too  much, 
when  we  say,  give  to  such  a  minority — 
not  control,  not  resistance,  not  supremacy 
— but  the  privilege  of  being  heard  ;  heard 
— not  only  from  the  hustings,   where  the 
appeal  is  made  more   effectively  to  the 
hasty  passion,  or  to  the  inveterate  pre- 
judice,  than  to  the  cool  judgment  and 
the  sober  memory  of  men ;  not  only  in  the 
murket-place,  where  argument  is  confuted 
by  clamour,  and  the  statement  of  a  fact 
met  by  the  discharge  of  a  brickbat;  but 
here,  in  this  House,  where  we  trust  Reason 
will  yet  be  listened  to,  though  she   may 
rise  on  the  left  side  of  the  Spe^er*s  Chair. 
These  are  the  considerations.  Sir,  which 
induce  me  to  recommend  the  principle  on 
which  my  Motion  rests,  to  the  serious  at- 
tention of  the  Committee.     I  have  no  de- 
sire to  press  my  Motion  to  a  division  to- 
day ;  because  I  am  aware  that  its  principle, 
however  just,  is  so  startling  and  new,  tuat 
it  cannot  find  favour  till  after  much  more 
examination  than  can  be  given  to  it  in  the 
course  of  a  single  and  a  brief  debate.     I 
have  introduced  it,  in  the  earnest  hope 
that  it  may  be  examined — that  it  may 
receive    from    his    Majesty *8    Ministers, 
from  this  House,   and  from  the  public 
out  of  doors,  that  attention   which,   in 
my  conscience,  I  believe   its  justice  de- 
mands and  deserves.     I  will  notice  a  few 
of  the  objections  by  which  I  may  be  met, 
beginning  with  those  which  were  urged 
last  night  by  the  hon.  member  for  Kirk- 
cudbright.    He  can  scarcely  complain  if 
I  reply  to  him  in  his  absence,  since  his 
observations  were   directed    against  my 
Motion  before  it  was  before  the  House, 
and  at  an  hour  at  which  it  was  dearlj  im* 
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possible  that  it  could  come  before   the 
House.     He  fears^  in  the  first  place,  that 
if  only  two  votes  are  allowed  where  three 
Members  are  to  be  returned,  the  whole  of 
a  large  constituency  may  concentrate  its 
good  opinion   upon   two   fortunate  indi- 
viduals, and  the  Sherifi'  find  no  third  name 
upon  the  poll-book.     Sir,  if  I  had  enter- 
tained a  doubt  of  the  correctness  of  the 
principle  on  which  I  was  about  to  argue, 
how  must  my  conviction  have  been  con- 
firmed last  night,  on  finding,  that  to  the 
active  and  searching  mind  of  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  no  more  satisfactory 
answer  presented   itself,   than   one  built 
upon     so    unnatural,    so   impossible    an 
hypothesis  !     If  such  a  fear  is  to  infiuence 
legislation,  we  ought  not  to  permit  only, 
but  to  compel,  the  voters  for  the  City  of 
London  to  exercise  their  right  of  voting 
for  four  candidates ;  for  it  is  at  least  a 
possible    contingency,    that,    under    our 
present  arrangement,    but    three   names 
should  be  found  upon   their  poll.     The 
hon.  Member's  second  objection  is  a  more 
plausible  one.     If,  he  says,  you  give  to 
each  voter  but  two  votes,  you  may  have 
two  candidates  so  overwhelmingly  popular, 
that  they  will  unite  the  suffrages  of  all  well- 
judging  men  ;  a  third  candidate  of  blame- 
less character   will   thus  be  left  unsup- 
ported ;  and  a  fourth,  with  no  merit  to  re- 
commend him,  may  come  in  by  the  votes 
of  a  small  and  ill-disposed  minority.     I 
answer,  that  where  three  Members  are  to 
be  returned,  no  regulation  of  the  elective 
franchise  will  prevent  the  occasional  re- 
turn, by  management  on  the  one  side,  or 
miscalculation  on  the  other,  of  a  candi- 
date not  entitled  to  success  by  the  due 
share  of  the  popular  support.     But  such 
an  evil  is  less  likely  to  occur  under  the 
regulation  I  would  introduce,  than  under 
those  which  at  present  exist.     Has  it  not 
been  alleged,  as  an  ill-consequence  upon 
the  giving  of  three  Members  to  counties, 
that  the   third  Member  will   often   be   a 
man  unknown  to,  and  unrespected  by  the 
county  at  large  ?    This  will  happen  only 
on  the  supposition,  that  many  of  the  con- 
stituency will  have  a  waste  vote — a  vote 
to  spare,  after  the  gratification  of  their 
own  natural  partialities,  and  that  this  vote 
will  be  bestowed  on  the  first  comer  who 
may  chance  to  solicit  it.     If,  by  the  al- 
lowance of  two  votes  only  to  the  voter,  we 
confine  his  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise within  the  sphere  of  his  own  local 
knowledge,  of  course  we  avoid,   rather 


than  incur,  the  dknger  against  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  warned  us* 
We  may  be  told,  however,  that  this  is  a 
most  extensive  and  extraordinary  innom- 
tion  in  the  constitution  of  our  representa- 
tive system ;  and  that  it  ought  not  to  pro- 
ceed from  this  side  of  the  Hoase,  from 
one  of  the  partizans  of  antiquity,  and  the 
sworn  foes  of  change.  I  might  retort, 
that  the  defence  of  old  usage  would  wund 
as  strangely  from  our  opponents,  as  the 
advocacy  of  new  theory  from  this.  But  I 
do  not  think  any  thing  is  gained  to  either 
party  by  bandying  backwards  and  for- 
wards the  charge  of  inconsistency.  In 
certain  anomalous  institutions,  we  found, 
or  thought  we  found,  a  security  for  the 
representation  in  this  House  of  the  feel- 
ings and  opinions  of  the  minority,  con- 
fessing that,  upon  the  abstract  principles 
of  Representative  Grovemment,  we  could 
not  vindicate  those  anomalous  institutions. 
You  have  destroyed  that  real  or  imagined 
security.  Let  us  now  try  if,  by  a  more 
perfect  adherence  to  the  abstract  princi- 
ples of  Representative  Government,  we 
may  not  replace  it.  We  have  not  cheered 
the  noble  Lord,  as  he  embarked  on  what 
seemed  to  us  a  far  and  perilous  voyage. 
But  he  is  fairly  on  ship-board.  We  are 
guilty  of  no  inconsistency,  if  we  advise 
him  to  provide  himself  with  the  best  in- 
struments, and  the  most  correct  chart. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving, 
''That  in  the  seven  counties  to  which 
three  Members  were  assigned  by  the 
clause,  each  constituent  should  have  the 
right  of  voting  for  two  candidates  only." 
Lord  Althorp  said,  that  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  leanied  Gentleman  had 
proceeded  upon  extreme  cases  —  upon 
cases  so  extreme,  that  he  did  not  believe 
they  would  ever  occur  in  practice ;  al 
least  they  had  not  occurred  in  the  histor^i 
of  any  country  with  which  we  were  ac- 
quainted— not  even  in  countries  where 
the  system  of  Representation  had  been  as 
popular  as  it  was  possible  to  make  it.  In 
the  United  States  of  America,  for  instance, 
there  had  always  been  a  minority  in  the 
Congress.  During  the  French  war,  too, 
which  in  the  early  part  of  it  was  exceed < 
ingly  popular  in  this  country,  there  had 
always  been  a  minority  in  that  House, 
though  only  a  small  minority ;  and  it  was 
worthy  of  remark,  that  many  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  minority  were  returned  foi 
populous  places,  and  that  the  leader  of  ii 
was  member  for  Westminster.    Th«  .Jioo 
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and  learned  Gentleman  had  most  unwar- 
rantably assumed  that  the  minority  would 
always  be  so  large  and  so  respectable  as  to 
deserve  Representation .  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  when  a  com  it  y  returned  three 
Members,  it  would  be  clear  that  the  mino- 
rity must  be  very  small  indeed  if  all  the 
three  Me  miners  returned  were  men  profess- 
ing the  same  politics.  He  had  had  no 
small  experience  in  elections,  and  he  had 
found  that  there  was  the  greatest  possible 
difficulty  in  persuading  electors  to  give 
their  votes  to  two  candidates,  though  both 
professed  the  same  politics.  Every  Gen- 
tleman who  had  been  engaged  in  county 
elections  knew  that  there  were  always  pri- 
vate and  personal  considerations  which  in- 
duced electors  to  give  their  second  vote  in 
a  different  manner  to  that  in  which  they 
had  given  their  first — he  meant  in  a  dif- 
ferent manner  with  regard  to  the  political 
principles  of  the  candidates.  The  late 
general  election  furnished  an  exception  to 
this  otherwise  general  rule ;  but  it  fur- 
nished that  exception  only  because  there 
had  hardly  ever  existed  before  so  strong 
and  so  universal  a  feeling  upon  one  poli- 
tical question.  He  would  only  add,  that 
he  saw  nothing  in  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or  in  the 
reasons  by  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  supported  it,  which  ought 
to  recommend  it  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  Praed  felt  himself  bound  to  state, 
before  he  withdrew  his  amendment,  that 
he  must  deny,  that  he  had  proceeded  upon 
extreme  cases.  He  had  certainly  said 
there  might  be  a  case  in  which  6,001  per- 
sons in  a  county  would  be  fully  represent- 
ed, and  5,999  unrepresented;  that,  how- 
ever, he  had  merely  said  to  illustrate  his 
argument  in  the  strongest  and  clearest 
manner.  The  case  which  he  had  really 
supposed  was,  that  a  small  majority  might 
return  all  the  Members,  and  thereby  leave 
a  large  minority  wholly  unrepresented. 
Nothing  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  had  shaken  his  conviction  of  the 
soundness  of  the  principle  which  he  had 
advocated,  not  even  the  allusion  to  Ame- 
rica. When  the  noble  Lord  said  no  such 
results  had  there  taken  place  as  he  (Mr. 
Praed)  had  anticipated  here  from  popu- 
lar elections,  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
recollected  the  circumstances  were  dif- 
ferent, and  no  Questions  were  likely  to 
arise  there  to  divide  the  people ;  but  here 
it  was  extremely  probable,  such  questions 


might  prevail  as  would  tend  to  set  clats 
against  class,  as  appeared  in  a  very  re« 
cent  case.  But  there  was  also  another 
distinction  between  the  United  States  and 
this  country.  The  legislature  of  America 
had  provided  that  no  change  should  take 
place  in  the  Constitution  of  that  country, 
without  the  consent  of  at  least  two-thirds 
of  the  constituent  body.  We  had  no 
such  security  against  great  constitutional 
changes,  and  were  therefore  bound  to  take 
care  that  a  mere  minority  should  be  duly 
represented.  With  reference  to  the  late 
contest  for  Northamptonshire,  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  if  there  had  been  but  three 
candidates,  two  on  one  side,  and  one  on 
the  other,  it  was  probable  the  result  might 
have  been  different,  as  the  two  parties  were 
so  nearly  balanced,  and  each  would  have 
returned  a  Member ;  but  here  the  evil  he 
complained  of  appeared ;  the  opponent  par- 
ties being  equal  a  small  majority  would 
carry  all  the  Representation.  The  same 
result  would  invariably  take  place  on  any 
question  likely  to  excite  exclusively  the 
minds  of  the  electors.  If  they  had  votes 
for  all  the  candidates,  whether  they  were 
three,  or  thirty,  they  would  be  returned  on 
one  side.  The  noble  Lord  said,  there  was 
no  instance  in  the  parliamentary  history 
of  this  country,  where  such  a  case  had  oc- 
curred, and  he  referred  to  the  minority  of 
the  House,  in  the  early  part  of  the  Revo* 
lutionary  war,  which  was  then  very  popular. 
He  knew,  that  several  Members  had  seats 
for  populous  places,  who  advocated  un- 
popular opinions  according  to  the  notions 
of  the  times,  but  he  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  transactions  of  that 
period  to  make  any  material  objections  to 
the  noble  Lord's  illustration,  further  than 
that  he  was  most  anxious  to  avoid  any 
compromise  of  principle,  and  therefore 
wished  that  measures  should  be  taken  to 
ensure,  at  least,  a  hearing  for  the  voice  of 
the  minority.  He  therefore  had  no  ob- 
jection to  a  third  Member;  he  rather  advo- 
cated the  necessity  of  one,  but  he  wished 
to  confine  the  number  of  votes  of  the  elec- 
tors to  two,  when  the  candidates  were  more 
than  that  number. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  in  alluding  to  the 
minority  in  the  early  part  of  the  French 
war,  he  merely  wished  to  shew  that  where 
there  was  a  large  minority,  some  of  the 
Members  would  be  sure  to  be  elected  for 
populous  places.  The  minoritT  to  which 
he  then  referred  was  undoubtedly  ex- 
tremely unpopular  at  the  time,  and  yet 


1373 


Commtte^^" 


{Auo.  13}  Tweniy 'third  Dtty. 


1S74 


some  of  them  were  Members  for  the  most 
populous  places. 

Mr.  Sadler  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  referring  the  House  to  a  speech  of  Mr. 
Fox,  made  at  the  time  alluded  to.  He 
said,  the  advocates  of  liberal  principles 
were  ihen  so  unpopular  throughout  the 
country,  that  liberty  itself  was  in  danger 
of  becoming  unpopular,  and  falling  into 
disgrace  with  the  English  nation.  This 
remark  was  a  most  striking  illustration  of 
the  unpopularity,  at  certain  periods,  even 
of  those  who  usually  advocated  what  were 
called  popular  opinions. 

Mr.  Praed  would  beg  leave  finally  to 
remark,  that  however  staunch  a  reformer, 
the  noble  Lord  might  be,  yet  he  could  not 
deny,  that  the  details  of  the  Bill  would 
not  have  been  sufficiently  argued  or  un- 
derstood, had  the  opinions  of  a  most  re- 
spectable minority,  for  wealth,  rank,  and 
intelligence,  not  been  fairly  represented 
in  that  House  upon  the  present  occasion. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  the  original 
clause  agreed  to. 

Lord  Althorp  said,  that  as  the  time  had 
now  very  nearly  arrived  at  which  they 
usually  closed  their  proceedings  on  a 
Saturday,  he  should  move  that  the  Chair- 
man do  report  progress.  In  making  this 
Motion,  however,  he  should  take  the  op- 
portunity of  explaining  to  the  Committee 
the  nature  of  those  alterations  in  certain 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  Government  in- 
tended to  make,  and  which  he  had  last 
night  promised  to  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  the  House  in  possession 
of.  The  alterations  which  the  Minis- 
ters proposed  to  make  were  not  alter- 
ations  in  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  They 
left  the  principle  of  the  Bill  untouched, 
and  they  only  tended  towards  carrying 
that  principle  into  more  perfect  and  com- 
plete operation.  The  first  clause  which  it 
was  proposed  to  alter,  and  to  which  he 
begged  now  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,  was  the  sixteenth  clause.  The 
object  of  this  clause  was,  as  the  Committee 
were  aware,  to  give  the  right  of  voting  in 
counties  to  copyholders  who  possessed  a 
copyhold  estate  for  life,  or  any  larger  copy- 
hold estate  of  10/.  a  year  value  ;  to  lease- 
holders who  held  property  on  lease  for  any 
term  of  years  not  less  than  sixty  years, 
and  of  the  yearly  value  of  not  less  than 
10/. ;  and  to  leaseholders,  who  held  pro- 
perty for  any  term  not  less  than  seven 
years,  on  which  property  a  yearly  rent  of 
not  less  than  50/.  should  be  reserved,  or  for 


which  a  fine  of  not  less  than  a  certain  inm 
(which  sum  was  not  yet  specified)  should 
have  been  paid.   The  sixteenth  clause  pro* 
posed  to  add  the  class  of  voters  here  enu- 
merated to  the  freeholders  in  the  electioni 
for  counties.     Now,  in  the  wording  of  this 
clause  a  doubt  had   arisen  whether  tliA 
words,  "  who  shall  hold  any  lands  or  tene* 
ments  by  any  lease,  assignment,  or  other 
instrument,**  would  include  agreements  for 
leases,  which  a«^rcement8,asthe  Committee 
were  aware,  gave  an  equitable  title,  as  the 
actual  lease  or  alignment  gave  a  legal 
title.     From  the  suggestion  of  this  doubt 
had  arisen  the  alteration  which  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  propose  in  the  wordir 
ing  of  this  clause.    The  analogy  which 
the  Government  desired  to  follow  out  was 
this — the  equitable  title  to  freehold  pro* 
perty  gave,  under  tlie  existing  lew,  which 
law  it  was  not  proposed  to  alteri  the  right 
of  voting  for  county  elections;  end  the 
Government  were  desirous,  that  the  eonit* 
able  title  to  the  leasehold  and  copynold 
property,  specified  in  this  clause,  should, 
in  the  same    manner,   give  the  right  of 
voting  for  counties   under  this  Bill.     A 
very  slight  alteration  in  the  wording  of  the 
clause  would,   he  understood,  catry  into 
effect  this   object  of   the    Government. 
The  words  '*  seised  of  and  in  any  lands  or 
tenements,"  would,  he  was  informed,  be 
taken  to  apply  only  to  the  actual  occupa- 
tion or  legal  estate  of  such  lands  and  tene- 
ments ;  and  if  so,  these  words  would  of 
course  bar  all  equitable  titles  to  such  lands 
and  tenements.     These  words,  therefore, 
must  be  altered,  as  also  must  the  words 
to  which  he    had  before  adverted,  and 
which  occurred  in  two  places  a  few  lines 
lower  down  in  the  clause — the  words ''who 
shall  hold  any  lands  or  tenements  by  any 
lease,  assignment,  or  other  instrument." 
He  was  informed,  that  if  the  word  "  have** 
were  inserted  in  the  places  of  the  words 
''  be  seised  of  and  in,**  and  if  these  words, 
together  with  the  words  **  by  any  lease, 
assignment,  or  other  instrument,"  were 
struck  out,  the  clause  would  give  the  right 
of  voting  to  those  who  possessed  equitable 
titles  to  the  species  of  property  specified  in 
the  clause.     By  this  alteration,  the  clause 
would  stand  thus — "£very  male  person,  &c* 
who  shall  have  any  lands  or  tenements  for 
an  estate  for  life,  or  for  any  larger  estate  of 
at  least  the  yearly  value  of  10/.  above  re- 
prizes, holden  by  copy  of  court-roll,  drc., 
or  who  shall  have  any  lands  or  lenemcnte 
for  any  term  not  less  than  sixty  yearn,  end 
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of  the  yearly  value  of  not  less  than   10/. 
above  reprizes,  or  for  any  term  not  less  than 
seven  years,  whereon  a  yearly  rent  of  not 
less  than   50/.  shall  be  reservotl,  or  for 
which  a  tine  or  premium  of  not  less  than 
—    pounds  shall  have   been   paid,   shall 
have  the  right  to  vote,"  &c.     He  should 
here  observe,  that  it  was  proposed  in  this 
clause  to  fdl  up  the  blank  after  the  words 
"  fine    or    premium   of    not    less   lliiin,** 
v^ith  the  words  "  three  hundred  pounds." 
The  calculation  might  not  be  quite  exact, 
but  it  had  been  reckoned  that  a  Hue  of 
300/. — calculating  at  four  per  cent,  would 
be  about  equal  to  a  lease  for  seven  yeai's, 
at  a  rent  of  50/.  a  year.     In  the  twenty- 
third  line  a  slight  verbal  alteration  would 
also  be  proposed  to  give  to  the  lessee  under 
a  copyholder  the  same  power  as  a  lessee 
under  a  freeholder.     It  was  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend,  the  member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright, who  suggested  that  a  copyholder, 
under  this   clause,    was  not  put   in  the 
same  situation  as  a  freeholder,  and  it  being 
the  intention  of  government  that  a  copy- 
holder should  have  the  same  power  as  a 
freeholder  in  everything,  except  as  to  the 
value  of  the  qualification,  the  copyholder 
being  required  to  have  an  estate  of  the 
value  of  10/.,  whilst  the  freeholder  could 
vote  in  respect  of  an  estate  of  405.,  a  slight 
alteration  was  necessary.  Fie  did  not  appre- 
hend that  this  distinction  would  be  very  im- 
portant in  practice,  as  the  number  of  copy- 
holders of  40s,  a  year  was  not  very  great. 
These  were  the  only  alterations  which  it 
was  proposed  to  make  in  this  clause.  The 
Committee  would  see,  that  they  were  merely 
verbal   alterations,    and    that  they  were 
made  for  no  other  purpose  than  to  confer 
upon   equitable    titles   to  copyhold   and 
leasehold   property,   that  right  which  at 
present  attached   to   equitable    titles  to 
freehold   property.      This   was   the   only 
object  which  the  Government  had  in  view. 
In  the  next  clause  to  which  he  had  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee,  the  alter- 
ations which  it  was  proposed  to  make  in  it 
were  more  numerous,  but  they  also  were 
alterations  of  a  merely  verbal  nature,  the 
effect  of  which  would  not  be  greater  than 
the  effect  of  the  alterations  iu  the  six- 
teenth clause,  and  which,  like  the  alter- 
ations in  that  clause,  tended  only  to  carry 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  into  more  com- 
plete   operation.     This   clause    was   the 
twenty-first,  which,  as  the  Committee  were 
aware,  regarded  the  right  of  voting  in  bo- 
roughs.   The  object  of  this  clause  was,  to 


give  the  right  of  voting  in  boroughs  to  all 
occupiers  of  houses,  warehouses,  or  cbuot- 
ing-houses,  which  were  bond  fide  of  the 
yearly   value  of   10/.,  or  rented    at  10/. 
a-year,    or    rated    to    the  relief   of    the 
poor  upon    a    yearly   value  of    10/.,    or 
assi^sscd   to    the    taxes  at    lOZ.    a-year. 
In  this  clause  the  Government   had  made 
a    mistiike,    with   which  they    had   been 
so  frequently  taunted  by  the  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee must   be  quite  familiar    with   it. 
This  mistake  consisted    in   their   having 
attached  to  the  clause  a  proviso  that  the 
rent  of  these  10/.  houses  must  be  reserved 
half-yearly.     He  need  not  add,  that  the 
Government,  on  discovering  their  mistake, 
had  immediately  abandoned  this  proviso ; 
but  it  might  be  as  well  that  be  should 
state  how  the  Government  had  been  led 
into  that  mistake.     Although  be  and  his 
colleagues   were  now    perfectly   sensible 
that  such  a  proviso  would  exclude  and 
disfranchise  many  persons  who  were  in  all 
respects  most  worthy  of  the  enjoyment  of 
the  elective  franchise,  yet  he  would  fairly 
state  that  the  object  which  they  had  in  view 
when  they  made  this  restriction  was,  that 
the  rent  should  be  paid  half-yearly  and  no 
ofiener.  It  had  been  stated  to  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  was  a  class  of  persons 
who  paid  their  rent  weekly,  and  monthly, 
and  quarterly,  and  that  they  were  a  veir 
disreputable  class.  Now,  the  object  which 
the  Government  had  in  view  in  makiog 
this  restriction  was  to  exclude  that  classed 
persons.     The  Government,  however,  had 
discovered  that  this  information  was  not 
correct.     They  had  ascertained,  upon  in- 
quiry, that  many  most  respectable  persons 
were  in  the  habit  of  paying  their  rent, 
nut  only  quarterly,  but  even  weekly  and 
monthly.     To  give  an  instance — this  was 
the  case  in  Manchester.     He  had   con- 
versed upon  the  subject  with  persons  from 
Manchester — persons,  he  must  say,  of  as 
much  intelligence  as  any  men  that  he  had 
ever  conversed  with  in  his  life,  and  per- 
sons whom  he  believed  to  be,  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  most  respectable — and 
these  persons  had  told  him  that  they  oc- 
ctipied  houses,  the  rent  of  which    they 
paid  weekly.    Tliese  persons  explained  to 
him,  that  it  was  sometimes  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  landlord,  and  sometimes  for 
the  convenience  of  the  tenant — generally 
for  the  convenience  of  both  arising  from  the 
custom  of  making  weekly  receipts  and  pay- 
ments— that  this  system  should  bo  adopt- 
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ed.  They  told  him,  that  this  was  the  only 
reason  of  the  rents  being  reserved  weekly, 
and  that  this  reservation,  and  the  custom 
of  paying  them  weekly,  arose  from  this 
circumstauce  only,  and  not  from  any 
doubt  on  the  part  of  the  landlord  as  to 
the  respectability  of  his  tenants.  The 
same  they  had  found,  upon  inquiry,  to  be 
true  of  other  places ;  and  he  had  stated 
this  case  of  Manchester  only  as  an  ex- 
ample. Under  these  circumstances,  there- 
fore, the  Government  had  considered  that 
they  ought  not  to  make  any  regulation  as 
to  the  period  at  which  rents  should  be 
paid,  and  that  a  man's  right  of  voting 
should  not  be  made  to  depend  at  all  upon 
the  manner  in  which  the  rent  of  his  house 
might  be  payable.  But  then,  while  thus, 
on  the  one  hand,  they  did  away  with  all 
provision  as  to  how  a  man's  rent  should 
be  paid,  they  ran  the  risk,  on  the  other 
hand,  of  opening  the  door  to  the  admission 
of  a  class  of  persons  which  mi^ht  be  very 
far  from  respectable.  To  obviate  this  in- 
convenience, the  Government  proposed  to 
make  another  alteration  in  the  clause.  As 
the  clause  now  stood,  it  required  that  the 
occupier  of  the  10/.  house  should  have 
held  the  house  for  six  months.  This  pe- 
riod of  six  months  they  proposed  to  change 
into  twelve  months.  By  this  alteration 
they  disfranchised  no  one,  while  they  re- 
quired a  reasonable  security  for  a  man's 
respectability,  by  rendering  it  necessary 
that  he  should  have  occupied  a  10/.  house 
for  so  long  a  period  as  twelve  months. 
Another  alteration  which  they  proposed 
to  make  in  the  clause  was  this: — The 
clause,  after  giving  the  right  of  voting  to 
the  occupiers  of  houses  which  were  of  the 
yearly  value  of  10/.,  or  rated  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor  at  10/.  a-year,  or  assessed  to 
the  taxes  at  10/.  a-year,  or  subject  to  a 
rent  of  10/.  a-year,  made  it  necessary 
that  all  rents,  rates,  and  taxes,  due  in 
respect  of  such  houses,  should  have  been 
paid  before  the  person  claiming  to  vote 
could  be  registered,  and  exercise  the  right 
of  voting.  This  restrictive  provision  it 
was  intended  to  alter.  Early  in  the  dis- 
cussions upon  this  Bill,  the  hon.  and 
learned  member  for  St.  Mawes  (Sir  Ed- 
ward Sugden),  in  allusion  to  this  provision 
that  the  voter's  rent  must  be  paid  before 
he  could  exercise  his  right  of  voting,  had 
said,  somewhat  sarcastically,  that  the  Bill 
was  a  capital  landlord's  bilK  Now  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  member 
for  St.  Mawes,  that  this  objection  bad 
VOL,  V.  {SS} 


Struck  the  Government  as  a  very  forcible 
one ;  and  it  had  produced  an  effect  which, 
in  all  probability,  was  not  contemplated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.    The  Go- 
vernment had  determined    to   abandon, 
except  in  one  particular  case,  this  pro- 
vision with  regard  to  the  payment  of  the 
rent.     If  a  man  claimed  to  vote  on  the 
simple  ground  that  he  occupied  a  house 
of  10/.  a<year  rent,  then,  that  being  the 
only  ground  of  his  claim,  the  Govern- 
ment   thought  it  only  just  to  demand 
that  such  person  should  prove,  that  he  had 
paid  his  rent,  because  there  was  no  other 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  rent 
was  a  bond  fide  rent ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  considered,  that  if  a  man  had 
paid  his  rates  and  assessed  taxes,  then  it 
would    be    an  unnecessary   interference 
with,  and  inquiry  into,  the  private  con- 
cerns of  individuals,  to  ask  for  the  proof 
that  the  rent  also  had  been  paid.    The 
clause,  therefore,  as  it  was  proposed  to 
amend  it,  would  stand   thus — that  if  a 
man  had  paid  his  rates  and  taxes,  no 
question  should  be  asked  him  as  to  the 
payment  of  his  rent,  and  that  the  proof  of 
the  payment  of  the  rent  should  only  be  ne- 
cessary when  a  person  claimed  to  vote  in 
right  of  the  rent  only.     The  clause  would 
omit  all  provision  as  to  the  payment  of 
rent,  except   in  that  one  case  of  voters 
claiming  to  vote  solely  on  the  ground  of 
their  paying  a  rent  of  1 0/.  a  year.    There 
were  many  considerations  which  had  in- 
duced the  Government  to  make  this  alter- 
ation  in  the  clause.     For  instance,  the 
fact  of  a  person  who  occupied  a  10/.  house 
having  paid  his  rates  and  taxes,  would  be 
known  to  the  overseers,  and  that  fact  being 
known  to  them,  they  would  place  such 
person  upon  the  list  of  voters.     Being  so 
placed  on  the  list,  such  person  might  be 
called  upon  to  prove,  that  he  had  paid  his 
rent,  without  his   ever  having  sought  or 
wished  to  place  himself  in  such  a  con- 
dition.    Such  person    might   not   have 
paid  his  rent,  and  might  be  obliged  to  say 
so.    Thus  the  credit  of  tradesmen  might 
be  materially  injured,  and  so,  therefore, 
besides  causing  an  unnecessary  and  un- 
warrantable interference  with  the  private 
affairs  of  individuals,  the  practical  working 
of  the  Bill  might  be  considerably  impeded. 
It  must  be  recollected  too,  that  it  was  by 
no  means  easy  to  ascertain  whether  k  man 
had  or  had    not  really  psud    his    rent; 
whereas,  there  was  no  difficulty  in    be- 
coming assured  that  a  man's  rates  and 
8Y 
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taxes  were  puid.     Again,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  disadvantai^e  would  result  from 
this  alteration  of  the  clause  in  the  way  of 
lessening  the  security  for  the  respectability 
of  the  electors ;  because,  as  they  had  al- 
tered the  period  of  occupancy  from  six  to 
twelve  months,  they  had  thereby  a  toler- 
able security  as  to  respectability  ;  and  if 
a  man  had  not  paid  his  rent  one  year,  it 
was  only  a  fair  inference  that  his  landlord 
would    remove   him    from    his   tenancy. 
Another  alteration  which  it  was  intended 
to  make  in  the  Bill,  had  arisen  from  the 
provision,  that  all   rates  should  be  paid 
having  been  so  put  as  to  include  Church- 
rates.     Now  this  would  exclude  from  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  one  of  the 
most  respectable  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects — he  meant  the  Quakers.     It  was 
well  known  that  Quakers  refused  to  pay 
Church-rates  until  their  goods  were  dis- 
trained.    An  alteration,  therefore,  would 
be  made  in  the  wording  of  the  clause,  so 
as  to  respect  the  scruples  of  the  Quakers. 
A  difRculty  had  also  arisen  with  regard 
to   the  registering  clause.     That  clause 
enacted,  "that  the  list  of  the  registered 
voters  should  be  made  up  on  or  before 
the  last  day  of  August  in  each  year.     It 
appeared,   however,    when   the   ordinary 
days  of  making  the  payments  of  rates  and 
taxes  required  to  be  made  by  the  Act  were 
considered,  that  if  the  lists  were   to  be 
made  up   on  the  last  day  of  August  in 
each  year,  and  no   persons  put  on  those 
lists  who  had  not  paid  their  rates  and  taxes 
up  to  that  lime,  the  consequence  would  be, 
that    many  would   be    unavoidably,  and 
without  any  fault  of  theirs,  excluded  from 
the  lists.     It  was  proposed,  therefore,  that 
all  persons  who  had  made  such  payments 
up  to  the  first  day  of  the  preceding  July, 
should  be  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the 
lists.    The  Committee  were  aware,  that  in 
the  clause  which  regulated  the  registering 
of  votes  in  counties,  it  was  required,  that 
the  Overseers  and  Clerk  of  the  peace  should 
prepare  the  lists  of  voters ;  but  then  the 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  the  Overseers  were 
not  to  be  the  final  judges  of  the  correct- 
ness of  such  lists.    The  clause  empowered 
the  Judges  of  Assize  to  appoint  Barristers, 
who  were  to  revise  the  lists  of  the  county 
voters,  and  the  Overseers  and  Clerk  of  the 
peace,  attending  before  the  Barristers  so 
appointed,  with  the  lists  they  had  prepared, 
the  Barristers  were,  on  due  proof  made 
before  them,  to  insert  in,  and  expunge 
|rom  the  lists,  such  names  as  might  have 


been  improperly  left  out  of,  or  admitted 
into,  the  lists,  and  to  rectify  any  other 
mistakes  which  might  occur  in  the  lilt. 
The  provisions,  however,  of  the  clause 
which  regulated  the  registerine  of  the  votes 
in  boroughs  were  differeot.  The  Overseen 
were  to  prepare  the  lists  of  borough  voters, 
as  in  the  case  of  county  voters,  but  then 
the  clause  made  the  returning  oflicen  of 
the  borough,  the  revisers  and  rectifiers  of 
the  lists  of  the  borongh  voters  in  the  last 
instance.  Upon  consideration,  the  Qovern- 
ment  had  considered,  that  this  duty  ought 
not  to  be  conOded  to  the  returning  officers. 
The  Government  had  considered,  that  the 
final  decision  upon  the  borough  lists  should 
be  committed  to  the  same  authority  as  the 
final  decision  of  the  county  lists.  It  wsi 
proposed,  therefore,  to  assimilate  those  two 
clauses  in  this  respect;  and  as  in  counties, 
so  in  boroughs,  to  enact,  that  the  final 
revision  and  settlement  of  the  registered 
lists  should  be  vested  in  Barristers,  ap- 
pointed to  that  duty  by  the  Judges  of 
Assize.  He  had  another  point  to  mention, 
which  he  believed  was  deemed  of  import- 
ance ;  he  alluded  to  the  subject  of  joint 
occupancy.  The  principle  of  county  Re- 
presentation was,  that  when  the  joint  oc- 
cupancy of  any  freehold  amounted  to 
as  many  40s.  tenancies  as  there  were 
owners,  every  owner  had  a  vote  and  he 
intended,  that  the  same  rule  should  be  ob- 
served with  respect  to  the  joint  occupancy 
of  premises  in  towns.  If,  for  instance,  there 
were  a  tenement  of  the  value  of  100/.  a 
year,  which  was  held  by  twelve  persons, 
none  would  have  any  right  to  vote,  but  if 
it  was  held  by  ten  individuals,  then  each 
would  have  his  vote.  By  this  regulatioD 
many  grounds  of  dispute  would  be  avoided. 
He  had  now  given  a  general  view  of  the 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in  theie 
two  important  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He 
trusted,  that  the  subject  would  not  be  dis- 
cussed at  present,  as  the  clauses  were  not 
immediately  before  the  House^  but  the 
clauses,  as  amended,  should  be  printed 
directly,  and  laid  before  the  Committee. 
He  should  move,  that  the  Committee  do 
report  progress. 

Sir  John  Bourke  wished  to  know  if  the 
equitable  instrument  at  the  time  of  regis- 
tration was  to  be  stamped  or  not  T 

The  Solicitor  General  said^  that  the  ob- 
ject of  Ministers  was,  that  the  equitable 
instrument  should  apply  to  coOTholden 
and  householders  as  well  as  to  fkeenokhrs, 
and  that  it  wonldiequire  to  be  tqfuItfnJii^ 
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Mr.  Hodgson  wished  to  know,  if  persons 
occupying  shops  and  houses  in  different 
parts  of  the  same  town  wodld  be  prevented 
from  voting,  if  neither  separately  were  of 
sufficient  rent  to  confer  the  right. 

The  Attorney  General  was  not  quite 
prepared  to  answer  the  question,  but  he 
thought  the  circumstances  mentioned  not 
likely  to  occur. 

Mr.  Hodgson  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  in  the  town  he 
represented  if  the  clause  operated  in  the 


manner  he  had  pointed  out,  it .  would 
completely  exclude  200  or  300  persons 
from  the  enjoyments  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise. 

Mr.  Hume  was  not  perfectly  aware  wlie*- 
ther  the  8th  clause  was  withdrawn  or^ot, 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  be  informed,  as, 
if  it  remained,  it  would  excite  some  alarm. 

The  Attorney  General  replied,  that  the 
clause  had  been  withdrawn  to  be  amended. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again  on  Tuesday. 
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